	Eil.
Nr.
	Pirkimo dokumentų punkto nuoroda
	Klausimai
	Atsakymai

	1. 
	1 lentelėje „Paslaugos dalys ir jų įgyvendinimo terminai“ nurodyta, kad Paslaugos 1 dalies „AIS pritaikymas EMCS 4.2 fazei (pagal Europos Komisijos pateiktą dokumentaciją ir terminus)“ įgyvendinamo terminas priklauso nuo EK patvirtinto plano įsigaliojimo ir pagal su Pirkėju suderintą grafiką.
	Prašome pateikti informaciją dėl planuojamo Europos Komisijos plano patvirtinimo termino, t. y. nurodyti, per kiek mėnesių nuo Paslaugų teikimo sutarties pasirašymo Tiekėjas turi įsipareigoti įgyvendinti AIS pritaikymą EMCS 4.2 fazei, remiantis Europos Komisijos nustatyta dokumentacija ir gairėmis.
	Įgyvendinimo terminai yra numatyti nacionaliniuose įgyvendinimo planuose, kurie sudaryti atsižvelgiant į EK planą (pridedame).





	2. 
	Pirkimo dokumentų priede TES-RSD-FESS-DDNEA-Phase4.2, versija 2.0, pateikti Europos Komisijos patvirtinti EMCS 4.2 fazės pokyčių reikalavimai, pagal kuriuos turi būti teikiama paslauga – AIS pritaikymas EMCS 4.2 fazei (pagal Europos Komisijos pateiktą dokumentaciją ir terminus).
	Prašytume patvirtinti, kad pirkimo dokumente TES-RSD-FESS-DDNEA-Phase4.2 (versija 2.0) pateiktas EMCS 4.2 fazės pokyčių sąrašas yra laikomas galutiniu, o visi papildomi pokyčiai, kurie galėtų būti įtraukti į būsimas šio dokumento versijas, bus įgyvendinami tik pateikus atskirus papildomus užsakymus.
	Dabartinė EMCS 4.2 fazės pakeitimų dokumento versija yra TES-RSD-FESS-DDNEA-Phase4.2 (versija 2.10, kurią pridedame), papildomi pakeitimai yra fiksuojami Known Errors list faile (pridedamas). Nežymūs pakeitimai dar gali pasitaikyti, bet tai nebus traktuojama, kad tai  papildomi užsakymai, kadangi perkama visa paslauga, o ne valandos.





	3. 
	3.3.2. punkte yra nurodyta, kad AIS kūrimo, testinė ir gamybinė aplinkos turi būti atskirtos. Tiekėjas turės sukurti / sukonfigūruoti testinę, vertinimo ir gamybinę aplinkas (reikalui esant, suderinus su Pirkėju - „cloud friendly“ principu) Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje arba — suderinus su Pirkėju — VITC infrastruktūroje, kūrimo aplinką turi sukurti savo infrastruktūroje.
	Prašytume patikslinti, kokie konkretūs reikalavimai yra keliami vertinimo aplinkai ir kuo ši aplinka skiriasi nuo testinės aplinkos (pvz., naudotojų įsitraukimo, duomenų tipų, tikslų prasme). Taip pat prašome nurodyti, ar projekto įgyvendinimo metu nenumatoma naudoti atskiras kūrimo, testavimo ir gamybinę aplinkas.

	Vertinimo aplinkos nebus reikalaujama. Pakaks testavimo ir gamybinės aplinkos.


	4. 
	3.3.2. punkte yra nurodyta, kad AIS kūrimo, testinė ir gamybinė aplinkos turi būti atskirtos. Tiekėjas turės sukurti / sukonfigūruoti testinę, vertinimo ir gamybinę aplinkas (reikalui esant, suderinus su Pirkėju - „cloud friendly“ principu) Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje arba — suderinus su Pirkėju — VITC infrastruktūroje, kūrimo aplinką turi sukurti savo infrastruktūroje.
	Vadovaujantis Pirkimo dokumentų 3.3.2 punktu, nurodoma, kad, esant poreikiui ir suderinus su Pirkėju, AIS turi veikti pagal „cloud friendly“ principą. Ar teisingai suprantame, kad AIS pritaikymas „cloud friendly“ principui bus vykdomas tik Pirkėjui pateikus atskirą papildomą užsakymą?

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Tai, jei bus poreikis, bus daromas atskiras užsakymas.

	5. 
	3.3.2. punkte yra nurodyta, kad AIS kūrimo, testinė ir gamybinė aplinkos turi būti atskirtos. Tiekėjas turės sukurti / sukonfigūruoti testinę, vertinimo ir gamybinę aplinkas (reikalui esant, suderinus su Pirkėju - „cloud friendly“ principu) Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje arba — suderinus su Pirkėju — VITC infrastruktūroje, kūrimo aplinką turi sukurti savo infrastruktūroje.
	Vadovaujantis Pirkimo dokumentų 3.3.2 punktu, nurodoma, kad AIS turi veikti Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje arba, suderinus su Pirkėju, VITC infrastruktūroje. Ar teisingai suprantame, kad AIS migracija į VITC infrastruktūrą bus vykdoma tik Pirkėjui pateikus atskirą papildomą užsakymą?

	Taip.

	6. 
	3.3.2. punkte yra nurodyta, kad AIS kūrimo, testinė ir gamybinė aplinkos turi būti atskirtos. Tiekėjas turės sukurti / sukonfigūruoti testinę, vertinimo ir gamybinę aplinkas (reikalui esant, suderinus su Pirkėju - „cloud friendly“ principu) Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje arba — suderinus su Pirkėju — VITC infrastruktūroje, kūrimo aplinką turi sukurti savo infrastruktūroje.
	Vadovaujantis Pirkimo dokumentų 3.3.2 punktu, nurodyta, kad AIS kūrimo aplinka turi būti įdiegta Tiekėjo infrastruktūroje. Atkreipiame dėmesį, kad AIS sistemoje naudojami integraciniai taškai (pvz., EMCS, SEED), taip pat jų testavimo aplinkos, yra pasiekiami tik iš Pirkėjo infrastruktūros. Atsižvelgiant į tai, Tiekėjas neturi galimybės savo infrastruktūroje sukurti pilnavertės AIS kūrimo aplinkos. Prašytume patikslinti minėtą punktą, įtvirtinant galimybę kūrimo aplinką įdiegti Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje.
	AIS kūrimo aplinką tiekėjas turės sukurti savo infrastruktūroje.

	7. 
	Pirkimo dokumentų 3.3.6.2.1. punkte nustatyta, kad AIS pritaikymo EMCS 4.2 fazei testavimas atliekamas pagal EK nustatytus reikalavimus.
	Pirkimo dokumentuose nėra pateikti Europos Komisijos nustatyti EMCS 4.2 fazės testavimo reikalavimai ir/ar testavimo scenarijai. Prašome pateikti testavimo reikalavimus ir scenarijus, kuriuos turės įgyvendinti Tiekėjas, vykdydamas AIS pritaikymą EMCS 4.2 fazei.
	Testavimai turi būti atlikti pagal EK reikalavimus, pridedame testavimo organizavimo dokumentą CTOD, kuriame nustatyti reikalavimai testavimui ir scenarijai.



	8. 
	Pirkimo dokumentų 3.3.7. punkte Tiekėjas su Pirkėju suderina Testavimo planą ir metodiką (pradinę Testavimo plano ir metodikos versiją pateikia Pirkėjas (gali būti paskutinio AIS kūrimo / modernizavimo projekto metu suderinta versija)) iki pirmos Paslaugos dalies vidinio testavimo pradžios, 3.3.6.2.1. punkte nustatyta, kad AIS pritaikymo EMCS 4.2 fazei testavimas atliekamas pagal EK nustatytus reikalavimus.
	Ar teisingai suprantame, kad 3.3.7 punkte nustatytas reikalavimas taikomas tik AIS modernizavimo paslaugoms, vykdomoms pagal Pirkėjo pateiktus užsakymus, o AIS pritaikymo EMCS 4.2 fazei testavimas turi būti atliekamas pagal Europos Komisijos nustatytus reikalavimus?
	Taip, teisingai suprantate.

	9. 
	Pirkimo dokumentų 3.10.6. punkte nustatyta, kad AIS turės būti apsaugotas nuo pagrindinių per tinklą vykdomų atakų: SQL įskverbties (angl. SQL injection), įterptinių instrukcijų atakų (angl. Cross–site scripting), atkirtimo nuo Paslaugos (angl. DOS). Pagrindinių per tinklą vykdomų atakų sąrašas skelbiamas Atviro tinklo programų saugumo projekto (angl. The Open Web Application Security Project (OWASP)) interneto svetainėje www.owasp.org
	Prašome patikslinti, ar šiuo metu AIS atitinka 3.10.6 punkte nustatytus reikalavimus. Jei AIS šiuo metu neatitinka minėtų reikalavimų, Jei ne, ar šių reikalavimų įgyvendinimas bus laikomas papildomu pirkimo objektu, kurį reikės vykdyti tik pateikus atskirą Užsakymą?
	Informacija apie informacinės sistemos atsparumą įsilaužimams yra konfidenciali, todėl negali būti pateikta atsakant į šį paklausimą. Šio punkto reikalavimų įgyvendinimas nėra papildomas pirkimo objektas, nes Tiekėjo pateikiamas programinis kodas turės pasižymėti šiame punkte nurodyta savybe būti apsaugotam nuo šiame punkte nurodytų atakų būdų

	10. 
	Pirkimo dokumentų 3.10.11. punkte nustatyta AIS RPO turi būti užtikrintas – 0 (nulinis).
	Ar teisingai suprantame, kad AIS RPO yra AIS recovery point objective ir 0 nulis reiškia – joks duomenų praradimas nėra priimtinas, t.y. net ir kritinio sutrikimo atveju (pvz. praradus visą duomenų centrą), neturi būti prarasti jokie tuo momentu sistemoje įvesti duomenys.
Jei taip, tai joks Tiekėjas negali garantuoti RPO 0, jei AIS veikia Pirkėjo infrastruktūroje kadangi:
1. Tiekėjas nekontroliuoja Pirkėjo infrastruktūros komponentų.
2. Fizinės katastrofos, įvykusios Pirkėjo patalpose yra už paslaugos teikėjo kontrolės ribų.
3. Duomenų replikacija į išorę vis tiek reikalauja tinklo ryšio, kuris gali būti sutrikęs.
4. Sinchroninė replikacija turi mažus, bet egzistuojančius vėlavimus, dėl ko gali juntamai sumažėti AIS greitaveika (t.y. naudotojui galima patvirtinti duomenų įvedimą tik po to, kai duomenys yra patikimai išsaugoti rezerviniame duomenų centre).
5. Infrastruktūros gedimai gali paveikti visus atsarginės kopijos mechanizmus.
Atsižvelgiant į aukščiau išdėstytas priežastis, prašome panaikinti reikalavimą, kurio įgyvendinimas nėra realiai įmanomas jokiam Tiekėjui, arba siūlome peržiūrėti šį reikalavimą dėl jo neįgyvendinamumo.
	Šiuo metu yra užtikrinamas RPO 1 (toleruojamas duomenų praradimas iki 1 val.). RPO 0 užtikrinimas bus reikalaujamas tik kai bus migruojama į VITC infrastruktūrą. Apie tai papildomai informuosime. 

	11. 
	1 priedas „Pasiūlymo forma“ – 2 lentelė: AIS modernizavimo paslaugos pagal Pirkėjo pateiktus Užsakymus: Preliminarus kiekis – 15000 val.
(2) Nurodytas preliminarus valandų kiekis, kuris bus užsakomas tik pagal faktinį Pirkėjo poreikį, todėl negali būti pagrindas reikalauti iš Pirkėjo užsakyti visą valandų kiekį. Pirkėjas pasilieka teisę užsakyti daugiau valandų nei numatyta, tačiau bendra Sutarties vertė negali viršyti Sutarties specialiųjų sąlygų 5.2 punkte nustatytos sumos.
	Ar Paslaugos tiekimo laikotarpiu Tiekėjas gali tikėtis, kad Pirkėjas užsakys bent dalį preliminariai numatyto modernizavimo paslaugų valandų kiekio (15 000 val.), ar galimi atvejai, kai nebus užsakyta nė viena valanda? Kokį minimalų paslaugų kiekį įsipareigoja užsakyti Pirkėjas? Tiekėjas patirs kaštus jau pačioje sutarties vykdymo pradžioje (sutarties įvykdymo užtikrinimui, reglamento parengimui ir kt. privalomoms paslaugoms), bei prisiims atsakomybę visai maksimaliai sutarties sumai, tačiau atitinkamo lygiaverčio Pirkėjo įsipareigojimo pasigendame.
	Numatytas preliminarus, planuojamas kiekis. Nėra jokios rizikos, kad nebus užsakyta nei viena valanda, nes ir šiuo metu jau matome sričių, kur galėtų būti modernizuojama.

	12. 
	Techninė specifikacija:
3.10.1. Jeigu Paslaugos vykdymo metu Tiekėjui bus būtina tvarkyti realius duomenis, Tiekėjas ir Pirkėjas turės pasirašyti Pirkėjo Duomenų tvarkymo sutartį. Tiekėjui bus sudarytos sąlygos susipažinti su Duomenų tvarkymo sutarties tekstu ir teikti pasiūlymus dėl šios sutarties sąlygų, Tiekėjas turės teisę tvarkyti realius duomenis tik po duomenų tvarkymo sutarties pasirašymo;
	Prašome patikslinti, ar Tiekėjas, vykdydamas Sutartį, bus laikomas Asmens duomenų tvarkytoju BDAR prasme? Jei taip — prašytume pateikti preliminarią Duomenų tvarkymo sutarties formą ar jos esmines sąlygas. Tiekėjui svarbu įsivertinti konkrečius įsipareigojimus, atsakomybių pasidalinimą, galimas papildomas išlaidas ir rizikas.
	Jeigu Tiekėjui bus būtina tvarkyti realius fizinių asmenų duomenis, tuomet jis pagal BDAR bus laikomas Asmens duomenų tvarkytoju. Pirkėjo Duomenų tvarkymo sutarties šablonas yra viešai neskelbiamas ir su juo Tiekėjas Konkurso metu gali susipažinti VMI patalpose prieš tai pasirašęs konfidencialumo pasižadėjimą ir dėl susipažinimo su šiuo dokumentu laiko susiderinęs el. paštu, kurio adresas rimantas.murauskas@vmi.lt  

	13. 
	Techninės specifikacijos 3.6.2 punkte yra nurodyta, kad Paslaugos teikimo Tiekė-jas, suderinęs su Pirkėju pagal poreikį pateikia ir / arba atitinkamai pagal poreikį pakeičia esamus tokius dokumentus nu-rodytus 3.6.2.1 – 3.6.2.36 punktuose.
	Ar teisingai suprantame, kad nurodytuose punktuose 3.6.2.1 – 3.6.2.36 pateiktą dokumentaciją bus reikalinga atnaujinti tik pagal Tiekėjo atliktus Akcizų informacinės sistemos pritaikymo EMCS 4.2 fazei ir kitas pagal šią sutartį suteiktas AIS modernizavimo paslaugas?
	Taip

	14. 
	Techninės specifikacijos 3.6.2 punkte yra nurodyta, kad Paslaugos teikimo Tiekė-jas, suderinęs su Pirkėju pagal poreikį pateikia ir / arba atitinkamai pagal poreikį pakeičia esamus tokius dokumentus nu-rodytus 3.6.2.1 – 3.6.2.36 punktuose.
	Ar teisingai suprantame, kad esant poreikiui pa-rengti/atnaujinti nurodytuose punktuose 3.6.2.1 – 3.6.2.36 nurodytą AIS dokumentaciją, kai tai nebus susiję su pagal šią sutartį Tiekėjo atliktais/įgyvendintais pakeitimais, tokios dokumentacijos parengimo paslaugos bus užsakomi kaip papildomi darbai?
	Taip

	15. 
	Techninės specifikacijos 3.10.7. p.: Sukūrus naują AIS komponentą ar atlikus esamų AIS komponentų keitimą, po kurio šių komponentų kokybės garantija pereina Tiekėjui, Tiekėjas turi užtikrinti AIS komponentų atsparumą įsilaužimui. Tiekėjas privalo pašalinti visus trūkumus, kuriuos nustatė pats, taip pat, kuriuos nustatė Pirkėjas ar nepriklausomas atsparumo įsilaužimui vertinimo paslaugų tiekėjas;
	Ar teisingai suprantame, kad Tiekėjas privalo pašalinti visus trūkumus, esančius pagal šią sutartį Tiekėjo sukurtuose ar modifikuotuose AIS komponentuose, tačiau už trūkumų, kurie nustatyti komponentuose, už kuriuos Tiekėjas nėra atsakingas (nes jie nėra sukurti ar pateikti šios sutarties apimtyje, pvz. anksčiau sukurti ir šios sutarties vykdymo metu nemodifikuoti AIS komponentai, platforminė programinė įranga, kitos VMI ar trečių šalių informacinės sistemos ar komponentai), pašalinimo organizavimą atsakingas Pirkėjas?
	Taip

	16. 
	Techninės specifikacijos 3.10.8. p.: TECHNINĖJE SPECIFIKACIJOJE nustatytu darbo režimu turi būti užtikrintas nustatytas prieinamumo prie AIS lygis visu Sutarties galiojimo laikotarpiu;
	Prašome patikslinti, kur konkrečiai ir koks yra nustatytas prieinamumo prie AIS lygis?
Taip pat atkreipiame dėmesį, kad Tiekėjas negali būti atsakingas už bendrą AIS prieinamumo lygį, nes:
· Pirkėjas (o ne Tiekėjas) yra atsakingas už AIS gamybinės aplinkos ir susijusios IT infrastruktūros eksploatavimą, administravimą, saugumo ir veiklos tęstinumo užtikrinimą;
· Šios sutarties objektas yra tik dalies AIS komponentų modifikavimo ar vystymo paslaugos, Tiekėjas neperima atsakomybės už kitus, šios sutarties vykdymo metu nemodifikuotus AIS komponentus.
Todėl siūlome atsisakyti 3.10.8 p. reikalavimo arba jį atitinkamai performuluoti pagal realias Tiekėjo atsakomybes.
	Atsižvelgiant, kad paslauga teikiama ūkio subjektams ir įtaką jų vykdomai veiklai, turi būti užtikrintas nepertraukiamas AIS veikimas 24 valandas per parą 7 dienas per savaitę, toks lygis yra numatytas AIS palaikymo sutartyje, todėl modernizavus ar įdiegus EMCS 4.2 fazės pakeitimus turėtų būti išlaikomas toks pats principas, tai nustatyta Techninės specifikacijos 3.2 d. „Reikalavimai AIS modernizavimo principams“.

	17. 
	Techninė specifikacija: 
3.10.16. AIS turės būti įgyvendintos įvestos elektroninės informacijos tikslumo, užbaigtumo ir patikimumo tikrinimo priemonės.
	Ar teisingai suprantame, kad reikalavimas taikomas Tiekėjo pagal šią sutartį naujai sukuriamiems ar modifikuojamiems AIS komponentams?
	Taip. 

	18. 
	Techninė specifikacija: 
3.10.24. Tiekėjo darbuotojams draudžiama savavališkai atlikti diegimus bei atlikti kitokius konfigūravimo darbus.
	Prašome patikslinti, kurioms aplinkoms taikomas šis reikalavimas? Jis suprantamas gamybinei ar Pirkėjo naudojamoms testavimo/vertinimo aplinkoms, tačiau nebūtų logiškas kūrimo aplinkai, kurioje Tiekėjo darbuotojai ir vykdo daugumą darbų.
	Taip, tik gamybinei aplinkai.

	19. 
	Techninė specifikacija: 
1 lentelė Paslaugos dalys ir jų įgyvendinimo terminai:
Eil. Nr.1. Paslaugos 1 dalis. AIS pritaikymas EMCS 4.2 fazei (pagal Europos Komisijos pateiktą dokumentaciją ir terminus). 
Įgyvendinimo terminai*: su Pirkėju suderintu grafiku, priklausomai nuo EK patvirtinto plano įsigaliojimo.
*Planuojant Paslaugos dalių įgyvendinimo terminus, būtina numatyti terminą (laiko buferį) <...>
	Prašome paaiškinti, kokių konkrečių mokėjimo terminų už suteiktas fiksuotos kainos paslaugas Tiekėjas gali tikėtis? Nelogiška reikalauti Tiekėjui teikti fiksuotos kainos pasiūlymą neapibrėžtos trukmės paslaugų teikimui su neaiškiu apmokėjimo terminu.
Taip pat tokios sutarties specialiųjų sąlygų 5.5. p. numatytos atsiskaitymo sąlygos, kai visa fiksuotos kainos suma sumokama tik pilnai įvykdžius užsakymą, reikalauja Tiekėjui įšaldyti ilgam (ir svarbiausia neapibrėžtos trukmės) laikotarpiui dideles sumas.
Prašome numatyti konkrečius terminus atsiskaitymui, taip pat numatyti tarpinius atsiskaitymus ne ilgesniais nei 3-4 mėn. intervalais už jau suteiktas paslaugas (paslaugų etapus) arba galimybę Tiekėjui prašyti avanso (bent 20%-30% fiksuotos kainos paslaugų dalies).
	EMCS 4.2 įgyvendinimo terminai, sudaryti atsižvelgiant į EK planą yra numatyti nacionaliniuose planuose (pridedame). Avanso mokėjimas nenumatytas.




	20. 
	Techninė specifikacija: 
1 lentelė Paslaugos dalys ir jų įgyvendinimo terminai:
Eil. Nr.1. Paslaugos 1 dalis. AIS pritaikymas EMCS 4.2 fazei (pagal Europos Komisijos pateiktą dokumentaciją ir terminus). 
Įgyvendinimo terminai*: su Pirkėju suderintu grafiku, priklausomai nuo EK patvirtinto plano įsigaliojimo.
	Prašome patvirtinti, kad vėlavimai dėl EK plano ar kitų dokumentų (EMCS 4.2 specifikacijų ir pan.) nepateikimo ar jų pakeitimų sutarties vykdymo metu nebūtų traktuojami kaip Tiekėjo kaltė vėluojant AIS pritaikymui EMCS 4.2 fazei.
	Dabartinė EMCS 4.2 fazės pakeitimų dokumento versija yra TES-RSD-FESS-DDNEA-Phase4.2 (versija 2.10, kurią pridedame), papildomi pakeitimai yra fiksuojami Known Errors list faile (pridedamas). Nežymūs pakeitimai dar gali pasitaikyti, bet jie neturėtų įtakoti terminus.



  



NPP EMCS LT.xlsx
NPP export

		Name		Description		Reference Dates				Foreseen Dates				Actual Dates				Comment

						Start		End		Start		End		Start		End

		EMCS National Project Plan

		ISO country code				LT

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager IT				Tomas Venskus

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager Business (optional)

		Common Domain Phase 4.2

		CD-82: Do you plan the big-bang of Phase 4.2 at Mr (12/02/2026)		Please specify by choosing "Yes" or "No"		Yes

		CD-83: If you plan to deploy during the migration period from Phase 4.1 to Phase 4.2		Please enter the release date. Release date is expected not earlier Mp (13/11/2025)

		CD-84: National Excise Application tests (Mode 1)		Please indicate the start and end date of Mode 1 within the  given reference period as per national planning.		09/06/2025		19/12/2025		10/1/25		10/3/25

		CD-85: National Excise Application Conformance Testing (Mode 2)				16/06/2025		30/01/2026

		CD-85.1: National Excise Application Conformance Testing Pre-CT		Please indicate 6 weeks within reference period.		16/06/2025		16/01/2026		10/6/25		11/14/25

		CD-85.2: National Excise Application Conformance Testing Actual CT		Please indicate 1 week within reference period. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    		23/06/2025		30/01/2026		11/17/25		11/24/25

		CD-86: National Excise Application International Testing (Mode 3)		Please indicate your availability period.		07/07/2025		11/02/2026		12/1/25		12/19/25

		CD-87: National Excise Application End to End International Testing (Mode 3 Plus)		Please indicate your availability period.		07/07/2025		11/02/2026

		National Domain Phase 4.2

		ND-35: National Excise Application specifications		Please indicate the date when the national specifications for Phase 4.2 are ready

		ND-36: National Excise Application developments		Please indicate the start and the end date of the NEA Phase 4.2 development within the given reference period as per national planning. 		09/06/2025		12/12/2025		8/1/25		8/29/25

		ND-37: National Excise Application tests (Mode 0)		Please indicate the start and end date of Mode 0 within the  given reference period as per national planning.		09/06/2025		12/12/2025		9/1/25		9/30/25

		External Domain Phase 4.2

		ED-30: Date when you have informed/plan to inform your EcOps about the changes related to Phase 4.2 		Please indicate the date.

		ED-31: Date when you published/plan to publish Phase 4.2 EDI (non-Web) Specifications to your EcOps		Please indicate the date.

		ED-32: Availability Date of the Phase 4.2 Test Environment for EDI (non-Web) EcOps Connection		Please indicate the date.

		ED-33: Start date of Phase 4.2 EDI (non-Web) testing with your EcOps for Phase 4.2		Please indicate the date.



																		Campaign: 		EMCS Phase 4_2

																		National Administration: 		Lithuania

																		Version: 		10/06/2025

																		NPP Template: 		National Project Plan Reporting Template v23.00

																		Business Domain: 		EMCS: Excise Movement and Control System

																		Business Thread: 		Excise
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KEs



								KEs identified and reported 

				#		IM		KE		Title		Description		Root Cause Description		Solution		Severity		Status		Remarks

				1		IM844818		KE25435		C152 of RFC FESS-315 / Appendix D DDNEA		C152 of RFC FESS-315 of the RSD 4.2 has not been implemented in appendix D of the DDNEA v3.23. The RFC states then that C152 is changed to Degree Plato Applicability Flag, but in appendix D of the DDNEA it states at C152 IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is "Yes".		The wording of condition C152 has not been updated in the latest version of DDNEA Appendix D (v3.23)

FROM:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is "Yes"

TO:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability Flag> is "Yes"		The wording of condition C152 shall be updated in DDNEA Appendix D

FROM:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is "Yes"

TO:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability Flag> is "Yes"		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Appendix D

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
NO

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The documentation RFC will be created to be implemented in the next update of the specifications.

More information in the presentation material in webex meeting of 23/05 in PICS EMCS Phase 4.2 group.

				2		IM749249		KE24897		Typo in Figure 117 of DDNEA main document		The description of Figure 117 should be "STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of Export".		The typo detected by NA-DE in the DDNEA v3.19 for EMCS Phase 4.1 is valid. The respective change will be incorporated in the DDNEA-P4-392 RFC and will be corrected in future DDNEA release.
The description of Figure 117, shall be updated:
FROM:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (Part 1)."
TO:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of Export."
The same correction shall be also applied across the DDNEA Main Document.		The typo detected by NA-DE in the DDNEA v3.19 for EMCS Phase 4.1 is valid. The respective change will be incorporated in the DDNEA-P4-392 RFC and will be corrected in future DDNEA release.
The description of Figure 117, shall be updated:
FROM:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (Part 1)."
TO:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of Export."
The same correction shall be also applied across the DDNEA Main Document.		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Main Document

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
NO

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The documentation RFC will be created to be implemented in the next update of the specifications.

More information in the presentation material in webex meeting of 23/05 in PICS EMCS Phase 4.2 group.

				3		IM853014		KE25452		IE881 message does not exist in the description of business rule BR056		The new business rule BR056 (introduced in EMCS Phase 4.2) applies both for IE818 and IE881 messages. However, the description of BR056 does not include the IE881 message, either in FESS or in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		The description of BR056 does not include the IE881 message, either in FESS or in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		FESS and DDNEA will be updated to incorporate the IE881 message in the BR056, via the RFCs FESS-343 and DDNEA-P4-381.		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Appendix J

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
YES

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The existing  documentation RFC DDNEA-P4-381 was not correctly implemented in DDNEA v3.23.

				4		IM853017		KE25453		Incorrect "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055		The "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055 (newly introduced for EMCS Phase 4.2) is incorrectly filled with "Subject to national implementation".		The "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055 is incorrectly filled with "Subject to national implementation", both in FESS and in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		The "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055 shall be filled with "N/A", both in FESS and in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Appendix J

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
YES

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The existing documentation RFC DDNEA-P4-383 was not correctly implemented in DDNEA v3.23.
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[bookmark: _Introduction][bookmark: _Ref12270897][bookmark: _Toc200630266]Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc200630267]Document purpose

The purpose of this document is to define the scope for the Functional Excise System Specifications (FESS) and the Design Document for National Excise Applications (DDNEA) for EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release.

The EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release of FESS and of DDNEA, implements corrective and evolutive Request for Changes (RFCs) on the already agreed scope for changes that have been revealed during the central and national development activities and some documentation RFCs.

It shall be noted that the deployment of RFCs related to message exchanges between AES and EMCS Applications in the National Domain without any impact on the Common Domain (see Section 3.2) will take place as per each NA’s planning, whereas the deployment of all other RFCs (see Section 3.1) will take place as per the EMCS Master Plan [R06].

[bookmark: _Toc40887479][bookmark: _Toc173980624][bookmark: _Toc200630268]Target audience

The target audience for this document includes:

DG TAXUD IT and Business Units;

National Administrations;

Participating contractors, i.e. ITSM Operations, ITSM3-TES, Development and QAC.

[bookmark: _Toc175044142][bookmark: _Toc175155696][bookmark: _Toc173199534][bookmark: _Toc173237114][bookmark: _Toc200630269]Scope

This document records the RFCs that are implemented in FESS and in DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release. 

The RFCs included in this document are a subset of the RFCs listed in the “Functional Excise System Specification (FESS) List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations” [R03] and in the "Design Document for National Excise Applications for EMCS List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations" [R05].

From February 2024 to July 2024, six webinars took place to prepare the changes for Phase 4.2; three webinars only with NAs’ EMCS representatives invited and another three webinars also with NAs’ AES representatives invited and focusing on changes related to the AES-EMCS interface. Moreover, a Fiscalis workshop took place in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024, where NAs’ EMCS representatives were invited to discuss specific changes for Phase 4.2. Related presentations from these meetings can be found in PICS.

The Release Scope Document v1.00 was published to the Heads of Delegations to the Committee on Excise Duties. The deadline for comments was until 20/09/2024.

The RFCs are split into two Sections, whereby the Section 3.1 includes all RFCs that have to be deployed according to the EMCS Master Plan [R06] and the Section 3.2 lists the RFCs that can be deployed according to the national planning upon the readiness of the national AES and EMCS interface.

The submitted comments were discussed and agreed during the EMCS Phase 4.2 Webex meetings. The Release Scope Document v2.00 was created and approved by the Heads of Delegations to the Committee on Excise Duties on 19/11/2024.

The approved changes were implemented by the EMCS Central Project Team in DDNEA v3.23 and FESS v4.21. During the implementation process, few corrective adjustments were raised for RFCs FESS-307, FESS-321, FESS-331, FESS-332, FESS-343, DDNEA-P4-379, DDNEA-P4-381 and DDNEA-P4-376. In parallel, a question raised by an NA in PICS raised additional corrective adjustments for RFCs FESS-345 and DDNEA-P4-383. Revised versions of all aforementioned RFCs were incorporated in the current Release Scope Document v2.10 to be aligned with the approved versions of the specifications.

DDNEA v3.23 was published on CIRCABC on 09/01/2025 and FESS v4.21 was published on CIRCABC on 14/03/2025 for NAs’ review. During the review cycle for DDNEA v3.23, no comments were raised by NAs, thus it was approved without comment. During the review cycle for FESS v4.21, three (3) comments were raised by NAs, which were integrated in FESS v4.22. FESS v4.22 was approved and published on CIRCABC on 06/05/2025.

The following color code is applied in the Release Scope Document v2.10:

· Green font indicates the material that was added and red font & strike through stands for the removed text in comparison to the Release Scope Document v1.00v2.00;

· Inside the RFCs, the changes to be implemented on the existing text of the specifications (FESS and DDNEA) are highlighted in yellow, whereas the text of newly added scenarios is highlighted in green.

The full list of the RFCs that will behave been implemented in FESS and DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release is the following.  

1. 40 FESS RFCs:

· FESS-307;

· FESS-309;

· FESS-310;

· FESS-311;

· FESS-312;

· FESS-313;

· FESS-314;

· FESS-315;

· FESS-316;

· FESS-317;

· FESS-318;

· FESS-319;

· FESS-320;

· FESS-321;

· FESS-322;

· FESS-323;

· FESS-324;

· FESS-325;

· FESS-326;

· FESS-327;

· FESS-328;

· FESS-329;

· FESS-330;

· FESS-331;

· FESS-332;

· FESS-333;

· FESS-334;

· FESS-335;

· FESS-337;

· FESS-338;

· FESS-339;

· FESS-341;

· FESS-342;

· FESS-343;

· FESS-345;

· FESS-346;

· FESS-347;

· FESS-348;

· [bookmark: _Hlk171670645]FESS-349;

· FESS-350.



2. 28 DDNEA RFCs:

· DDNEA-P4-359;

· DDNEA-P4-360;

· DDNEA-P4-361;

· DDNEA-P4-363;

· DDNEA-P4-364;

· DDNEA-P4-365;

· DDNEA-P4-366;

· DDNEA-P4-367;

· DDNEA-P4-368;

· DDNEA-P4-369;

· DDNEA-P4-370;

· DDNEA-P4-371;

· DDNEA-P4-372;

· DDNEA-P4-374;

· DDNEA-P4-375;

· DDNEA-P4-376;

· DDNEA-P4-378;

· DDNEA-P4-379;

· DDNEA-P4-380;

· DDNEA-P4-381;

· DDNEA-P4-383;

· DDNEA-P4-384;

· DDNEA-P4-385;

· DDNEA-P4-386;

· DDNEA-P4-387;

· DDNEA-P4-388;

· DDNEA-P4-389;

· DDNEA-P4-390.

It shall be noted that the status of RFCs FESS-343 / DDNEA-P4-381 and FESS-345 / DDNEA-P4-383 was updated to “Accepted” (instead of “Implemented”), as per below justification:

· FESS-343 / DDNEA-P4-381: The newly introduced business rule BR056 is applicable both in IE818 and IE881 messages. However, the IE881 message has not been included in the description of BR056, either in FESS v4.22 or in DDNEA v3.23. Therefore, the respective RFCs will remain in status “Accepted”, until they are fully implemented in the next FESS / DDNEA releases. Related KE25452 has been registered;

· FESS-345 / DDNEA-P4-383: The “Comments” field of the newly introduced business rules BR052, BR053, BR054 and BR055 is incorrectly filled with “Subject to national implementation”, instead of “N/A”, both in FESS v4.22 and in DDNEA v3.23. Therefore, the respective RFCs will remain in status “Accepted”, until they are fully implemented in the next FESS / DDNEA releases. Related KE25453 has been registered.

[bookmark: _Toc200630270]Applicability

This document is applicable to the previous versions of FESS and DDNEA for Phase 4, FESS v4.12 and DDNEA v3.19.

[bookmark: _Toc200630271]Structure

This document is organised as follows:

Chapter 1 – Introduction: Introduces the purpose and scope of this document;

Chapter 2 – Overview of Changes for this Release: Groups RFCs by release number;

Chapter 3 – Change Requests: Lists and describes the RFCs in sequential order;

Chapter 4 – Annexes: Provides a series of files with more information about RFCs.

[bookmark: _Toc200630272]Reference documents

The table below lists the documents that are referred to in the current document.

		Ref.

		Title

		Originator

		Version

		Date



		[bookmark: RD_GLT]R01

		Excise Glossary of Terms (GLT)

		ITSM3-TES

		2.09

		03/08/2016



		[bookmark: RD_FESS]R02

		Functional Excise System Specifications (FESS)

		SOFT-DEV

		4.12

4.22

		01/03/2023

11/04/2025



		[bookmark: RD_FESS_RFC_List]R03

		Functional Excise System Specification (FESS) List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations

		ITSM3-TES

		7.29

7.32

		23/10/2024

23/05/2025



		[bookmark: RD_DDNEA]R04

		Design Document for National Excise Applications for EMCS Phase 4.2 (DDNEA for Phase 4.2)

		SOFT-DEV

		3.19

3.23

		21/08/2024

08/01/2025



		[bookmark: RD_DDNEA_RFC_List]R05

		Design Document for National Excise Applications (DDNEA) List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations

		ITSM3-TES

		4.44

4.45

		23/10/2024

23/05/2025





		[bookmark: RD_Master_Plan]R06

		EMCS Master Plan

		DG TAXUD

		3.00

		30/07/2021





[bookmark: _Toc200630294]Table 1: Reference documents

[bookmark: _Toc200630273]Applicable documents

The table below lists the documents with which the current document must be compliant.

		[bookmark: _Toc9855251][bookmark: _Toc424222772]Ref.

		Title

		Originator

		Version

		Date



		A01

		EMCS Change Management Process

		DG TAXUD

		2.00

		30/01/2014





[bookmark: _Toc200630295]Table 2: Applicable documents

[bookmark: _Toc200630274]Abbreviations & acronyms

For a better understanding of the present document, the following table provides a list of the principal abbreviations and acronyms used.

See also the ‘list of acronyms’ on TEMPO.

		Abbreviation/Acronym

		Definition



		AES

		Automated Export System



		ARC

		AAD Reference Code



		CCN

		Common Communication Network



		CCN/CSI

		Common Communication Network/Common System Interface



		CD

		Common Domain



		CDEA

		Centrally Developed Excise Application



		CLD

		Collaboration Diagram



		CN

		Combined Nomenclature



		CS/MIS

		Central Services – Management Information System



		CS/MISE

		Central Services – Management Information System for EMCS



		CS/RD

		Central System – Reference Data



		CTA

		Conformance Testing Application



		DB

		Data Base



		DDNEA

		Design Document for National Excise Applications



		DG TAXUD

		Directorate-General Taxation and Customs Union



		e-AD

		Electronic Administrative Document



		EBP

		Elementary Business Process



		EcOp

		Economic Operator



		ECP

		Excise Computerisation Project



		ECS

		Export Control System



		ECWP

		Excise Computerisation Working Party



		ED

		External Domain



		EMCS

		Excise Movement and Control System



		EMCS CAB

		EMCS Change Advisory Board



		EOL

		Excise Office List



		EORI

		Economic Operators Registration and Identification



		FESS

		Functional Excise System Specifications



		GLT

		Glossary of Terms



		IE

		Information Exchange



		ITSM

		Information Technology Service Management



		ITSM TES

		ITSM Trans-European Systems



		LRN

		Local Reference Number



		MRN

		Movement Reference Number



		MS

		Member State



		MSA

		Member State Administration



		MVS

		Movement Verification System



		N/A

		Not Applicable



		ND

		National Domain



		NEA

		National Excise Applications



		QAC

		Quality Assurance Contractor



		RFC

		Request for Change



		RoR

		Report of Receipt



		SAD

		Single Administrative Document



		SEED

		System for Exchange of Excise Data



		STD

		State Transition Diagram



		TBD

		To Be Determined



		XML

		eXtensible Mark-up Language



		XSD

		Directory With XML Schemas





[bookmark: _Reference_Documents][bookmark: _Toc11335282][bookmark: _Toc200630296]Table 3: Abbreviations and acronyms

[bookmark: _Toc200630275]Definitions

Readers are referred to the EMCS Glossary of Terms [R01] for more detailed definitions of terms where necessary.
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[bookmark: _Toc200630277]Changes related to the FESS for EMCS Phase 4.2

		Release

		RFC

		RFC Label

		Category of Change

		Status

		Release Date



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-307

		Change in the multiplicity of data groups in the export-related IEs so that they are aligned with the AES/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-309

		Update in the <Invalidation Date> data item of IE836/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-310

		Updates in relation to Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-311

		Update of business codelist CL Packaging Codes/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-312

		Removal of NA-NL from CL National Administration - Degree Plato/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-313

		Missing state transition from Figure 117: STD at Destination - Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-314

		Wording error in condition C051/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-315

		Update the wording of EMCS conditions/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-316

		Change the wording of condition C213/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-317

		Local clearance, removal of Business rules: BR036, BR037, BR038, BR039, BR040/Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-318

		Updates in relation to the Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage (ABV)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-319

		Change of Destination with unchanged Consignee and changed Destination Type Code/Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-320

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-321

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-322

		Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-323

		Addition of the new data item 'Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG' in the IE815/IE801 messages/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-324

		Update of rules R271 – R276

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-325

		Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-326

		Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-327

		Change the wording in FESS documentation

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-328

		Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-329

		Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-330

		Inclusion of CN Code ‘24041100’ in the business codelist BC37/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-331

		Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-332

		Align the structure of IEs in FESS with DDNEA Appendix D/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-333

		Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-334

		Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-335

		Change the Condition C066 to a Rule/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-337

		Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-338

		Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-339

		Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2 and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-341

		Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-342

		Moving the Data Item "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" under the Data Group "EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE" of IE829/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

TBD

		FESS-343

		New business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 – Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 – Manual Closure Response/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v4.20

TBD

		FESS-345

		Validations regarding the usage of temporary authorisations in e-AD/e-SAD/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-346

		Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-347

		Update of SEED RAD and RADM non-functional requirements in alignment with overall TAXUD targets/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-348

		Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-349

		Deprecation of MVS messages

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-350

		Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025





[bookmark: _Toc410739881][bookmark: _Toc536616677][bookmark: _Toc200630297]Table 4: Overview of FESS Changes for this Release




[bookmark: _Toc200630278]Changes related to the DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2

		Release

		RFC

		RFC Label

		Category of Change

		Status

		Release Date



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-359

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-360

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-361

		Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-363

		Update of rules R271 – R76

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-364

		Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-365

		Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-366

		Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-367

		Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-368

		Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-369

		Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-370

		Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-371

		Update of the wording of the technical rule TR0104/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-372

		Change the Condition C066 to a Rule/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-374

		Implementation of the control messages in the exchanges between EMCS and AES

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-375

		Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-Ads

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-376

		Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2CS/MISE and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-378

		Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-379

		Update of the DDNEA XSDs regarding the multiplicity defined as maxOccurs="unbounded"/ Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-380

		Moving the Data Item "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" under the Data Group "EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE" of IE829/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

TBD

		DDNEA-P4-381

		New business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 - Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 - Manual Closure Response/Rev1 

		Review

		Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v3.25

TBD

		DDNEA-P4-383

		Validation of temporary certified consignee information at dispatch in e-SAD/e-AD/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-384

		Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-385

		Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-386

		Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-387

		Deprecation of MVS messages

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-388

		Misalignment in the structure of the IE537 and IE839 messages

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-389

		Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-390

		Figure 5: Information Exchange Map of EMCS Phase 4 – Figure update according to the current phase

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025
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FESS–307 – Change in the multiplicity of data groups in the export-related IEs so that they are aligned with the AES/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-307



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM590537



		Known Error

		KE23380



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		21/04/2023



		Requester

		NA-LV









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

The current RFC describes the changes that have to be done in the FESS documentation. In the former, it is described that in three export-related IEs, namely ‘Notification of Accepted Export’ (IE829), ‘Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor’ (IE836) and ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD’ (IE839), the multiplicity of certain data groups concerning e-ADs as previous documents for Export declarations was erroneously 99x. The multiplicity shall be correctly updated to 999x, to be in alignment with the fact that the AES message ‘Export Declaration’ (IE515) can concern up to 999x e-ADs, as previous documents.

More specifically, for the ‘Notification of Accepted Export’ (IE829) message, it shall be modified so that up to 999x e-ADs can be depicted with the receipt of the related AES-P1 message ‘Export Declaration Acceptance notification to MSA of Export’ (IE539) or ‘Release for Export Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE535).

For the ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD’ (IE839) message, it shall be modified so that up to 999x e-ADs can be depicted with the receipt of the related AES-P1 message ‘e-AD Negative Cross-check Result’ (IE537) or the ‘Non-release for Export Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE534).

For the ‘Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor’ (IE836) it shall be modified so that up to 999x e-ADs can be depicted with the receipt of the related AES-P1 message ‘Invalidation notification of MSA of Export’ (IE536). In addition, the data group “GOODS SHIPMENT” shall be entirely removed from the message structure of IE836, as per RFC FESS-337.

This analysis has found inconsistency in IE536 as well for which the AES project team has been informed.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis described in the [Problem Statement], the following changes shall be performed in the FESS documentation: 

· The data set for IE829 - NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT (C_EXP_NOT) shall be changed as follows:



FROM

MESSAGE	1x	R

---HEADER	1x	R

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD	 99x	R

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE	1x	R



TO

MESSAGE	1x	R

---HEADER	1x	R

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD 999x	R

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE	1x	R



· The data set for IE836 “Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor” (C_INV_DIS) shall be updated as follows:



FROM

MESSAGE	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT	99x	R

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R

------CUSTOMS OFFICE OF EXPORT	1x	R

------MSA OF EXPORT	1x	R

------GOODS SHIPMENT	1x	R

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT	99x	O



TO

MESSAGE	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT	999x	R

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R

------CUSTOMS OFFICE OF EXPORT	1x	R

------MSA OF EXPORT	1x	R

------GOODS SHIPMENT	1x	R

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT	999x	O





· The data set for IE839 “Customs Rejection of e-AD” (C_CUS_REJ) shall be changed as follows:



 FROM

MESSAGE	1x	R	

---HEADER	1x	R	

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R	

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O	

---REJECTION	1x	R	

---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION	1x	D	C117

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x	D	C212

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT	999x	R	

------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------N_NON_DES	1x	D	C212

---C_EAD_VAL	99x	D	C212

---N_EAD_SUB	1x	D	C212



TO

MESSAGE	1x	R	

---HEADER	1x	R	

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R	

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O	

---REJECTION	1x	R	

---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION	1x	D	C117

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x	D	C212

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT	999x	R	

------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------N_NON_DES	1x	D	C212

---C_EAD_VAL	999x	D	C212

---N_EAD_SUB	1x	D	C212





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium because of the development stage of EMCS Phase 4.1);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).

CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the change is not implemented the messages IE829, IE836 and IE839 will not be in alignment with the AES messages, which may concern up to 999x e-ADs as previous documents for an Export declaration. 



		Risk assessment

		[bookmark: _Hlk135150057]There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23380 is directly applicable in EMCS Phase 4.1. This RFC entails only an update in FESS/BPMs specification.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23380. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-345;

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-053, TRP-P4-077, FESS-337.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024Written approval procedure via e-mail on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:3] [3:  FESS-307 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 16/05/2023.] 












		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD















FESS-309 – Update in the <Invalidation Date> data item of IE836/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-309



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM623659



		Known Error

		KE23805



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		04/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-HU









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As per NA-HU, there is a contradiction in the data item <Invalidation Date> of the IE836 message. 

More specifically, the <Invalidation Date> refers to a date, but the data item currently has the format ‘an10’. In addition, the <Invalidation Date> data item is present in the IE836 message, which is generated based on the corresponding data item of the AES IE536 message, in which the respective <Invalidation Date> data item follows the YYYY-MM-DD pattern.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement] and to be in consistency with the specifications of EMCS, in which the related to date data items follow a certain format, class ‘Invalidation Date’ shall be updated as follows in the IE836 information exchange: 

FROM

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R		

MRN		       R	an18	

Invalidation date      R	an10	



TO

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R		

MRN		        R	an18	

Invalidation date       R	date



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there shall be inconsistency in the format of the data item <Invalidation Date> of IE836.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23805 is directly applicable in EMCS Phase 4.1. This RFC entails only an update in FESS/BPMs specification.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23805. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs:-;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-347;

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-063, TRP-P4-089.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:4] [4:  FESS-309 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 12/09/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD















FESS-310 – Updates in relation to Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-310



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM632104



		Known Error

		KE23873



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/10/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the analysis of the issue IM620272 regarding how to fill the Data Item 'Diagnosis code' of IE839 – ‘Customs rejection of e-AD’ and in relation to the updates in the description of the condition C213 of IE839 resulting from IM612576, the codes of the codelist TC72 were re-assessed, and the following issues have been identified:

1. When in the IE839 message the UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result = ‘0’, AES reports back to EMCS  “the case of a missing UBR”. AES does not explicitly distinguish whether the “missing UBR” corresponds to the case of Diagnosis Code 2: ‘Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD’, or Code 3: ‘No corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration’. Thus, Validation Result = ‘0’ could correspond to either of the codes; 

2. Diagnosis Code ‘5’ is obsolete at that point of the flow when the IE839 message is sent, since at that step EMCS would have already provided the IE801 back to AES. When AES requests from EMCS for an e-AD that does not have destination type code ‘Export’, EMCS should respond negatively to such a request via the IE832 - E-AD REQUEST REJECTION message; 

3. With the new wording of C213, it is possible to report discrepancies both in COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT, thus a new diagnosis code will be needed for this case too.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs, per corresponding numbered item in the [Problem Statement]:

· In relation to item [1] from the [Problem Statement]:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, the name of value ‘2’ shall be updated respectively from "Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD" to "Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration";

· Ιn the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, the name of value ‘3’ shall be updated respectively from "No corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration" to "(reserved)";



· In relation to item [2] from the [Problem Statement]:

· The following update shall be performed in the Excise BPMs, in the 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM folder:



The FESS specifications shall be enhanced with a clarification regarding the case when the e-AD requested from AES via IE532 does not have destination type code = Export.  More specifically, the description of the Task “Task Identify if e-AD is available and at the correct state”, which is used in the Process L4-CORE-01-27-‘Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch same as the MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ and Process L4-CORE-01-28-‘Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’, will be updated to become: “The MSA identifies if the e-AD is available (that is, the ARC is correct and the destination type code of the e-AD is Export) and at the correct state”.



· In addition, in the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, the name of value ‘5’ shall be updated respectively from "The destination type code of the e-AD is not export" to ‘(reserved)’.



· In relation to item [3] from the [Problem Statement]:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, value ‘7’ - "Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match" shall be added.   



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (Medium).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there shall not be a Diagnosis code available for the case of discrepancies reported in both COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT of the IE839 message. In addition, there shall not be available a corresponding Diagnosis code for the case of UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result = ‘0’. Lastly, there will not be in place an adequate validation in place for the case that AES requests from EMCS via the IE532 message for an e-AD that does not have destination type code = Export. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The Known Error KE23873 is directly applicable in EMCS Phase 4.1. This RFC entails only an update in FESS/BPMs documentation. 



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23873. This RFC is fixing only documentation issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-348; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-070, TRP-P4-096.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:5] [5:  FESS-310 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 11/10/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-311 – Update of business codelist CL Packaging Codes/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-311



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of Functionality



		Incidents

		IM621170



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		19/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-CY









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

It was identified by NA-CY that there are some values missing from the business codelist BC17 – Packaging Codes. Consequently, the NEA of Cyprus rejected an IE801 message, sent by NA-PT, as out-of-sequence, due to the non-existence of the value “BW” in codelist BC17 –  Packaging Codes. The values of said codelist are extracted from SEED and should be aligned with the corresponding ones originated from CS/RD2.

More specifically, the business codelist BC17 – Packaging Codes shall be updated in alignment with the codes of Annex VI of Recommendation No 21, adopted by the United Nations Centre for Trade Facilitation and Electronic Business, as outlined in Regulation (EU) 2022/1636, ANNEX II, 8. PACKAGING CODES.

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following values shall be added to the CL Packaging Codes (see also Annex 4.1):

		43

		Bag, super bulk



		44

		Bag, polybag



		1A

		Drum, steel



		1B

		Drum, aluminium



		1D

		Drum, plywood



		1F

		Container, flexible



		1G

		Drum, fibre



		1W

		Drum, wooden



		2C

		Barrel, wooden



		3A

		Jerrican, steel



		3H

		Jerrican, plastic



		4A

		Box, steel



		4B

		Box, aluminium



		4C

		Box, natural wood



		4D

		Box, plywood



		4F

		Box, reconstituted wood



		4G

		Box, fibreboard



		4H

		Box, plastic



		5H

		Bag, woven plastic



		5L

		Bag, textile



		5M

		Bag, paper



		6H

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle



		6P

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle



		7A

		Case, car



		7B

		Case, wooden



		8A

		Pallet, wooden



		8B

		Crate, wooden



		8C

		Bundle, wooden



		AA

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic



		AB

		Receptacle, fibre



		AC

		Receptacle, paper



		AD

		Receptacle, wooden



		AF

		Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 60cm



		AG

		Pallet, shrinkwrapped



		AH

		Pallet, 100cm * 110cm



		AI

		Clamshell



		AJ

		Cone



		AL

		Ball



		AV

		Capsule



		B4

		Belt



		BM

		Basin



		BW

		Box, for liquids



		CD

		Can, with handle and spout



		CM

		Card



		CN

		Container, not otherwise specified as transport equipment



		CQ

		Cartridge



		CW

		Cage, roll



		DA

		Crate, multiple layer, plastic



		DB

		Crate, multiple layer, wooden



		DC

		Crate, multiple layer, cardboard



		DG

		Cage, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP)



		DH

		Box, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP), Eurobox



		DI

		Drum, iron



		DK

		Crate, bulk, cardboard



		DL

		Crate, bulk, plastic



		DM

		Crate, bulk, wooden



		DN

		Dispenser



		DS

		Tray, one layer no cover, plastic



		DT

		Tray, one layer no cover, wooden



		DU

		Tray, one layer no cover, polystyrene



		DV

		Tray, one layer no cover, cardboard



		DW

		Tray, two layers no cover, plastic tray



		DX

		Tray, two layers no cover, wooden



		DY

		Tray, two layers no cover, cardboard



		EC

		Bag, plastic



		ED

		Case, with pallet base



		EE

		Case, with pallet base, wooden



		EF

		Case, with pallet base, cardboard



		EG

		Case, with pallet base, plastic



		EH

		Case, with pallet base, metal



		EI

		Case, isothermic



		FB

		Flexibag



		FE

		Flexitank



		FT

		Foodtainer



		FW

		Cart, flatbed



		FX

		Bag, flexible container



		GL

		Container, gallon



		GR

		Receptacle, glass



		GU

		Tray, containing horizontally stacked flat items



		GY

		Bag, gunny



		HA

		Basket, with handle, plastic



		HB

		Basket, with handle, wooden



		HC

		Basket, with handle, cardboard



		HN

		Hanger



		IA

		Package, display, wooden



		IB

		Package, display, cardboard



		IC

		Package, display, plastic



		ID

		Package, display, metal



		IE

		Package, show



		IF

		Package, flow



		IG

		Package, paper wrapped



		IH

		Drum, plastic



		IK

		Package, cardboard, with bottle grip-holes



		IL

		Tray, rigid, lidded stackable (CEN TS 14482:2002)



		JB

		Bag, jumbo



		KI

		Kit



		LE

		Luggage



		LT

		Lot



		LU

		Lug



		LV

		Liftvan



		MA

		Crate, metal



		ME

		Container, metal



		JB

		Bag, jumbo



		KI

		Kit



		LE

		Luggage



		LT

		Lot



		LU

		Lug



		LV

		Liftvan



		MA

		Crate, metal



		ME

		Container, metal



		MR

		Receptacle, metal



		MW

		Receptacle, plastic wrapped



		NA

		Not available



		NF

		Unpacked or unpackaged, single unit



		NG

		Unpacked or unpackaged, multiple units



		NU

		Net, tube, plastic



		NV

		Net, tube, textile



		O1

		Two sided cage on wheels with fixing strap



		O2

		Trolley



		O3

		Oneway pallet ISO 0 – ½ EURO Pallet



		O4

		Oneway pallet ISO 1 – 1/1 EURO Pallet



		O5

		Oneway pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet



		O6

		Pallet with exceptional dimensions



		O7

		Wooden pallet  40 cm x 80 cm



		O8

		Plastic pallet SRS 60 cm x 80 cm



		O9

		Plastic pallet SRS 80 cm x 120 cm



		OA

		Pallet, CHEP 40 cm x 60 cm



		OB

		Pallet, CHEP 80 cm x 120 cm



		OC

		Pallet, CHEP 100 cm x 120 cm



		OD

		Pallet, AS 4068-1993



		OE

		Pallet, ISO T11



		OF

		Platform, unspecified weight or dimension



		OG

		Pallet ISO 0 – ½ EURO Pallet



		OH

		Pallet ISO 1 – 1/1 EURO Pallet



		OI

		Pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet



		OJ

		¼ EURO Pallet



		OK

		Block



		OL

		1/8 EURO Pallet



		OM

		Synthetic pallet ISO 1



		ON

		Synthetic pallet ISO 2



		OP

		Wholesaler pallet



		OQ

		Pallet 80 X 100 cm



		OR

		Pallet 60 X 100 cm



		OS

		Oneway pallet



		OT

		Octabin



		OU

		Container, outer



		OV

		Returnable pallet



		OW

		Large bag, pallet sized



		OX

		A wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 67 x 135)



		OY

		A Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 72 x 135)



		OZ

		Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 60 x 16)



		P1

		CHEP pallet 60 cm x 80 cm 



		P2

		Pan



		P3

		LPR pallet 60 cm x 80 cm



		P4

		LPR pallet 80 cm x 120 cm



		PB

		Pallet, box Combined open-ended box and pallet



		PD

		Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 100cm



		PE

		Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 120cm



		PF

		Pen



		PJ

		Punnet



		PP

		Piece



		PR

		Receptacle, plastic



		PV

		Pipes, in bundle/bunch/truss



		QA

		Drum, steel, non-removable head



		QB

		Drum, steel, removable head



		QC

		Drum, aluminium, non-removable head



		QD

		Drum, aluminium, removable head



		QF

		Drum, plastic, non-removable head



		QG

		Drum, plastic, removable head



		QH

		Barrel, wooden, bung type



		QJ

		Barrel, wooden, removable head



		QC

		Drum, aluminium, non-removable head



		QD

		Drum, aluminium, removable head



		QF

		Drum, plastic, non-removable head



		QG

		Drum, plastic, removable head



		QP

		Box, wooden, natural wood, ordinary



		QQ

		Box, wooden, natural wood, with sift proof walls



		QR

		Box, plastic, expanded



		QS

		Box, plastic, solid



		RJ

		Rack, clothing hanger



		RK

		Rack



		SB

		Slab



		SI

		Skid



		SO

		Spool



		SP

		Sheet, plastic wrapping



		SS

		Case, steel



		SV

		Envelope, steel



		SX

		Set



		SY

		Sleeve



		T1

		Tablet



		TE

		Tyre



		TG

		Tank container, generic



		TI

		Tierce



		TL

		Tub, with lid



		TT

		Bag, tote



		TV

		Tube, with nozzle



		TW

		Pallet, triwall



		UC

		Uncaged



		UN

		Unit



		VK

		Vanpack



		VN

		Vehicle



		VS

		Bulk, scrap metal



		WA

		Intermediate bulk container



		WC

		Intermediate bulk container, steel



		WD

		Intermediate bulk container, aluminium



		WF

		Intermediate bulk container, metal



		WG

		Intermediate bulk container, steel, pressurised > 10 kpa



		WH

		Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, pressurised > 10 kpa



		WJ

		Intermediate bulk container, metal, pressure 10 kpa



		WK

		Intermediate bulk container, steel, liquid



		WL

		Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, liquid



		WM

		Intermediate bulk container, metal, liquid



		WN

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, without coat/liner



		WP

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated



		WQ

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, with liner



		WR

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated and liner



		WS

		Intermediate bulk container, plastic film



		WT

		Intermediate bulk container, textile without coat/liner



		WU

		Intermediate bulk container, natural wood, with inner liner



		WV

		Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated



		WW

		Intermediate bulk container, textile, with liner



		WX

		Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated and liner



		WY

		Intermediate bulk container, plywood, with inner liner



		WZ

		Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood, with inner liner



		XA

		Bag, woven plastic, without inner coat/liner



		XB

		Bag, woven plastic, sift proof



		XC

		Bag, woven plastic, water resistant



		XD

		Bag, plastics film



		XF

		Bag, textile, without inner coat/liner



		XG

		Bag, textile, sift proof



		XH

		Bag, textile, water resistant



		XJ

		Bag, paper, multi-wall



		XK

		Bag, paper, multi-wall, water resistant



		YA

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel drum



		YB

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel crate box



		YC

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium drum



		YD

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium crate



		YF

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in wooden box



		YG

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood drum



		YH

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood box



		YJ

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibre drum



		YK

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibreboard box



		YL

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plastic drum



		YM

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in solid plastic box



		YN

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel drum



		YP

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel crate box



		YQ

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium drum



		YR

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium crate



		YS

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wooden box



		YT

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in plywood drum



		YV

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wickerwork hamper



		YW

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibre drum



		YX

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibreboard box



		YY

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in expandable plastic pack



		YZ

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in solid plastic pack



		ZA

		Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall



		ZB

		Bag, large



		ZC

		Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall, water resistant



		ZD

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, solids



		ZF

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, solids



		ZG

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, pressurised



		ZH

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, pressurised



		ZJ

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, liquids



		ZK

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, liquids



		ZL

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, solids



		ZM

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, solids



		ZN

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, pressurised



		ZP

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, pressurised



		ZQ

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, liquids



		ZR

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, liquids



		ZS

		Intermediate bulk container, composite



		ZT

		Intermediate bulk container, fibreboard



		ZU

		Intermediate bulk container, flexible



		ZV

		Intermediate bulk container, metal, other than steel



		ZW

		Intermediate bulk container, natural wood



		ZX

		Intermediate bulk container, plywood



		ZY

		Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood



		ZZ

		Mutually defined









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then FESS will not be aligned with the changes that IE734 v3.1.0 has already introduced in production since 21/12/2023. Moreover, FESS will not be aligned with Annex II, 8. PACKAGING CODES of Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks. This RFC concerns only the documentary update of FESS that will be performed later, in the next FESS/BPMs release. The IE734 v3.1.0, which has been active in CA SEED since 21/12/2023, already includes this change.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the activation of IE734 v3.1.0 in CA SEED since 21/12/2023. This RFC is fixing only specification issues. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: IE734-053;

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:6] [6:  FESS-311 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 15/11/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		21/12/2023 (activation date for business codelist BC17 – Packaging Codes update in the IE734 v3.1.0, which was deployed in Production on 20/12/2023)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-312 – Removal of NA-NL from CL National Administration – Degree Plato/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-312



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of Functionality



		Incidents

		N/A



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		13/11/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

Due to different taxation methods for beer, NAs tax beer either to Degree Plato or Alcoholic Strength by Volume In Percentage. In the case of the Netherlands, who taxes beer to Degree Plato, they will be taxing beer to Alcoholic Strength by Volume In Percentage as of 01/01/2024. This decision has been implemented in the national legislation. As a result, NA-NL shall be removed from respective codelist. 

More specifically, the matrix model CL National Administration-Degree Plato shall be updated in alignment with the Regulation (EU) 2022/1636, ANNEX II, 13. NATIONAL ADMINISTRATION-DEGREE PLATO.

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following changes shall be performed to the matrix model CL National Administration-Degree Plato. The matrix model shall be changed as follows: 

FROM

		AT

		Austria 



		BE

		Belgium



		BG

		Bulgaria



		CZ

		Czechia



		DE

		Germany



		EL

		Greece



		ES

		Spain



		IT

		Italy



		LU

		Luxembourg



		MT

		Malta



		NL

		Netherlands



		PL

		Poland



		PT

		Portugal



		RO

		Romania







TO

		AT

		Austria 



		BE

		Belgium



		BG

		Bulgaria



		CZ

		Czechia



		DE

		Germany



		EL

		Greece



		ES

		Spain



		IT

		Italy



		LU

		Luxembourg



		MT

		Malta



		PL

		Poland



		PT

		Portugal



		RO

		Romania









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 (None).

CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (Medium);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEA:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, FESS specifications will not be correct regarding the handling of the business codelist BC109. In addition, NA-NL will erroneously be shown to tax beer to Degree Plato. Furthermore, FESS will not be aligned with the changes that IE734 v3.1.0 has already introduced in production since 01/01/2024. Moreover, FESS will not be aligned with Annex II, 13. NATIONAL ADMINISTRATION-DEGREE PLATO of Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks. This RFC concerns the documentary update of FESS that will be performed later, in the next FESS/BPMs release. The IE734 v3.1.0, which has been active in CA SEED since 01/01/2024, already includes this change.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the activation of IE734 v3.1.0 in CA SEED since 01/01/2024. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: IE734-054;

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:7] [7:  FESS-312 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 21/11/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		01/01/2024 (activation date for NA-NL Plato country code update in the IE734 v3.1.0, which was deployed in Production on 20/12/2023).









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-313 – Missing state transition from Figure 117: STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-313



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM609411



		Known Error

		KE23668



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM609411, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications in the diagram ‘STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)’. More specifically, there is an arrow missing between the status ‘Exporting’ and the status ‘Accepted’ of the respective diagram and therefore the transition is not feasible. In version 3.14, as it is depicted in the scenario “Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance and After Release”, in the case of an Invalidation after Acceptance and after Release, the status is set to ‘Delivered’ instead of ‘Accepted’.

The EU Customs Transition Diagrams shall be updated in:

· STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise STDs, in the TIS_Excise folder.

STD at Destination – Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1) [UML2 State machine diagram]

In the STD, the following change will be performed. Please note that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC as well as in the STD in the form (received IE)^(sent IE).

· A conditional flow shall be added so that the ‘IE536^IE836’ communication of messages leads from the Product/State ‘Exporting’ back to the Product/State ‘Accepted’.

The above solution concerns only a documentary update and has already been proposed to the Member States with the Known Error KE23668, directly applicable for Phase 4.1.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a discrepancy in the STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1), due to a missing depiction of a state transition and therefore, the Excise STDs will not be aligned with the specifications.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns a documentation update. The KE23668 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and the current RFC is fixing specification issues.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23668. This RFC is fixing only specification issues. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-349; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:8] [8:  FESS-313 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-314 – Wording error in condition C051/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-314



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM611056  



		Known Error

		KE23705



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		13/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-SE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in the related incident IM611056, an error has been observed in the wording of condition C051.

More specifically, the relevant passage mentions “IF <Request Type> is ‘Request for download of the full register of economic operators’”. However, in the TC04 “Common Request Type”, the common request type with code 5 has the code description: “Request for re-synchronisation of the register of economic operators”; there is no “Request for download of the full register of economic operators” in TC04. The if-statement in condition C051 shall be changed to be in alignment with the corresponding ones from TC04.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· Class C051 will be updated as follows:



FROM

IF <Request Type> is “Request for download of the full register of economic operators”

or “Request for reference data”

THEN <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> is ‘R’

ELSE <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> does not apply.



TO

IF <Request Type> is “Request for re-synchronisation of the register of economic operators”

or “Request for reference data”

THEN <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> is ‘R’

ELSE <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> does not apply.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then in FESS, the wording of C051 will not be aligned with the description of code 5 from TC04. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23705 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and the current RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23705. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-350; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:9] [9:  FESS-314 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-315 – Update the wording of EMCS conditions/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-315



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM614751



		Known Error

		KE23710



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

It has been observed that the wording of some EMCS Conditions needs to be corrected, to ensure accuracy of the terminology used. More specifically, the following conditions need to be updated: 
C049, C050, C053, C054, C055, C059, C152.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· Class C049 will be updated as follows:

FROM 
IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability> is “Yes” 
THEN <Density> is ‘R’ 
ELSE <Density> does not apply 
where <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>.

TO

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability Flag> is “Yes”

THEN <Density> is ‘R’

ELSE <Density> does not apply

where <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability Flag> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>.



· Class C050 will be updated as follows: 

FROM
IF <Request Type> is “Request for reference data”
THEN <REF_REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <REF_REQUEST> does not apply.

TO
IF <Request Type> is “Request for reference data”

THEN <REFERENCE REQUEST> is ‘R’

ELSE <REFERENCE REQUEST> does not apply.



· Class C053 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STA_REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <STA_REQUEST> does not apply.

TO 
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STATISTICS REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <STATISTICS REQUEST> does not apply.





· Class C054 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STA_PERIOD> is ‘R’
ELSE <STA_PERIOD> does not apply.

TO
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STATISTICS PERIOD> is ‘R’
ELSE <STATISTICS PERIOD> does not apply.



· Class C055 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <ACO Request Type> is “Administrative cooperation”
THEN <ACO_REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <ACO_REQUEST> does not apply.

TO
IF <ACO Request Type> is “Administrative cooperation”
THEN <(ADMINISTRATIVE COOPERATION) REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <(ADMINISTRATIVE COOPERATION) REQUEST> does not apply.



· Class C059 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <Type> is “Scheduled”
THEN <Downtime TO> is ‘R’
ELSE <Downtime TO> is ‘O’.

TO
IF <Type> is “Scheduled”
THEN <Downtime End Date and Time> is ‘R’
ELSE <Downtime End Date and Time> is ‘O’.



· Class C152 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is “Yes” THEN at least one of <Degree Plato> or <Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> must be given.

TO
IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability Flag> is “Yes” THEN at least one of <Degree Plato> or <Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> must be given.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the wording of the respective conditions will not be accurate in terms of the terminology used.  



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, as it concerns documentation updates. The KE23710 is directly applicable for Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be implemented in the next FESS release with no business continuity risks. The KE23710 is directly applicable for Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-351; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:10] [10:  FESS-315 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-316 – Change the wording of condition C213/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-316



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM612576, IM607465



		Known Error

		KE23800



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		18/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM612576, a misalignment has been observed by NA-RO between the DDNEA and DDNXA specifications. More specifically, in the latest DDNEA Main Document, condition C213 which governs ‘COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT’ and ‘NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT’ data groups from the IE839 message shall be updated in order to maintain consistency between DDNEA and DDNXA.

 

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed:



· Class C213 will be updated as follows: 



FROM 
IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation result> is ‘Positive’ 
THEN{ 
IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS.Diagnosis code> is ‘CN codes do not match’ 
THEN <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply 
ELSE 
IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS.Diagnosis code> is ‘Weight/mass do not match’ THEN <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ 
ELSE 
<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply 

} 

ELSE <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply

 

TO

IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation result> is equal to ‘0’

THEN {

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply AND <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS- UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply }

ELSE {

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS- UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ AND/OR <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’

}



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then C213 will be in misalignment with condition C0548 of DDNXA, although the IE839 message is filled according to IE537 message of DDNXA.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23800 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues.  



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23800. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-352;

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:11] [11:  FESS-316 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-317 – Local clearance, removal of Business rules: BR036, BR037, BR038, BR039, BR040/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-317



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM617181



		Known Error

		KE23804



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		08/08/2023



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM617181, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding some existing business rules. More specifically, in the description of business rule BR036, there is an erroneous reference to the “Local Clearance” term.  Since “Local Clearance” is purely a national matter and out of scope of the current specifications, BR036 is not applicable any longer. This change was also introduced in Phase 4.1 via DDNEA-P4-353 RFC derived from KE23804.

Regarding Business Rules BR037, BR038, BR039, and BR040, these do not refer to local clearance but to validations that EMCS performed between the Export declaration and the respective e-ADs as of Phase 4.0 (when, as per the common specifications, the validation took place in EMCS). As per Phase 4.1, the AES-EMCS interface validations take place in AES, therefore those BRs are no longer applicable. Therefore, the respective BRs need to be removed.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· Classes ‘BR036’, ‘BR037’, ‘BR038’, ‘BR039’, and ‘BR040’ will be removed;



· In the data group diagram ‘OFFICE Place of Delivery’, the existing class ‘BR036’ will be removed;



· In the data group diagram ‘EXCISE MOVEMENT’, the existing classes ‘BR037’ and ‘BR040’ will be removed;



· In the data group diagram ‘E-AD/E-SAD Body’, the existing classes ‘BR037’, ‘BR038’, ‘BR039’ and ‘BR040’ will be removed.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned with the specifications, since the aforementioned business rules will be removed. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23804 is directly applicable for Phase 4.1 and the current RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23804. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-353; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-089, TRP-P4-124.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:12] [12:  FESS-317 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-318 – Updates in relation to the Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage (ABV)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-318



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM645069, IM632531



		Known Error

		KE23996



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-SI









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM645069 and IM632531, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. More specifically, there is a misalignment between the Phase 4.1 specifications and the Technical Annexes regarding the ABV (Alcoholic strength by Volume in Percentage). Condition C047 imposed on the Data Item ABV states that ABV is optional for excise products with excise product code B000, while in the Technical Annexes ABV is required for all alcoholic products (including B000). 

A draft amendment was proposed to update the Technical Annexes of the Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636, so that 17g (Alcoholic strength by Volume in Percentage) was aligned to condition C047 as of Phase 4.1.

However, ultimately, it was decided that no changes are made to 17g in the Technical Annexes. In the Technical Annexes, the Alcoholic strength by Volume in Percentage remains Required for all alcoholic products (as of version of the 5th of July 2022). Therefore, the misalignment between the Technical Annexes and the specifications needs to be addressed, by updating the specifications as per the Technical Annexes regarding the ABV. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in order to align the specifications for C047 with the description of the condition in the Technical Annexes. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· The description of condition C047, which is applied in the data item ‘Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage’ will be as follows:



FROM

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength By Volume In Percentage Applicability Flag> is “Yes”

THEN

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> is ‘R’ if the excise product code is not B000

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> is ‘O’ if the excise product code is B000

ELSE

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> does not apply

WHERE

<EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength Applicability> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>. 



TO

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength By Volume In Percentage Applicability Flag> is “Yes”

THEN

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> is ‘R’

ELSE 
<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> does not apply

WHERE

<EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength Applicability> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment between the FESS specifications and the Technical Annexes regarding ABV.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The Known Error KE23996 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues. 



		Deployment approach

		 N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23996. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-354; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-123.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:13] [13:  FESS-318 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-319 – Change of Destination with unchanged Consignee and changed Destination Type Code/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-319



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM628631



		Known Error

		KE23995



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		21/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

According to IM628631, it has been observed by NA-AT that different approaches are being followed by the MSAs regarding the Change of Destination in the following cases: 

Change of Destination without change of the Consignee and: 

- change of Destination Type Code from code 1 (Destination – Tax warehouse) to code 4 (Destination – Direct delivery) and vice versa,  

- change of Destination Type Code from code 2 (Destination – Registered consignee) to code 4 (Destination – Direct delivery) and vice versa. 

The common specifications allow for such changes of destination to take place. The particular scenario is not common and until now it had not been explicitly specified in the common specifications, in the scenarios related to Change of Destination (under section II.I.5 “Change of Destination” of the DDNEA Main Document).  

Therefore, the FESS specifications shall be updated to explicitly mention that for those particular cases the scenario described under section II.I.5.5 “Change of Place of Delivery” applies (meaning that the MSA of Dispatch receives and validates the IE813 message and then sends an IE813 message to the MSA of Destination and not an IE801 one).



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs, in the 03_EBP L4  Functional Requirement BPM folder. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· In FESS/BPMs for EMCS Phase 4.1, the description under “L4-CORE-01-15-Perform Change of Destination indicating Change of Place of Delivery” shall be enhanced with a clarification:



“The purpose of this process is to describe the change of destination of a movement indicating Change of

Place of Delivery.

The process is triggered when a Change of destination indicating Change of Place of Delivery is available at

MSA of Dispatch.* 

This scenario also applies in the case of:

- change of Destination Type Code from code 1 (Destination - Tax warehouse) to code 4 (Destination - Direct delivery) and vice versa, 

- change of Destination Type Code from code 2 (Destination - Registered consignee) to code 4 (Destination - Direct delivery) and vice versa.

The EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch forwards the Change of Destination (IE813) to the

MSA of Destination and the process continues.

After the receipt of the change of destination (IE813), the EMCS at MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export 

proceeds with validating its data, by using the “L4-CORE-01-03-Perform validation of Common Domain 

message” sub-process. Then, the EMCS at MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export proceeds with the handling 

of the validation results by using the “L4-CORE-01-05-Handle validation Results of Common Domain 

message” process. Depending on the outcome (end event) of the “L4-CORE-01-05-Handle validation 

Results of Common Domain message” process, the following may happen:

b. If a refusal message (IE917/IE906) is sent to the MSA of Dispatch (since the change of destination was 

found invalid), the whole process ends at this point;

b. If the change of destination is recorded (since the change of destination was found valid), the process 

continues.

Then, the EMCS at MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export sets state of the e-AD/e-SAD to Accepted. After 

this:

• In case of MSA of Export (i.e. for Duty Suspension movements), the whole process ends here;

• In case of MSA of Destination, the EMCS at MSA of Destination forwards the Change of Destination 

(IE813) to the Consignee and the whole process ends.”



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the specifications will not explicitly define that the IE813 message should be sent by the MSA of Dispatch via the common domain for the Change of Destination scenarios described in the problem statement of this RFC.  



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23995 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.0 and Phase 4.1, and RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23995. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-355; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-xxx.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:14] [14:  FESS-319 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-320 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-320



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		KE24027



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		16/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

Stemming from issue IM634903, the KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications and a workaround solution for the procedures following an e-AD Request Rejection. 

More specifically, in case the Export declaration contains multiple ARCs, AES sends multiple e-AD requests (IE532) per ARC. If AES receives at least one negative response with the IE832 message for an ARC, this leads to the rejection of the entire export declaration. Then, at the EMCS side, all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration should be in the “Accepted” state, both at the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch. The KE24027 was proposed since the AES specifications did not foresee a message to be sent to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and its included ARCs. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832 message, found the included ARCs in the export declaration message on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC number included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number was proposed to be used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. When EMCS receives IE532 - e-AD Request messages for an Export Declaration message and EMCS responds to at least one e-AD request with an IE832 - e-AD Request Rejection message, then the Export declaration gets rejected at the Customs Office of Export and AES should send the IE519 message to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and which are the included ARCs. 

The MSA of Export should then proceed to update the states so that all the e-ADs of the Export declaration are in the “Accepted” state. Then, the MSA of Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and its included ARCs via an IE839 message (with a new rejection reason equal to “e-AD Request Rejection”). In this manner, the states can become “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch, too. 

Lastly, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection” and KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages. 

In particular, for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to e-AD request rejection, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while, in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the export declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workaround KE24040 of Phase 4.1).The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC FESS-322. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. It shall be noted that the updates to the text have been marked with yellow highlight. 



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-26 Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension’ will be updated as below, in order to reflect that AES at the Customs Office of Export will send the IE519 message, following an e-AD request rejection, in order to inform EMCS about the rejection of the Export declaration (IE515) due to e-AD request rejection and what are the included ARCs in the Export declaration. More specifically:



“ 

[…]When the MSA of Dispatch is the same as the MSA of Export, the process is as follows:  

  At the Customs Office of Export: [...]

 e. If the e-AD Request is rejected, the Customs Office of Export receives the e-AD Request Rejection (IE832) from the MSA of Dispatch. Then the Customs Office of Export records the e-AD request rejection and proceeds with sending the IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) message to the MSA of Dispatch, where the received IE519 is handled. The flow at the Customs Office of Export then leads back to the bullet point of step b. [...]



When the MSA of Dispatch is different than the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, the process is as follows:

        At the Customs Office of Export: [...]

e. If the e-AD Request is rejected, the Customs Office of Export receives the e-AD Request Rejection (IE832) from the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. Then the Customs Office of Export records the e-AD request rejection and proceeds with sending the IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) message to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, where the received IE519 is handled. 	The flow at the Customs Office of Export then leads back to the bullet point of step b […]

“



· The objective of the Process  ‘L4-CORE-01-27-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch same as the MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ will be updated as below, to reflect also the handling by the MSA of Dispatch of a received IE519 message due to e-AD request rejection, as well as the workaround solution in which EMCS retrieves on its own the ARCs in the rejected Export Declaration (Amendment) message.



“

[…] In the case of the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch notifies the Customs Office of Export for the non-available e-AD. The message IE832 is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch and is sent to the Customs Office of Export. The process terminates with “e-AD is not available at this MSA of Dispatch. (It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, a workaround solution in EMCS should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration.  The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513), as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message”[…]

In case that the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch receives an export declaration rejection notification with the IE519 message (due to either e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation),  (from L4-CORE-01-26), it shall “Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or  Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation”, “Notify Consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation” and “Set e-AD State to ‘Accepted' at the MSA of Dispatch”. The ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD/e-SAD’ (IE839) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch and sent to Consignor. The process terminates with the end event “Export Declaration Rejected. […]”

”



In addition, the task of this Process ‘Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation’ will be updated to reflect that the rejection of Export declaration that is recorded upon reception of a IE519 can also be due to an e-AD request rejection. The task also appears in the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’.



More specifically, the updates shall be:

Task Name: Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation’

Description: The MSA records the rejection of export declaration either due to e-AD request rejection or Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation



Lastly, the task of this Process ‘Notify Consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation’ will be updated to reflect the different reasons for which the Consignor might be notified by the MSA of Dispatch for a rejection of export declaration (i.e. due to either e-AD request rejection, negative cross-check or Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration/Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation). The task also appears in the process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’.



More specifically, the updates shall be:

Task Name: Notify Consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation

Description: The MSA of Dispatch notifies the consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation.

Previous Objects:

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to Negative Cross-Check Validation

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’, will be updated as follows, to reflect also the handling by the MSA of Export of a received IE519 message due to e-AD request rejection, as well as the workaround solution in which EMCS retrieves on its own the ARCs in the rejected Export Declaration (Amendment) message.



“ 

[…] In case that the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export shall “Notify AES of the non-available e-AD”. The “e-AD Request Rejection” (IE832) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and sent to Customs Office of Export. The process ends with “eAD is not available and not in the correct state at this MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. (It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration. The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513), as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message.   […]

In case that the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export receives an export declaration rejection notification (due to either e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation), it shall “Record Rejection of Export Declaration due e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation”, “Notify MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation” and finally, “Set e-AD state at MSA of Destination/MSA of Export as 'Accepted'”. The message “Customs Rejection of e-AD” (IE839) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and sent to the MSA of Dispatch”.

“



The task of this process ‘Notify MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation’ will be updated to reflect the different reasons for which the MSA of Dispatch might be notified by the MSA of Export for a rejection of export declaration (i.e. due to either e-AD request rejection, negative cross-check or Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration/Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation). 



More specifically, the updates shall be:

Task Name: Notify MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation’

Description: The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export notifies the MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation

Previous Objects:

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to Negative Cross-Check Validation

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation



Lastly, the model graphics of the processes L4-CORE-01-26, L4-CORE-01-27 and L4-CORE-01-28 will be updated as applicable to reflect the aforementioned updates. 



· In TC ‘Customs Rejection Reason Code’, a new value ‘x’ will be added with description 'e-AD Request Rejection'.



· The class C212, which is applied in data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs, the final proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2 can be found in Annex 4.5.

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'e-AD Request Rejection'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

         <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



· Updates in the State Transition Diagrams.

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States:

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is same as MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” via IE519 [e-AD request Rejection].



STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted” to “Accepted” via IE839[e-AD request Rejection];

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” via IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).

STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export”, to “Accepted” via IE519[e-AD request Rejection] ^ IE839[e-AD request Rejection]; 

· Update of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” from to IE532^IE832(after amendment of Export declaration) IE532^IE832.IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can obtain the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration message (IE515) (i.e. via the respective IE519 message sent by AES, which informs about the export declaration rejection due to e-AD request rejection and includes the full list of e-AD(s)). Thus, the related workarounds should still be applicable, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration, upon rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-359; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-322.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:15] [15:  FESS-320 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













FESS-322 – Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-322



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM644206



		Known Error

		KE24040



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-IT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

Stemming from the issue IM644206, the KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request and proposed a workaround so that the MSA of Export could obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message, as this had not been foreseen in the specifications. The logic of the workaround is that the MSA of Export gets the included ARCs in the rejected IE513 messages on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the IE513 and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The workaround is not error-proof though. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the IE513. However, it has been pointed out that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. Further to this, the workaround was based on the logic that AES sends a different IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513 message. However, according to the existing AES specifications, this should happen only for “new or modified” e-ADs in IE513 message.

Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic of Export Declaration Amendment. The KE24040 will be incorporated into the specifications and the necessary modifications in the AES specifications should take place, so that AES sends an IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513 message.

As noted before, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message. The list of e-ADs is needed:

· so that the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch can perform any necessary state transitions, following a rejection of the IE513 message due to either an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832) or due to a negative cross-check result (IE537). This has been explained in the RFCs FESS-320 and FESS-321 respectively;

· so that the MSA of Export finds whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of any excluded e-ADs should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export and at the MSA of Dispatch. 

The procedure that follows in case any excluded e-AD(s) are found, is further described in the related RFC FESS-346.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. It shall be noted that the updates to the text have been highlighted with yellow colour. 



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-27-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch same as the MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ will be updated as below, to reflect how the case of export declaration amendment with update of ARCs is handled. 



“ […]

 a. At the MSA of Dispatch, the process can be triggered when an e-AD Request arrives from the Customs Office of Export, i.e. “e-AD Request Received”. [In case an e-AD Request (IE532) for an LRN is received after the reception of the ‘Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE539) message for the same LRN, EMCS will consider that this e-AD Request has been received for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513). The MSA of Dispatch should find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of any excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch and the Consignor should be informed via the respective IE839 message.

The MSA of Dispatch can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. 

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES. 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES. 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Dispatch on its own, from the IE532 messages received by AES for the IE513 message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message.  […].“



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ will be updated as below, to reflect how the case of export declaration amendment with update of ARCs is handled.



“ […]

At the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export:

The process can be triggered when an ‘e-AD Request’ (IE532) arrives from the Customs Offices of Export, i.e. “e-AD Request Received”. [In case an e-AD Request (IE532) for an LRN is received after the reception of the ‘Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE539) message for the same LRN, EMCS will consider that this e-AD Request has been received for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513). The MSA of Export should find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of the excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Destination/Export. Then, the MSA of Destination/Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch regarding the excluded e-AD(s), via the respective IE839 message, so that the states are “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. The MSA of Dispatch shall then proceed to inform the Consignor via the IE839 message.

The MSA of Destination/Export can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. More specifically,

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES. 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES; 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Destination/Export on its own, from the IE532 messages received by AES for the IE513 message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message […].”





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513 message, while it was included in the initial export declaration.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-361; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-320, FESS-321, FESS-346.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:16] [16:  FESS-322 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-323 – Addition of the new data item ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ in the IE815/IE801 messages/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-323



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM612104



		Known Error

		KE23707



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-IT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM612104, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. As per NA-IT, the data item ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ is missing in the IE815/IE801 messages.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], a new technical term will be added in both IE801 and IE815 MADs. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows:

· IE801 – E-AD/E-SAD (C_EAD_VAL)

· New technical term (data item) ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ will be created with the following attributes and will be added under ‘(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD’:   D     a2	BC12	C002 	

· IE815 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF E-AD/E-SAD (N_EAD_SUB) 

· New technical term (data item) ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ will be created with the following attributes and will be added under ‘(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD’:   D     a2	BC12	C002 	

Therefore, the structure of the technical term ‘(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD’ in both MADs will be the following:

---(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD 

(…) 		 

Independent Small Producers Declaration	O	an..350			

Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG 	D	a2	BC12	C002 	 

(…)



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the data item ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ will be missing, and therefore the FESS will not be aligned with the changes proposed for DDNEA and with Table 1 of Technical Annex I of the Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/263.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns a documentary update. The RFC is fixing specifications issues. In terms of the KE23707, the xsd file has been provided and is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1. 



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23707. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-362; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-306 (already implemented in EMCS Phase 4.1), CTP-P4-055, TRP-P4-082.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:17] [17:  FESS-323 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-324 – Update of rules R271 – R276

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-324



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM567289



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/12/2022



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During Conformance Testing, it was detected that a few test cases were failing due to violations of one of the rules introduced for NA-XI, i.e. R271, 272, R273, R274, R275 and R276. However, it shall be highlighted that in case where more than one of the NA-XI introduced rules are applied on a single message (e.g. in IE840), then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland. Therefore, rules R271 – R276 will have to be enhanced for clarity purposes and in alignment with Phase 3 RFCs DDNEA-P3-291 and FESS-258.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed:

· Classes R271, R272, R273, R274, R275 and R276 shall be updated with the inclusion of the following phrase at the end of the existing wording of the rules: 

                   (…)



Note: In the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents: 

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium); 

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None); 

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High). 

CDEAs: 

· Central SEED v1 application (None); 

· CTA (None); 

· CS/MISE (None). 



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, FESS specifications will not make clear that in the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-363;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-125, DDNEA-P3-291, FESS-258.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review; 

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-325 – Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-325



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681399



		Known Error

		KE24439



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681399, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. More specifically, due to the obsolesce of the use of the term ‘SAD – Single Administrative Document’, there is a need for removing, replacing and renaming the respective term in the common specifications for EMCS in order to be aligned with current Customs procedure and to reflect Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.

(Note: The paper-based SAD is still provided in Customs legislation for those cases where electronic exchange is not possible. The term 'customs declaration' is broader as it covers all types of declarations made for Customs purposes and therefore encompasses the SAD.

Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636 explains that the abbreviation 'Import SAD' is used to mean the import Customs Declaration.)

This RFC proposes the appropriate changes in FESS BPMs for rule R100, conditions C096, C097, business codelist BC106 and messages IE801/IE815.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· Class R100 shall be updated as follows:

FROM

A valid MRN or SAD Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number

SAD = Single Administrative Document



TO

A valid MRN Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number



· Class C096 shall be updated as follows:

FROM

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'R'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.



TO

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'R'

ELSE <IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.



· Class C097 shall be updated as follows: 

FROM

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'O'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.  



TO

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'O'

ELSE < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.



· In Information Exchanges, for the IE801/IE815 messages, the ‘IMPORT SAD’ Data Group and the ‘Import SAD Number’ Data Item shall be updated to ‘IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION’ and ‘Import Customs Declaration Number’ respectively.



· In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC106 – Type of Document, the name of the value ‘18’ shall be updated respectively 



       FROM

“(...) 
18: SAD (Single Administrative Document)
<TARIC code> Any TARIC code used in 'box44' of the SAD.”

  

TO

“(...) 

18: Customs Declaration <TARIC code>: Any TARIC code used in Data Element 1203000000 (sub-element 002000) of the export declaration.”



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the respective FESS specifications will not be aligned with the updated terminology regarding SAD in the current legislation. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC to BPMs. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-364, IE734-057; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-090, TRP-P4-137, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-002.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 1)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024[footnoteRef:18] [18:  FESS-330 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-326 – Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-326



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681404



		Known Error

		KE24357



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681404, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding certain EMCS codelists and the naming of the IE818 message. 

More specifically, the technical codelists TC50, TC60, and TC64, as well as the business codelists BC107 and BC46, need to be updated in order fix certain specifications misalignments. In more detail, 

· In the technical codelist TC50 - Status Type, the code ‘X12’ is related to Local Clearance, however Local Clearance is not applicable in Phase 4.1;

· In the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type and  Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type:

· the description of code ‘IE803’ is “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD”, while it should refer to both e-AD/e-SAD;

· the description of code ‘IE839’ is erroneously “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT”, while the name of the message IE839 is “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”;



· In the Business Codelist BC107 – Manual Closure Request Reasons, code ‘1’ has the erroneous description “Export closed but no IE518/IE598 available”, while it should be “Export closed but no IE598 available”, since IE518 is not applicable for the respective scenario;

· In the Business Codelist BC46 – Reasons for Unsatisfactory Receipt or Control Report, the description of the code ‘5’ is erroneously “Report by ECS’, while it should refer to AES instead of ECS.

Furthermore, regarding the discrepancy in the IE818 message, the naming of the certain message has erroneously remained as “ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT” throughout EMCS specifications. Therefore, it needs to be updated to be aligned with the name of the value “IE818” as exists in the technical codelists TC60/TC64 and the current legislation as amended under the Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2024/289 of 12 January 2024, i.e. “ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT”.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC50 – Status Type, the name of value ‘X12’ shall be updated respectively from "Accepted for Export" to "reserved", since it is related to Local Clearance which is no longer applicable;

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type, the values shall be updated as follows:

· The name of the value ‘IE803’ shall be updated respectively from “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD" to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”;

· The name of the value ‘IE810’ shall be updated respectively from “CANCELLATION OF E-AD" to “CANCELLATION OF AN E-AD";

· The name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type, the values shall be updated as following:

· The name of the value ‘IE803’ shall be updated respectively from “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD" to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”;

· The name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".



· In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC107 – Manual Closure Request Reasons, the name of the value ‘1’ shall be updated respectively from “Export closed but no IE518/IE598 available” to “Export closed but no IE598 available”;

· In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC46 – Reasons for Unsatisfactory Receipt or Control Report, the name of the value ‘5’ shall be updated respectively from “Report by ECS’ to ‘Report by AES”.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, there will be misalignments in certain codelists in the Excise BPMs specifications, as identified in the problem statement.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-365, IE734-058; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-104, TRP-P4-138, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-003, CSMISE-182.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:19] [19:  FESS-326 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-327 – Change the wording in FESS documentation

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-327



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM631681



		Known Error

		KE24043



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM631681, a misalignment has been observed by NA-BE in the FESS specifications. More specifically, in the EU Customs Functional Requirements BPM Report for Core, under chapter “5.24. Process L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities”, there is an erroneous wording that needs to be changed.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. The text shall be updated as highlighted in yellow:

“(...) c. Depending on the e-AD state received (availability and status), one of the following occur:

In case that the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export shall “Notify AES of the non-available e-AD”. The “e-AD Request Rejection” (IE832) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and sent to Customs Office of Export. The process ends with “e-AD is not available and not in the correct state at this MSA of Destination/MSA of Export”.

In case that the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export shall “Notify AES of the available e-AD”. The ‘e-AD” (IE801) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and is sent to Customs Office of Export. (...)”





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be an erroneous wording in the FESS specifications.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns only a documentation update in the FESS specifications. 



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be implemented in the next FESS/BPMs release. The 



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-328 – Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-328



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681401



		Known Error

		KE24405



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In the Annex of Directive 2022/1636, Table 8, which refers to the IE839 message, is named “Customs rejection of electronic administrative document (not applicable to e-SAD)”. Therefore, in order to be aligned, the naming “Customs rejection of e-AD” has been used in the specifications. This should also apply to the technical codelists TC60 and TC64, where the code IE839 is present, and the name of the code shall be changed to “Customs rejection of e-AD”.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type, the name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD";

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type, the name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned with the correct name of the IE839 message.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-366; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-136, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-004.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-329 – Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-329



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681406



		Known Error

		KE24363



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the update of the Technical Annexes I and II of the Council Directives, it was identified that the data item ‘Member State Code’ in the IE701 message does not have attached to it the Business Codelist BC11 - National Administrations. In the current structure of IE701, BC11 is already attached to the ‘Member State Code’ data item under ‘E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST’ and ‘LIST OF MEMBER STATES’ data groups. It also needs to be attached to the data item ‘Member State Code’ in the IE701 for alignment purposes.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

More specifically, the existing MAD for IΕ701 – COMMON REQUEST (C_REQ_SUB) will be updated so that the technical term (data item) “Member State Code” under “REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION”, is linked to BC11.



Therefore, the structure of the “REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION”, will be the following:



---REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION

Period from date            R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Period to date                 R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Extraction                      O         n1      TR9110

Member State Code	O	a2     BC11





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then in the FESS specifications, the business codelist BC11 will not be linked to the IE701 data item ---REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION. Member State Code.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-367; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-091, TRP-P4-126.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-330 – Inclusion of CN Code ‘24041100’ in the business codelist BC37/Rev1 

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-330



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681414



		Known Error

		KE24354



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681414, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. More specifically, in Annex 4 Codelists of the FESS documentation, in the business codelist ‘BC37 - CN Codes’ there is a missing CN Code with the value “24041100” which was introduced with FESS-286 and therefore its description already exists. It shall be noted that the CN Code with the value “24041100” has already been implemented in production (activation date of the CN Code in SEED was on 15/05/2022). This RFC addresses only the issue regarding the documentary misalignment in FESS.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC37 – CN Codes, the value ‘24041100’ shall be added to existing name “Products intended for inhalation without combustion containing tobacco or reconstituted tobacco”.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS will not be aligned with the changes proposed by FESS-286 RFC. Furthermore, FESS will not be aligned with the changes that IE734 v2.76.1 has already introduced in production since 15/05/2022.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns only a documentation update. The CN Code with the value “24041100” has been already implemented in production (the IE734 v2.76.1, which has been active in CA SEED since 15/05/2022, includes this CN code) and this RFC is fixing specifications issues regarding how this CN code is represented in FESS.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE24354. This RFC is fixing only the FESS specification issue. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-286.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024[footnoteRef:20] [20:  FESS-330 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-331 – Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-331



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681415



		Known Error

		KE24355



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/09/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

Misalignments between FESS and DDNEA specifications have been identified regarding the way that IE714 – REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF) message is depicted. In order to accomplish alignment horizontally (FESS-DDNEA-XSDs), the FESS shall be updated. In particular, the discrepancies concern the name of the existing Data Elements (Data Groups and Data Items), the format of a Data Item and the addition of new Data Items. Therefore, the message structure of IE714 shall be updated in FESS, to follow the DDNEA approach, since in all previous DDNEA releases (EMCS Phase 3.2 and onwards) the structure has been the same without causing any errors. More specifically regarding IE714:

· In FESS there is a Data Group named ‘REJECTION FOR IE714’ while in DDNEA the same one is named ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’;

· In FESS, there is a Data Item named ‘Rejection Reason Code’ under Data Group ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ with format ‘n..2’ while in DDNEA the same one is named ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ with format ‘n..3’. The name of the Data Item shall follow the DDNEA approach. The format of the Data Item shall be updated in order to be aligned with the format of TC63;

· In FESS the Data Item ‘Rejection Date and Time’ under Data Group ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ is redundant, since it does not exist in DDNEA;

· In FESS, four (4) new Data Items shall be introduced under Data Group ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ to be aligned with DDNEA.

A misalignment has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding the format of a data item. More specifically, in the IE714 – REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF) message, the Data Item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ under the ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ Data Group has format ‘n..5’. However, in the respective Data Item, is applied the technical codelist TC63, which has format ‘n..3’. Therefore, the format of the Data Item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ shall be updated in order to be aligned with the format of TC63.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· The name of Data Group <REJECTION FOR IE714> of IE714 message shall be updated to <FUNCTIONAL ERROR>;

· The Data Item <Rejection Reason Code> under Data Group <FUNCTIONAL ERROR> of message IE714 shall be updated to <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code>. The format of the Data Item <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code> shall be updated to ‘n..3’;

· The Data Item <Rejection Date and Time> under Data Group <FUNCTIONAL ERROR> of IE714 message shall be removed;

· The following Data Items shall be introduced under Data Group <FUNCTIONAL ERROR> of IE714 message, with the following details:

· <Error Reason> an..350 (Required);

· <Error Location> an..350 (Optional);

· <Action Identification> an..20 (Required);

· <Original Attribute Value> an..350 (Optional).



Note: Only the update of the format of the Data Item <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code> from ‘n..5’ to ‘n..3’ impacts DDNEA. The rest updates are already correctly depicted in DDNEA.

· The format of the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> technical term shall be updated to ‘n..3’. 



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the format of <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code> data item will not be consistent with the format of the technical codelist TC63, which is applied to it. For the remaining introduced updates, in case they are not implemented, FESS will remain misaligned with DDNEA Specifications.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC, describing the format update of Data Item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-368; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-127, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-005.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024Written Approval Procedure via email on 12/06/2025[footnoteRef:21] [21:  FESS-331 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-332 – Align the structure of IEs in FESS with DDNEA Appendix D/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-332



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681407



		Known Error

		KE24362



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/09/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the update of the Technical Annexes I and II of the Council Directives, it was identified that the structure of several IEs is not aligned with the structure of the messages in DDNEA Appendix D. 
More specifically, the following messages need to be updated: IE701, IE819 and IE713.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

In Annex 5 Information Exchanges, the structure of IE701, IE819 and IE713 messages shall be updated according to the structure of the respective messages in DDNEA Appendix D. Please note that all amendments are highlighted in yellow (and strikethrough for removals).   



IE701 common request C_REQ_SUB

C_REQ_SUB

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE701 (R) 1x

---E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST (D) 1x C052

------RA_PRIMARY CRITERION (R) 99x

---------RA_PRIMARY VALUE (O) 99x

---STA_REQUEST (D) 1x C053

------LIST OF MEMBER STATES CODE (R) 99x

---STA_PERIOD (D) 1x C054

---REF_SYNCHRONISATION (D) 1x C051

---REF_REQUEST (D) 1x C050

------LIST OF CODES CODE FOR IE701 (O) 99x





C_REQ_SUB 

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE701 (R) 1x 

Request Type n1 (R) 1x TC04

Request Message Name a..9 (D) 1x C044 TC05

Requesting Office an8 (R) 1x R032 R236

Request Correlation Identifier an..44 (D) 1x C108 R193

Start Date date (D) 1x C134

End Date date (D) 1x C134

Single Date date (D) 1x C135

---E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST (D) 1x C052 

Member State Code a2 (R) 1x BC11 

------RA PRIMARY CRITERION (R) 99x 

Primary Criterion Type Code n..2 (R) 1x TC06

--------RA PRIMARY VALUE (R) 99x 

Value an..255 (R) 1x R249

---STA_REQUEST (D) 1x C053 

Statistic Type n1 (R) TC07 

------LIST OF MEMBER STATES (R) 99x 

Member State Code a2 (R) 1x BC11 

---STATISTICS PERIOD (D) 1x C054 

Year n4 (R) 1x R232 

Semester n1 (D) 1x C133 TC94

Quarter n1 (D) 1x C133 TC95 

Month n..2 (D) 1x C133 TC96 

---REF_SYNCHRONISATION (D) 1x C051

Period from date date (R) 1x TR9115 TR9080 

Period to date date (R) 1x TR9115 TR9080

Extraction n1 (O) 1x TR9110

Member State Code a2 (O) 1x 

---REF_REQUEST (D) 1x C050 

Common Risk Assessment Criteria flag n1 (O) TC27 

------LIST OF CODES CODE (O) 99x 

Requested List of Code n..2 (O) 1x TC25





IE819 alert or rejection of an e-AD/e-SAD (C_REJ_DAT)

C_REJ_DAT

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE819 (R) 1x

---TRADER CONSIGNEE FOR IE819 (D) C116

---EXCISE MOVEMENT FOR IE819 (R)

---OFFICE OF DESTINATION FOR IE819 (R) 1x

---ALERT (R) 1x

---ALERT OR REJECTION OF MOVEMENT REASON CODE n..2 (D) 9x C032



C_REJ_DAT 

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE819 (R) 1x

Date and Time of Validation of Alert Rejection dateTime (D) 1x C149


---TRADER CONSIGNEE FOR IE819 (D) C116

Trader Identification an..16 (D) 1x C010 R271 R045 BR021 R272

Trader Name an..182 (R) 1x

Street Name an..65 (R) 1x

Street Number an..11 (O) 1x

Postcode an..10 (R) 1x

City an..50 (R) 1x

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12

EORI Number an..17 (D) 1x C180



---EXCISE MOVEMENT (R) 
ARC an21 (R) 1x R273 BR020 R030

Sequence Number n..2 (R) 1x R232



--- OFFICE OF DESTINATION FOR IE819

Office Reference Number an8 (R) 1x BR026 BR027 R236 R032


--- ALERT (R) 1x

Date of Alert date (R) 1x

Movement Rejected flag n1 (R) 1x TC27


--- ALERT OR REJECTION OF MOVEMENT REASON CODE n..2 (D) 9x C032

Alert or Rejection of Movement Reason Code n..2 (R) BC22

Complementary Information an..350 (D) 1x C161

Complementary Information_LNG a2 (D) 1x C002 BC12




IE713 incremental update or full register of economic operators (C_QRO_DAT)

C_QRO_DAT

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE713	1x	R	

---TRADER AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

------ACTION	1x	R	

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

------OPERATOR ROLE	9x	O	

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

------(USING) TAX WAREHOUSE	999x	D	C009

---TAX WAREHOUSE	   9999x 	D	C141

------ACTION	1x	R	

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

---TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

------ACTION	1x	R	

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

------(LINKED TO TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION) TRADER	1x D	C209

------TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION DETAILS	999x	R	





C_QRO_DAT

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE713	1x	R

Incremental Message Type	R	n1	TC21
Request Correlation Identifier      D      an..44       C136     R193

---TRADER AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

	Trader Excise Number	R	an13		R070

	VAT Number	 O	an..14		

	Authorisation Begin Date	R	date		

	Authorisation End Date	      O	 date		

	Operator Type Code	R	n1	TC65	R206

	Reference Number of Excise Office	R	an8	R214

	Global Excise Trader Identifier	   O	   an22		R266

------ACTION	1x	R	

Operation   R	 a1	TC24	BR044 	R007 	R267 	R268 	R269

Activation Date	      R	    date	    C001       R230

Action identification	R	an..20		TR9001

Responsible Data Manager	O	an..35		

Modification Date and Time	D	dateTime	C163

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R

Name	R	an..182		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

Country Code	R	a2	BC11	

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

City	R	an..50		

Postcode	R	an..10		R270

------OPERATOR ROLE	9x	O

Operator Role Code	R	n1	TC69	R026   R265	

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

Excise Products Category Code	R	a1	BC66	R208

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

Excise Product Code	R	an4	BC36	R207 R209 R264

------(USING) TAX WAREHOUSE	999x	D	C009

Reference of Tax Warehouse	R	an13	R204    R070

---TAX WAREHOUSE	9999x	D	C141

Reference of Tax Warehouse	R	an13	R070    R205

Validity Begin Date	R	date		

Validity End Date	O	date		

Reference Number of Excise Office	R	an8		R214

------ACTION	1x	R

Operation	R	a1 TC24 BR044 R007 R267 R268 R269

Activation Date	      R	 date	 C001 	R230

Action identification	R	an..20		TR9001

Responsible Data Manager	O	an..35		

Modification Date and Time	D	dateTime	C163

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R

Name	R	an..182		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12		

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

Country Code	R	a2	BC11	

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

City	R	an..50		

Postcode	R	an..10     R270

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

Excise Products Category Code    R    a1    BC66    R208

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

Excise Product Code    R    an4   BC36   R207   R209   R264

---TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

Temporary Authorisation Reference	R	an13		R040

Operator Type Code	R	n1	TC110	

Reference Number of Issuance Office	R	an8		R214

Date of Expiry	   R	date		

Re-usable Temporary Authorisation flag	R	n1	TC27

VAT Number	O	an..14		

Authorisation Begin Date	R	date		

Small Wine Producer	O	n1	TC27

------ACTION	1x	R	

Operation	R	a1	TC24 BR044 R007 R267 R268 R269

Activation Date 	R	date	C001     R230

Action identification	R	an..20		TR9001

Responsible Data Manager	O	an..35		

Modification Date and Time	D	dateTime		C163

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R

Name	R	an..182		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R

Country Code	R	a2	BC11	

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

City	R	an..50		

Postcode	R	an..10	R270

------(LINKED TO TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION) TRADER 1x   D	C209

Trader Excise Number	 D	 an13   BR051   C157   R233

Trader Name	R	an..182		

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

Postcode	R	an..10		

City	R	an..50		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12

------TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION DETAILS	999x	R

Excise Product Code      R   an4	   BC36	     R209    R212     R264

Quantity	R	n..15,3		R232	




		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· SEED CTP (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment between the FESS and the DDNEA specifications regarding the message specifications of the respective messages.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns only a documentation update in the FESS specifications. 



		Deployment approach

		N/A 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: SEED-CTP-011.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Table 4 of Annex 1 to Implementing Regulation (EU) 2016/323 (to align with proposed change to IE701)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024Written Approval Procedure via email on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:22] [22:  FESS-322 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-333 – Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-333



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM645904



		Known Error

		KE24456



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		23/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-SK









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

A discrepancy has been observed by NA-SK in the FESS specifications regarding the multiplicity of the data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS in the IE839 message, in relation to the corresponding message structure of the IE537 message of AES. 

More specifically, in the IE537 message, the negative cross-check results are reported under the structure:

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD 999x R 

------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT 999x R

On the other hand, in the IE839 message, the corresponding message structure for reporting negative cross-check results is:

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x D

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT 999x R	

Therefore, the multiplicity of <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> data group in the IE839 message should be changed to be in full alignment with the IE537 message of AES.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the FESS documentation:

· The data set for IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD (C_CUS_REJ) shall be changed:

FROM

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    99x	D	C212

(...)

 

TO

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    999x	D	C212

(...)





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the multiplicity of the data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS of IE839 will not be in alignment with the multiplicity of the corresponding data group EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD in the IE537 message of AES.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-369; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-092, TRP-P4-128, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-006.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-334 – Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-334



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM646712



		Known Error

		KE24457



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/10/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM646712, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding condition C147. More specifically, the condition needs to be updated since the naming of ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group needs to be corrected to become ‘EΧPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION’. During the update of Phase 4.1 specifications, the wording of the ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group had been changed from 'EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES' to 'EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION'. However, condition C147 was not updated accordingly to reflect the respective change.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Class C147 will be updated as follows:

FROM   

“IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’ 

THEN 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> is ‘R’ 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> does not apply 

ELSE 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> does not apply 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ ”

 

TO   

“IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’ 

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> is ‘R’ 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> does not apply 

ELSE 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> does not apply 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ ”





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the description of condition C147 will be in misalignment with the specifications, as these had been updated for Phase 4.1.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-370; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-129, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-007.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-335 – Change the Condition C066 to a Business Rule/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-335



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681403



		Known Error

		KE24417



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681403, a discrepancy has been observed regarding condition C066, which is imposed on the Required data item ‘Date and Time of Update Validation’. The wording of C066 is not related to controlling the optionality of the respective data item. Therefore, condition C066 shall be deprecated and replaced by a new business rule BRxxxBR057, which will have the same wording as the condition. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· Class C066 shall be removed from the ‘Date and Time of Update Validation’ technical term, which is linked to the data group diagram ‘(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD for IE801’;

· A new class BRxxxBR057 shall be added to the ‘Date and Time of Update Validation’ technical term, which is linked to the data group diagram ‘(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD for IE801’.

More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows: 

A new class ‘BRxxxBR057’ will be created and associated with the <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item of the IE801 message with the following details:



BR ID: BRxxxBR057

  

BR Category: Relation

  

BR Description: It is obligatory that if Sequence Number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD>​ data item, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination.

    

FESS Validation Rule: If sequence number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD> data item, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination



IE: 

· IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD)



Data Item: 

(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD. Date and Time of Update Validation



Optionality: Mandatory



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then condition C066 will be erroneously imposed on a Required data item, whilst its wording does not control the optionality of the data item.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-372; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-093, TRP-P4-131, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-009.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:23] [23:  FESS-335 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-337 – Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-337



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM612741



		Known Error

		KE23708



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		19/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-DE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

The initial issue reported by NA-DE as part of IM612741 concerned the misalignment between the optionality of the Data Group GOODS SHIPMENT between the IE536 – Invalidation Notification to MSA of Export message of AES and the IE836 – Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor message of EMCS. Following the discussion with the MSAs on 05/09/2023 and considering the late stage of developments for AES, the Known Error KE23708 - ‘Update the optionality of data groups/data items in IE836 to be in alignment with the IE536 message of AES’ was registered.  

For Phase 4.2, the issue shall be reconsidered. Although the IE536 and IE836 messages became aligned via the KE23708, the structure under GOODS SHIPMENT data group is not the correct one. More specifically, the Optional Data Group ---GOODS SHIPMENT does not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 - Export Declaration message. The correct structure according to IE515 message would be:

---GOODS SHIPMENT

------GOODS ITEM

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT.                                         

It is proposed that the message structure under GOODS SHIPMENT is removed from both the IE536 and the IE836 messages. The ARCs do not need to be defined in the IE836 message, since in case of invalidation of the Export declaration, this concerns all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. 

· The technical term ‘GOODS SHIPMENT’ (i.e. data group) will be removed from the ‘IE836 export declaration invalidation notification to MSA of dispatch/consignor C_INV_DIS’ message allocation diagram, including all the included technical terms (i.e. data items).





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment in FESS since the ‘GOODS SHIPMENT’ data group will not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 message of AES.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-386; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-097, TRP-P4-135, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-018.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 9)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-338 – Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-338



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Legislation Alignment



		Incidents

		IM647115



		Known Error

		KE24064



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In IM647115, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-AT regarding condition C212.

There is a legal requirement that in case of inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be notified. 

More specifically, Article 21(4) of Directive (EU) 2020/262 states: 

“Where there are any inconsistencies between the electronic administrative document and the export declaration, the competent authorities in the Member State of export shall notify the competent authorities in the Member State of dispatch using the computerised system.”

Thus, in case of negative cross-check results between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, there should be sent an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message to the MSA of Dispatch to inform about the inconsistencies. This also applies for the case that the IE839 message sent to a particular MSA of Dispatch includes only e-ADs that were positively cross-checked.

Therefore, there is a need to update the specifications in order to allow the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’ of the IE839 message not to be required to be filled in this scenario.

A new condition CxxxC214 will be applied to the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’ to handle its optionality, which shall also control that in case of an IE839 message with only positively cross-checked e-ADs declared, this Data group is not applicable. Condition C212 shall be updated accordingly, so that it is no longer applicable for the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. 



· Update the existing MADs as follows:



· The class C212 shall be removed from the ‘NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS’ data group, which is linked to the data group diagram "EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION for IE839". 

· A new Class CxxxC214 shall be added to the ‘NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS’ data group, which is linked to the data group diagram "EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION for IE839".



· The new class CxxxC214 will have the following wording:



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result' and there are negative cross-check validation results to be reported for any of the ARCs included in the data group C_EAD_VAL

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is ‘R’ ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply



Note: in the data group C_EAD_VAL are declared all the e-ADs concerning the recipient of the IE839 message regarding the particular Export Declaration



· Class C212 to be updated as follows:



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then it will not be possible to have an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs after the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check results. Therefore, the MSA of Export will not send the IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch and the legal requirement that the MSA of Dispatch should be notified in the cases where there are inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, would not be covered for this case.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-375; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-094, TRP-P4-132, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-010, CSMISE-183.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-339 – Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2 and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-339



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM567295



		Known Error

		KE24529



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/01/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

During 2025, there will be migration of CS/MISE to CS/MIS2 to endure that statistics regarding all Customs and Excise domains are kept in one place. The present RFC describes the change that has to be performed for the IE770 message in order to align the search fields regarding the registered unavailability. There are two issues in relation to the present RFC:

1. In the CS/MISE application, the values that currently exist in the specific drop-down list for the unavailability are based on the values of the technical codelist TC87 - BUSINESS PROCESS CODE, applied on IE770.<SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY. Business Process Code> data item. 

For EMCS Phase 4.1, the “Explanation” field (in the IE770 data item and in the UI of CS/MISE) could be used to indicate the unavailability of EMCS Central Circuit, with a remark within this field that the entry is related to Duty Suspension or Duty Paid functionality. 

The specifications in EMCS Phase 4.2 shall be changed and the values in TC87 will be updated to increase clarity regarding the possible causes of the unavailability.

The new TC87 shall be updated to include distinct codes for the External/Common domain, and drill down further, by having separate codes for Duty Suspension and Duty Paid per domain.

It was agreed between the NAs during the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm (30-31/05/2024) that, in Phase 4.2, the technical codelist TC87 shall be updated so that it distinguishes between the two functionalities (Duty Suspension and Duty Paid).

2. A renaming of the Data Item(s): Explanation and Explanation_LNG, that belong to the Data Group <SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY> of IE770, will be implemented, for alignment purposes.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs.

· In the matrix model of the codelist TC87- Business Process Code the following updates shall be performed:

· Value ‘2’ shall be changed to ‘2- EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension’;

· Value ‘3’ shall be changed to ‘3- EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension’; 

· Value ‘6- EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Paid’ shall be added;

· Value ‘7- EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Paid’ shall be added.



· In the IE770 message the following change will be implemented:

FROM

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

	Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime           C059

	Explanation	                          O	an..350	

	Explanation_LNG      		D          a2	BC12    C002



TO

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

             Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime           C059

	Justification	                          O	an..350	

	Justification_LNG      		D          a2	BC12    C002



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned regarding the proposed update in codelist TC87 and regarding the renaming of the respective data items in IE770.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since for FESS it concerns a documentation update only.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.

During 2025, CS/MISE will be migrated to CS/MIS2, which is a joint statistics tool for Customs and Excise Domain, thus this change will be implemented in CS/MIS2 as well.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-376; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-098, TRP-P4-139, CSMISE-179.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:24] [24:  FESS-339 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-341 – Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-341



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM638230



		Known Error

		KE24530



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In IM638230, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-AT regarding the filling of the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group in the IE829 and IE839 messages. For an Export-related movement, since a Consignee is understood to be the person representing the Consignor at the office of export, there have been two issues identified. 

More specifically, in the data group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER of IE829 and IE839 messages, for the case of “Destination Type Code = Export”, the “TraderID” and “EORI Number” data items are optional, and the required data items name and address are not sufficient for a unique identification of the Consignee Trader.  

Further to this, in the most common case, the Consignors of e-ADs do not know beforehand who is going to submit the export declaration, so as to declare this in the e-AD. Indeed, it is very likely that the different e-ADs that are included in the same Export declaration have different values under the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group.

On the other hand, the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group has only a multiplicity of 1x in the IE829 and IE839 messages. Thus, it is not clear with what values should the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group be filled in the IE829 and IE839 messages in the case where the respective data group is different in the included e-ADs. 


Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· The existing MADs will be updated as follows:

· IE829 – NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT (C_EXP_NOT)

· The existing technical term (data group) “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER” will be updated to: “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER”: 1x	O

· IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD (C_CUS_REJ)

· The existing technical term (data group) “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER” will be updated to: “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER”: 1x	O



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned with the specifications. It shall be noted that there are not any significant business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns a documentation update only.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-378; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-099, TRP-P4-140, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-011.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr) 

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-342 – Moving the Data Item 'Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export' under the Data Group 'EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE' of IE829/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-342



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM689040



		Known Error

		KE24532



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM689040, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-RO in the FESS specifications regarding the "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" data item under the "EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group of the IE829 message. More specifically, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” acts as a flag regarding whether the IE829 message reports that the Export Declaration has been accepted, or that the goods have been released for Export. 

Therefore, it has erroneously been listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs included in the Export Declaration.  

Consequently, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” shall be moved under the data group “EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE”, which has multiplicity 1x and refers to the Export Declaration and its acceptance or release.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· The existing MADs will be updated as follows:

· IE829 – NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT (C_EXP_NOT)

The existing technical term (data item) “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” will be removed from “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD” and will be added under “EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE” with the following attributes:  

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

Reference Number of Sender Customs Office	R	an8	R032     R236

Identification of Sender Customs Officer            O       an..35

Date of Acceptance	                                       D        date	C222

Date of Release	                                                    D        date        C222

Document Reference Number	                          R       an..21	R100

Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export   R   n1 TC27



· Class C222 will be updated as follows:



FROM

IF <EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

< EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’



TO

IF <EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the existing data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” will still be erroneously listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD” data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs that are included in the Export Declaration.   



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-380; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-095, TRP-P4-133, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-013, CSMISE-180.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Table 7 of Annex I to delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:25] [25:  FESS-342 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-343 – New business validation on the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 – Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 – Manual Closure Response/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-343



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM691016



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-ΒΕ









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In IM691016, NA-BE proposed the introduction of an additional business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products" data item of the IE818 (Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export) message:



---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products        R         date                 BR023

 

More specifically, the existing BR023 checks that the submission date of the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of arrival of excise products declared in the draft report of receipt/export. The inclusion of an additional Business Rule has been proposed in order to check that the date of arrival of excise products that is declared in the Report of Receipt/Export is also equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD.

This will prevent the case of IE818 messages received from other NAs in which the date of arrival of excise products is earlier than the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD. 

Upon further analysis, it has been concluded that this new business rule shall also be included in the IE881 (Manual Closure Response) message, which also incorporates the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products" data item.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], a new Business Rule shall be imposed on the occurrences of the data item Date of Arrival of Excise Products in the IE818 – ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT message and the IE881 – MANUAL CLOSURE RESPONSE (C_MNC_RES) message.

The following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. 
More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows: 

1. A new class ‘BRxx1BR056’ will be created and associated to the <Date of Arrival of Excise Products> data item of the IE818 message and the IE881 message with the following details:



BR ID: BRxx1BR056

  

BR Category: Relation

  

BR Description: It is obligatory that the Date of Arrival of Excise Products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the Date of Dispatch that is included in the e-AD/e-SAD message.

    

FESS Validation Rule: The date of arrival of excise products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of dispatch in the e-AD/e-SAD



IE: 

· Draft IE818 (draft report of receipt/export)

· Draft IE881 (draft manual closure response)



Data Item: 

REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT.Date of Arrival of Excise Products

ATTRIBUTES.Date of Arrival of Excise Products



Optionality: Mandatory 





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then FESS will not be updated to validate that the date of arrival of excise products in the draft Report of Receipt/Export and the Manual Closure Response is equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-381;

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-096, TRP-P4-134, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-014.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 6)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024Written Approval Procedure on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:26] [26:  FESS-343 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20TBD

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-345 – Validations regarding the usage of temporary authorisations in e-AD/e-SAD/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-345



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM629844



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		18/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion at the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As per IM629844, NA-BE raised the issue at the ECWP meeting in September 2023 that there should be a requirement in the common specifications to validate e-SAD regarding the temporary certified consignee authorisations used. More specifically, a SEED authorisation of type temporary certified consignee which is marked as not re-usable, should only be validated for a single e-SAD. In addition, summing up the quantities in the different e-SADs having the same temporary certified consignee should not exceed the quantities mentioned in the SEED authorization of this consignee. 

Further to the request by NA-BE, it shall be noted that there are three types of temporary authorisations, i.e. Temporary Registered Consignee, Temporary Certified Consignor and Temporary Certified Consignee. A temporary authorisation can cover one or several movements. In both cases, a temporary authorisation can only concern one Consignor and one Consignee for a given period of validity and a certain quantity of goods (expressed in the unit associated with the product code).

According to the EMCS principle for semantic validations, the National Excise Application at the MSA of Dispatch has to validate successfully the business compliance of the messages before transmission. It is the responsibility of the MSA of Dispatch of the Consignor related to the temporary authorisation, to validate the business content of the submitted message by the Consignor, in relation to the usage of this temporary authorisation. In order to perform the validations, the MSA of Dispatch needs to implement a mechanism to track the usage of the related temporary authorisations in all respective movements.

Thus, four new business validations should be added to check the data validity regarding the usage of Temporary Authorisations.



Proposed solution:

Three new Business Rules shall be imposed on the occurrences of the technical term Quantity in the IE801 – E-AD/E-SAD, IE815 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF E-AD/E-SAD, and IE825 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF SPLITTING OPERATION information exchanges, as well as a new Business Rule on the occurrence of the technical term Journey Time in the IE815 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF E-AD/E-SAD, IE813 – CHANGE OF DESTINATION, and IE825 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF SPLITTING OPERATION information exchanges.



The following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs.  
More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows: 

 

1. A new class ‘BRxx2BR052’ will be created and associated with the <Quantity> technical term of the IE815 message with the following details: 

 

BR ID: BRxx2BR052

   

BR Category: SEED – Registration Data 

   

BR Description: In case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary authorisation. 



Source FESS BPMs: L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

     

FESS Validation Rule: Compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).

 

IE:  Draft IE815(draft e-AD/e-SAD) 

 

Data Item: (BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A



2. A new class ‘BRxx3BR053’ will be created and associated with the <Quantity> technical term of the IE801 message with the following details: 



BR ID: BRxx3BR053

   

BR Category: SEED – Registration Data 

   

BR Description:  It is obligatory for an e-AD/e-SAD created as a result of a change of destination that in case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in seed while obtaining the temporary authorisation.



Source FESS BPMs: L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

     

FESS Validation Rule: Compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).

 

IE:  Draft IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD) 

 

Data Item: (BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity

Note: Due to the fact that the (BODY) E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity is not contained in the IE813 message, it is proposed (for consistency reasons) that the current BR is applied to the IE801 message.

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A



3. A new class ‘BRxx4BR054’ will be created and associated with the <Quantity> technical term of the IE825 message with the following details: 



BR ID: BRxx4BR054

   

BR Category: SEED – Registration Data 

   

BR Description:  In case of a temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs (per excise product and temporary registered authorisation) contained in the draft splitting operation must be within the amount declared in the temporary registered authorisation. In case of a re-useable temporary registered authorisation, the amount to be received by the temporary registered consignee should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary registered authorisation.



Source FESS BPMs: L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment 

     

FESS Validation Rule: Compared to the data declared in seed, the former e-AD, and the previous movements of the reusable temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs is less or equal to the quantity that can be used by the temporary registered authorisation (for each excise product).

 

IE:  Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation) 

 

Data Item: (BODY)E-AD.Quantity

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.N/A



4. A new class ‘BRxx5BR055’ will be created and associated with the <Journey Time> technical term of the IE815, IE813, and IE825 messages with the following details: 



BR ID: BRxx5BR055

   

BR Category: Relation 

   

BR Description:  It is obligatory that the journey time of the draft message is such that the movement is completed before or at the expiry date of the temporary authorisation(s) declared in SEED.



Source FESS BPMs: 

L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

L4-CORE-01-12-Change of Destination

L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment 

     

FESS Validation Rule: The journey time allows the movement to be completed before or at the date of expiry of the temporary authorisation(s).

 

IE:  

· Draft IE815 (drafr e-AD/e-SAD);

· Draft IE813 (draft change of destination);

· Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation);

 

Data Item:

(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

(UPDATE) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

(SPLIT DETAILS) E-AD.Journey Time

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then FESS will not be updated to validate the necessary values of the temporary authorisations against SEED data.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-383; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-100, TRP-P4-142, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-015.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 1 and Table 5 and Table 6)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/202420/05/2025[footnoteRef:27] [27:  FESS-345 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20TBD

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-346 – Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-346



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of Functionality



		Incidents

		IM660219



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		10/01/2024



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in the related RFC FESS-322, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has the delta between the ARCs included in the IE515 – Export Declaration and IE513 – Export Declaration Amendment messages, in case that any ARCs have been excluded from IE513, while they were included in the IE515 message.

In case of excluded e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be informed electronically via EMCS, so as to revert the state back to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. Currently, there is no mechanism foreseen for this case. As per the Known Error KE24040, the MSA of Dispatch can be informed outside the EMCS System and/or the TIM_EAD_ESAD for each excluded ARC will expire and the standard procedure will follow.

NA-AT has proposed to use the IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message, to inform the MSA of Dispatch that the states of the included e-AD(s) in the IE839 message should be reverted to “Accepted” due to exclusion from the IE513 message. Such an IE839 message could be sent by the MSA of Export as soon as it has the list of any excluded e-ADs from the IE513 message and has reverted their states to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export. The Consignor could also be informed by the MSA of Dispatch via an IE839 message. In order to allow having an IE839 message with such values, a new Rejection Reason Code could be added to the technical codelist TC18 – Customs Rejection Reason Code. Nevertheless, it should be emphasised that the IE839 in this case does not actually inform about any rejection of export declaration, but only about the excluded e-AD(s) from the Export Declaration Amendment. 

It shall be noted that the proposed solution for this RFC should be viewed together with the related proposed solution in the RFC FESS-322. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC18 – Customs Rejection Reason Code, the value ‘6 – ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’ shall be added. 



· The condition C212, which is applied in data groups of IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs in Phase 4.2, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'





· Updates in the State Transition Diagrams.

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States:



STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  



STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be updated with the necessary specifications, that allow to re-use the IE839 message, so as to inform the MSA of Dispatch/Consignor, about ARC(s) removed from the Export Declaration Amendment.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-384; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-143, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-016, FESS-322.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-347 – Update of SEED RAD and RADM non-functional requirements in alignment with overall TAXUD targets/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-347



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications defect



		Incidents

		IM720745



		Known Error

		KE24664



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		29/04/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As identified by EMCS CPT, the availability requirements in FESS for SEED have not been updated since the initial version of FESS. Therefore, the availability requirements in the FESS specifications for SEED need to be updated, in order to reflect the current best service that DG TAXUD can provide to the NAs, regarding the availability of Central SEED. 

Regarding the provided service levels, TAXUD employs internal mechanisms so that the Central SEED services are delivered effectively. These mechanisms translate to a certain Availability class, which has specific values for the technical terms of: ‘Uptime Service Availability’, ‘Unplanned Downtime’ and lastly, ‘Disaster Recovery’. 

In particular to disaster recovery, this refers to the ability to protect the application/data from major unplanned/natural outages at a production site. It shall be noted that there are not any particular legal requirements restricting the disaster recovery time. The FESS specifications currently do not cover the case for disaster recovery. Therefore, this RFC will update the FESS specifications, so that it is stated that disaster recovery will be according to the Availability class that TAXUD can guarantee to provide for the Central SEED application. 

The issue regarding the unavailability of Central SEED has been also discussed at the Fiscalis workshop on 30-31/05/2024. It has been mentioned by certain NAs that their National SEED registers can deal with the unavailability of the Central SEED, in case that the unavailability happens for a limited time period (up to one week approximately). Regarding the impact of the unavailability of Central SEED, it needs to be considered that for basic functions of EMCS (such as submission of e-AD/e-SAD), the submitted message to the National Excise Application should be validated against the National SEED application. Therefore, the main impact of the unavailability of Central SEED is in case of updates in the registration and authorisation data, which have been initiated in a National SEED register during this unavailability. In this scenario, there will be de-synchronisation of the databases of the National SEED applications of the NAs regarding the particular registration and authorisation data. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in FESS BPMs: 



· Under the L4 BPMs for ‘Registration and Authorisation Data Management’ (RADM) and ‘Reference Data Management’ (RDM), the ‘Availability Requirements’ described under the path Requirements/Requirements Trees shall be updated.



More specifically, the existing requirements: ‘Permanent Availability’, ‘High Availability’, ‘General Availability’, ‘Office Availability’, ‘Scheduled Availability’ and ‘Disconnected Availability’ will be removed as obsolete. 



A new requirement will be added as below:

Name: Provided Availability 

Description:

The availability requirements are the following: 

Uptime Service Availability: 99,4%

Unplanned Downtime: 13h (max), RPO≤1h

Disaster Recovery: Max RTO<1w, RPO≤1d

(where RPO=Recovery Point Objective, RTO=Recovery Time Objective)





· The ‘Provided Availability’ requirement will then be associated to the functionalities of SEED for ‘Reference Data Management’ (RDM) and ‘Registration and Authorisation Data Management’ (RADM). 



More specifically, in L4 BPMs, under the path Requirements/ Requirements Trees, the following functionalities of RDM and RADM are listed and each one of them will be associated to the ‘Provided Availability’ requirement.



RDM

Maintenance and dissemination of reference data other than the EOL

Consultation of public reference data by economic operators

Consultation of reference data by MSA central services



RADM

Consultation of registration data by MSA central services

Consultation of registration information by Economic Operators

Dissemination of registration data

Maintenance of the Central Register

             SEED statistics



It shall be noted that the abovementioned association of the RDM/RADM functionalities with the respective Availability Requirement will be part of the exported EU Customs Reports. More specifically, it can be found per RDM/RADM, under the section “Non-functional Requirements” of Annex 3: ‘Requirements’.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· SRD for SEED (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS specifications will not be in full alignment with the availability levels for Central SEED, as per the current service level that DG TAXUD can provide.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		N/A



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: SEED-176; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:28] [28:  FESS-347 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-348 – Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-348



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM681452



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		08/03/2024



		Requester

		ITSM3-TES









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

It has been observed that there is lack of a validation between the values of the data items Validation Result and Diagnosis code of the IE839 message, to maintain business consistency. More specifically, currently, there is no such validation, and nothing prevents the values that are set in IE839 for the Validation Result and Diagnosis code are inconsistent. 

This issue could be handled by a new rule imposed on the Diagnosis code. Such a rule could state for example that if the Validation Result is '0' then the Diagnosis Code should be '2 = Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration'. If the Validation Result is '1' and e.g. both COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT are present, then the Diagnosis Code should be '7 = Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match' etc.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:



· Class Rxx1:

A new Class Rxx1 shall be introduced with the following wording:



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '0',

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '2' (Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration).



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND both data groups <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> and <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> are present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '7' (Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '6' (CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '4' (Weight/mass do not match).



· ΙΕ839 Message Allocation Diagram:

Data Group Diagram “UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT for IE839” shall be updated to include the new class Rxx1 applied to “Diagnosis Code” technical term.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS will be in misalignment with the specifications. There are no business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns a documentation update only.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-385; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-101, TRP-P4-144, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-017.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:29] [29:  FESS-348 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024. ] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-349 – Deprecation of MVS messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-349



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Change of functionality



		Incidents

		IM722881



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		31/05/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		High



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

It has been observed that after transferring the duty-paid related information from MVS messages into ACO messages (IE721, IE867, IE868, and IE869) in Phase 4.0 (February 2023), MVS messages remain only for administrative cooperation regarding undocumented movements. Due to the low usage volume of MVS messages in the EMCS production environment and the fact that these messages currently do not have strict legal requirements it is proposed that these messages should be phased out from EMCS. On a few occasions when there is a need, MSAs can use the CCN Mail 3 to exchange such information between MSAs. The necessary actions need to be taken at the Common Specifications so that the MVS messages are correctly deprecated.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates are required in order to phase out MVS functionality from the Excise BPMs:

· Processes:

· Process L4-ACO-01-00-Administrative Cooperation shall be updated to exclude the MVS functionality;

· Process L4-ACO-01-11-Movement Verification–Request (Request) shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-12-Movement Verification-Reminder shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-13-Movement Verification-Request (Results) shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-14-Handle Deadline Extension- Movement Verification shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-23-Handle Refusal Response- Movement Verification shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-25-Movement Verification for Duty Paid Movements-Spontaneous information shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-27-Movement Verification–Provide Feedback shall be deprecated;

· The L1, L2, and L3 processes that are impacted by the removal of the MVS functionality shall be updated accordingly.



· The following message allocation diagrams will be removed:

· IE722 MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST (C_MVS_SUB); 

· IE723 MOVEMENT VERIFICATION ANSWER (C_MVS_ANS);

· IE724 REMINDER MESSAGE FOR MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST (C_MVS_REM);

· IE725 MOVEMENT VERIFICATION RESULTS (C_MVS_RES).



· Classes ‘C166’, ‘C167’, ‘C168’, ‘C169’, ‘C170’, ‘C171’, ‘C172’, ‘C173’, ‘C174’, ‘C175’, ‘C176’, ‘C177’, ‘C178’, ‘C179’, ‘C183’, ‘C185’, ‘C187’, and ‘C189’ will be removed;



· Classes ‘R217’, ‘R224’, ‘R229’, ‘R238’, ‘R239’, and ‘R241’ will be removed;



· Class R275 shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



TO:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



· The matrix model of the technical codelist TC99 – MV Request Type shall be removed;



· The matrix model of the technical codelist TC100 – Result Code shall be removed;



· In the matrix model of the technical codelist TC49 – Functional Error Codes, values ‘94’ and ‘95’ shall be updated:



FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.





 

TO:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (High);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (High).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS will be in misalignment with the specifications due to the removal of the MVS functionality. Furthermore, since Member States do not use it or use it in very few cases, there are no business continuity risks.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since there is no impact on current legislation.

Nevertheless, technical and business statistics from CS/MISE, which are related to MVS messages, should be kept.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-387; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-102, TRP-P4-145, CSMISE-181.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-350 – Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-350



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		30/05/2024



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In the discussions at the Fiscalis group on 30-31/05/2024 for the RFC FESS-321, NA-BE requested that the reception of an IE519 - EXPORT DECLARATION REJECTION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF EXPORT should always trigger the sending/forwarding of an IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD to inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the related export declaration and not only in the specific scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.

For the case of Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832), the related RFCs FESS-320 and DDNEA-P4-359 foresee a specifications’ update so that the MSA of Export sends the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch, after the reception of the IE519 due to e-AD request rejection.

In addition, in the RFC FESS-321, it is proposed that AES sends after the IE537 message, additionally, an IE519 message. For this scenario, it was already foreseen, as of Phase 4.1, that the IE839 is sent to the MSA of Dispatch, following the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check result. 

Lastly, for the business scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, it is proposed that the existing specifications are updated as applicable to specify that, after the reception of IE519, the IE839 message is sent by the MSA of Export to the MSA of Dispatch. After successful reception of the IE839 message by the MSA of Dispatch, the MSA of Dispatch should also forward the respective IE839 message to the Consignor. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the FESS BPMs. The changes have been marked with yellow highlight. 

· In ‘TC Customs Rejection Reason code, a new value ‘x’ will be added with description ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration’;



· The condition C212, which is applied in data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs in Phase 4.2, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.  



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



· Updates in the State Transition diagrams.

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States. It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC, as well as on the STDs in the form (received IE) ^(sent IE). (sent IE).

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is same as MS of Export

· The description of the existing transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519 [Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· The description of the existing transition from “Accepted” to “Accepted” via IE839 will be updated to include also the transition via IE839 [Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].  

STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· The description of the transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration]^IE839[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, the MSA of Dispatch/Consignor (as applicable) will not be properly informed, via an IE839 message with rejection reason ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration’, regarding the Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-389; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-103, TRP-P4-146, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-023.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:30] [30:  FESS-350 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
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DDNEA-P4-359 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-359



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		KE24027



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		16/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-320, stemming from issue IM634903, the KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications and a workaround solution for the procedures following an e-AD Request Rejection. More specifically, in case the Export declaration contains multiple ARCs, AES sends multiple e-AD requests (IE532) per ARC. If AES receives at least one negative response with the IE832 message for an ARC, this leads to the rejection of the entire export declaration. Then, at the EMCS side, all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration should be in the “Accepted” state, both at the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch. The KE24027 was proposed since the AES specifications did not foresee a message to be sent to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and its included ARCs. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832 message, found the included ARCs in the export declaration message on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC number included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number was proposed to be used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that in principle there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. When EMCS receives IE532 - e-AD Request messages for an Export Declaration message and EMCS responds to at least one e-AD request with an IE832 - e-AD Request Rejection message, then the Export declaration gets rejected at the Customs Office of Export and AES should send the IE519 message to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and which are the included ARCs. 

The MSA of Export should then proceed to update the states so that all the e-ADs of the Export declaration are in the “Accepted” state. Then, the MSA of Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and its included ARCs via an IE839 message (with a new rejection reason equal to “e-AD Request Rejection”). In this manner, the states can become “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch, too. 

Lastly, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection”, and KE24040 – “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages.

In particular for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to e-AD request rejection, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the Export Declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workaround KE24040 of Phase 4.1).

The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC DDNEA-P4-361. 



Proposed solution:

The issues reported in the [Problem Statement] were discussed with AES Central Project Team and AES National Project Managers and the agreement is to update both DDNXA for AES and FESS&DDNEA for EMCS. Thus, there is a dependency. The following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications. 

· DDNEA Main Document



· Under section II.II.1.4 ‘Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection’, for the case that MSA of Dispatch is MSA of Export as well the paragraph below will be updated to become:



“[…] In this scenario, the e-AD request is rejected since the ARC is is not known to the MSA of Dispatch where the e-AD request is   submitted either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state in that MSA, when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ)       

II.II.1.4.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration       Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection

According to this scenario, the Consignor submits a draft e-AD (IE815: N_EAD_SUB) to the MSA of Dispatch including export as the destination type (Destination Type Code is “6 = Destination - Export”). The validation of the submitted draft e-AD passes successfully and the MSA of Dispatch returns the validated e-AD (IE801: C_EAD_VAL) back to the Consignor. Finally, the state of the movement at the MSA of Dispatch is set to “Accepted” and the TIM_EAD_ESAD timer is initiated. 

The Declarant/Representative submits an export declaration (IE515) to the Customs Export Application. This IE is not depicted in the Time Sequence Diagrams as it takes place fully in the AES system. The e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ) is sent from the Customs Export Application to another MSA of Dispatch. Thus, MSA of Dispatch 2 returns an IE832 (N_EAD_REJ) to the Customs Export Application, since the ARC is not known. either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state. Then, the Customs Export Application sends the IE519-Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export (N_EXP_REJ) message to the MSA of Dispatch, to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and the included ARCs in the declaration*. The MSA of Dispatch builds and sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) to the Consignor with rejection reason equal to “e-AD request rejection”, which includes the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. The flow ends at this point.

It should be noted that the same flow will be followed in case there is a single MSA of Dispatch, but the ARC is either wrong or not in the correct state in that MSA of Dispatch when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ).

* It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, a workaround solution in EMCS should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration).  

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message.”



· Under section II.II.2.4 ‘Export Operation at Office of Export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection, when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export’, the paragraph below will be updated to become:



“[…] In this scenario, the e-AD request is rejected since the ARC is either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state in that MSA of Destination/MSA of Export when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ)

II.II.2.4.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection

According to this scenario, the Consignor submits a draft e-AD (IE815: N_EAD_SUB) to the MSA of Dispatch including export as the destination type (Destination Type Code is “6 = Destination - Export”). Upon successful validation of the draft e-AD, the MSA of Dispatch returns the validated e-AD (IE801: C_EAD_VAL) back to the Consignor and disseminates it to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. Finally, the state of the movement at the MSA of Dispatch is set to “Accepted” and the TIM_EAD_ESAD timer is initiated. The Declarant/Representative submits an export declaration (IE515) to the Customs Export Application. This IE is not depicted in the Time Sequence Diagrams as it takes place fully in the AES system. The e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ) is sent from the Customs Export Application to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export 2. Thus, MSA of Destination/MSA of Export 2 returns an IE832 (N_EAD_REJ) to the Customs Export Application, since the ARC is either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state. Then, the Customs Export Application sends the IE519-Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export (N_EXP_REJ) message to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and the included ARCs in the declaration*. The flow ends at this point.

It should be noted that the same flow will be followed in case there is a single MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, but the ARC is either wrong or not in the correct state in that MSA of Destination/MSA of Export when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ).

The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export builds and sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) to the MSA of Dispatch with rejection reason equal to “e-AD request rejection”, which includes the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. The state of the e-AD(s) at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed to “Accepted”.

Then, upon reception of the IE839 message by the MSA of Dispatch, the state of the e-AD(s) at the MSA of Dispatch is changed to “Accepted” and the rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) is forwarded to the Consignor.

* It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration). 

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message.

· The changes proposed above in sections II.II.1.4.1 and II.II.2.4.1 will be reflected in the respective TSD-time sequence diagrams and in the CLD-collaboration diagrams of the DDNEA Main Document. The respective TSD and CLD diagrams for section II.II.2.4.1 are provided in Annex 4.2. 



· In addition, the following updates in the State Transition Diagrams of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed.

It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC, as well as on the STDs, in the form (received IE) ^(sent IE). (sent IE).

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.1 When MS of Dispatch is MS of Export as well

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” via IE519 [e-AD request Rejection].

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted” to “Accepted” via IE839[e-AD request Rejection];

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” via IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).

STD at Destination under section II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export”, to “Accepted” via IE519[e-AD request Rejection] ^ IE839[e-AD request Rejection];

· Update of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” from to IE532^IE832(after amendment of Export declaration) IE532^IE832.IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).

The respective STDs when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (STD at Dispatch, STD at Destination) are provided in Annex 4.4.



· Appendix B - Codelists

In TC18 - Customs Rejection Reason Code, a new code ‘x’ will be added with description: 'e-AD Request Rejection'.



· Appendix D – Technical Message Structure

The condition C212, which is applied in various data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs, the final proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2 can be found in Annex 4.5.

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'e-AD Request Rejection'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R' 



· Appendix H: Directory with XML Schemas (XSDS)



The tcl.xsd file shall be impacted in order to reflect the aforementioned update in TC18.



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)


The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-320.  Moreover, the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can obtain the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration message (IE515) (i.e. via the respective IE519 message sent by AES, which informs about the export declaration rejection due to e-AD request rejection and includes the full list of ARC(s)). Thus, the related workarounds should still be applicable, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration, upon rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level (addition of a new value in the technical codelist TC18) and at the semantic level regarding the coordination protocol (IE839 message regarding the e-AD Request Rejection) as well as business compliance (update of C212).

It shall be noted that a transformation solution is not suggested for this RFC. Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that they behave as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs whereas they behave in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4 .2 MSAs (only), a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC so that no syntactic violations and business continuity issues occur.  

Regarding the interaction between AES and EMCS in the National Domain, it shall be noted that the goal is to have a synchronized deployment in production of the related changes in AES and EMCS. Nevertheless, if that is not possible, there are measures in place to overcome incompatibilities. It is considered that there will be no impact on business continuity of EMCS, if the respective MSA can also support the existing workaround solution up to the moment when both AES and EMCS deployments have been completed. 



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at the end of Migration Period (Mr) due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-320;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: DDNEA-P4-361.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:31] [31:  DDNEA-P4-359 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













DDNEA-P4-361 – Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-361



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM644206



		Known Error

		KE24040



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-IT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-322, stemming from issue IM644206, the KE24040 was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request and proposed a workaround so that the MSA of Export could obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message, as this had not been foreseen in the specifications. The logic of the workaround is that the MSA of Export gets the included ARCs in the rejected IE513 messages on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the IE513 and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The workaround is not error-proof though. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the IE513 message. However, it has been pointed out that in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declaration using the same LRN. Further to this, the workaround was based on the logic that AES sends a different IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513. However, according to the existing AES specifications, this should happen only for “new or modified” e-ADs in IE513 message.

Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic of Export Declaration Amendment. The KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request” will be incorporated into the specifications and the necessary modifications in the AES specifications should take place, so that AES sends an IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513 message.

As noted before, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message. The list of e-ADs is needed:

· so that the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch can perform any necessary state transitions, following a rejection of the IE513 message due to either an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832) or due to a negative cross-check result (IE537). This has been explained in the RFCs DDNEA-359 and DDNEA-360 respectively;

· so that the MSA of Export finds whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513 message, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of any excluded e-ADs should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export and at the MSA of Dispatch. 

The procedure that follows in case any excluded e-AD(s) are found, is further described in the related RFC DDNEA-P4-384.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in DDNEA:



· DDNEA Main Document 



· Under Sub-Section II.II EXPORT SCENARIOS, certain clarifications will be provided for the case of Export Declaration Amendment (IE513). More specifically, it will be added that:



The Export scenarios under II.II.1 ‘Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is MSA of export as well’ and ‘II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export’ describe the case where the Declarant/Representative sends an Export Declaration (IE515) message to the Customs Export Application. It shall be noted that the Export scenarios may also refer to the case of an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message being submitted to the Customs Export Application (following the submission of the IE515, as per the AES procedures). Neither the IE515 nor the IE513 IEs are depicted in the Time Sequence Diagrams, as they take place fully in the AES system and are not sent directly to EMCS. Regardless of whether an IE515 or an IE513 message is submitted in AES, the Export scenarios in EMCS start with the reception of the respective e-AD Request (IE532) messages. 



· Under II.II.1 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is MSA of export as well, it shall be noted that:



The MSA of Dispatch finds whether there is any e-AD excluded from the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of the excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch and the Consignor should be informed via the respective Customs Rejection of e-AD (IE839) message. 

The MSA of Dispatch can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. More specifically, 

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES; 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES. 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Dispatch on its own, from the IE532 message(s) received by AES for the IE513, as described in sections II.II.1.3 and II.II.1.4.  […]





· Under II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, a note will be added to describe that:



The MSA of Destination/Export finds whether there is any e-AD excluded from the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of the excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Destination/Export. Then, the MSA of Destination/Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch regarding the excluded e-AD(s), via the respective Customs Rejection of e-AD (IE839) message, so that the states are “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. The MSA of Dispatch shall then proceed to inform the Consignor via the IE839 message.

The MSA of Destination/Export can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. More specifically,

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES. 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES; 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Destination/Export on its own, from the IE532 messages received by AES for the IE513 message as described in sections II.II.2.3 and II.II.2.4. […].



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-322.  Moreover, the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA Main Document only.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-322;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: DDNEA-P4-359, DDNEA-P4-360, DDNEA-P4-384.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:32] [32:  DDNEA-P4-361 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-363 – Update of rules R271 – R276

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-363



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM567289



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/12/2022



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As stated in the parent FESS RFC, during Conformance Testing, it was detected that a few test cases were failing due to violations of one of the rules introduced for NA-XI, i.e. R271, 272, R273, R274, R275 and R276. However, it shall be highlighted that in case where more than one of the NA-XI introduced rules are applied on a single message (e.g. in IE840), then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland. Therefore, rules R271 – R276 will have to be enhanced for clarity purposes and in alignment with Phase 3 RFCs DDNEA-P3-291 and FESS-258.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in Appendix D of the DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

Rules R271, R272, R273, R274, R275 and R276 shall be updated with the inclusion of the following phrase at the end of the existing wording of the rules: 

                    (…)

Note: In the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents: 

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium); 

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None); 

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High). 

CDEAs: 

· Central SEED v1 application (None); 

· CTA (None); 

· CS/MISE (None). 





		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in a misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-307 and the DDNEA specifications will not make clear that in the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC does not pose business continuity risks, since it concerns documentation updates only in the DDNEA.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-324;

· Children RFCs: -;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-125, DDNEA-P3-291, FESS-258.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review; 

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-364 – Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-364



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681399



		Known Error

		KE24439



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-325, a discrepancy has been observed in the common specifications for EMCS. More specifically, due to the obsolesce of the term ‘SAD – Single Administrative Document’, there is a need for removing, replacing and renaming the respective term in the common specifications for EMCS in order to be aligned with current Customs procedure and to reflect Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.

(Note: The paper-based SAD is still provided in Customs legislation for those cases where electronic exchange is not possible. The term 'customs declaration' is broader as it covers all types of declarations made for Customs purposes and therefore encompasses the SAD.

Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636 explains that the abbreviation 'Import SAD' is used to mean the import Customs Declaration.)



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the following Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· Rule R100 shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

A valid MRN or SAD Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number

SAD = Single Administrative Document



TO:

A valid MRN Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number



· Condition C096 shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'R'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.



TO:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'R'

ELSE < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.



· Condition C097 shall be updated as follows: 

FROM:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'O'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.  



TO:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'O'

ELSE < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.




· In the IE801/IE815 messages, the Data Group “IMPORT SAD” and the Data Item “Import SAD Number” shall be updated as follows: 

FROM:

------IMPORT SAD

Import SAD Number R   an..21



TO:

------IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION

Import Customs Declaration Number R an..21



· Appendix F: Data Groups & Transaction Hierarchy

· The Data Group ‘IMPORT SAD’ with Identifier ‘ISF’ shall be renamed to ‘IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION’ with Identifier ‘ICD’;

· The Data Group ‘IMPORT SAD’ with Identifier ‘IMS’ shall be renamed to ‘IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION’ with Identifier ‘ICE’.



· Appendix G: Data Items

The Data Item ‘Import SAD Number’ shall be renamed to ‘Import Customs Declaration Number’. 



· Appendix E: XML MAPPING

The following updates will take place in Appendix E:

FROM:

		Data-group or Data-item

		Data Type

		XML-Tag



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD - IMPORT SAD

		

		ImportSad



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD - IMPORT SAD.Import SAD Number

		an..21 

		ImportSadNumber







TO:	

		Data-group or Data-item

		Data Type

		XML-Tag



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD – IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION

		

		ImportCustomsDeclaration



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD – IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION.Import Customs Declaration Number

		an..21 

		ImportCustomsDeclarationNumber







· Appendices C (EMCS CORRELATION TABLES), H (XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)) and K (RULES AND CONDITIONS MAPPING) shall be updated accordingly. 



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents: 

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low); 

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low); 

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low). 

CDEAs: 

· Central SEED v1 application (None); 

· CTA (None); 

· CS/MISE (None). 



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in a misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-325 and the obsolete term “SAD” will remain in the DDNEA specifications.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns certain changes both at syntactic and at semantic level. 

More specifically, it concerns the update of the XML tags in relation to the <IMPORT SAD> data group and the <Import SAD Number> data item.

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files, while the receiver is not, any corresponding message sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. Therefore, as a transformation solution, it is proposed that the sending application replaces any occurrence of the <ImportCustomsDeclaration> and <ImportCustomsDeclarationNumber> XML tags with the <ImportSad> and <ImportSadNumber> XML tags respectively; 



· In the same way, if the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd files when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. To avoid such rejections, it is proposed that the receiving application replaces any occurrence of the <ImportSad> and <ImportSadNumber> XML tags with the <ImportCustomsDeclaration> and <ImportCustomsDeclarationNumber> XML tags  respectively in the received messages. 



The related semantic changes concern the update of the wording of rule R100 and conditions C096 and C097. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the aforementioned updates will be validated only at the sending side of the respective message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation deriving from the related updates by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver. Apart from this, the change constitutes only a wording correction of the used term and does not change the business validation per se. 

It is considered that the aforementioned changes have no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risk.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-325;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-090;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-137, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-002, IE734-057.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review; 

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-365 – Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-365



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681404



		Known Error

		KE24357



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-326, a discrepancy has been observed in the specifications regarding some EMCS codelists and the naming of the IE818 message. 

More specifically, the technical codelists TC50, TC60, and TC64 need to be updated in order to be aligned with the current specifications, as of DDNEA v3.14. In more detail, 

· In the technical codelist TC50 - Status Type, the code ‘X12’ is related to Local Clearance, however Local Clearance is not applicable in Phase 4.1;

· In the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type and Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type:

· the description of code ‘IE803’ is “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD”, while it should refer to both e-AD/e-SAD;

· the description of code ‘IE839’ is erroneously “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT”, while the name of the message IE839 is “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”;

Furthermore, regarding the discrepancy in the IE818 message, the naming of the certain message has erroneously remained as “ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT” throughout EMCS specifications. Therefore, it needs to be updated to be aligned with the name of the value “IE818” as exists in the technical codelists TC60/TC64 and the current legislation as amended under the Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2024/289 of 12 January 2024, i.e. “ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT”.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in DDNEA:

· DDNEA Main Document

· Under section II.II.1.1.2 ‘Export confirmation of Exit’, the paragraph will be updated to become:



“[…] the MSA of Dispatch sends the Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export message (IE818: C_DEL_DAT) to the Consignor. […]”





· Under section II.II.1.2.2 ‘Export Cancellation of Exit’, the paragraph will be updated to become:



“[…]) the MSA of Dispatch sends the Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export message (IE818: C_DEL_DAT) to the Consignor. […]”



· [bookmark: _Ref458499428][bookmark: _Ref77397821][bookmark: _Ref135478917][bookmark: _Toc178390879][bookmark: _Toc191308468][bookmark: _Toc191309325][bookmark: _Toc1400634]Under section IX.I.2.2.5 ‘Encoding the CSIDD for EMCS’, the IE Name for value ‘818’ in Table 40: MsgTypId used for an Information Exchange of EMCS shall be updated from “Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export” to “Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export”.



· Under section IX.I.3 ‘Environment’, the IE Name for value ‘818’ in Table 45: Information Exchanges exchanged via the ‘Core flow’ queue shall be updated from “Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export” to “Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export”.



· Appendix B: Codelists

· In the codelist TC50 “Status Type” (applied to: IE904, IE905), the code ‘X12’ shall be modified from "Accepted for Export" to (reserved) since it is related to Local Clearance which is no longer applicable;

· In the codelist TC60 “Technical Message Type” (applied to: IE934), the codes shall be updated as following: 

· The description for the code IE803 shall be modified to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”; 

· The description for the code IE810 shall be modified to “CANCELLATION OF AN E-AD”;

· The description for code IE839 shall be modified to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”.

· In the codelist TC64 “Requested Message Type” (applied to: IE904, IE905), the codes shall be updated as following: 

· The description for code IE803 shall be modified to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”;

· The description for IE839 shall be modified to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”.



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The naming of the IE818 message shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

[bookmark: _Toc180529571]IE818 - ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT (C_DEL_DAT)

TO:

[bookmark: _Toc180529572]IE818 - ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT (C_DEL_DAT)



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)  

· In tcl.xsd, TC50 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--===== Status Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="X12">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>(reserved)</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
<!--=====Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE803">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE810">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CANCELLATION OF AN E-AD
</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”



· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
<xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD </xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”



· In tcl.xsd, TC64 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Requested Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
<xs:enumeration value="IE803">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD </xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”



· In tcl.xsd, TC64 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Requested Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
<xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD </xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· The IE818.xsd shall be updated as follows:

“…

<!--=========================================-->

  <!--===== IE818:C_DEL_DAT -->

  <!--===== ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT -->

  <!--=========================================-->

…”



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS) 

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd and IE818.xsd files in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I. 





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and there will be a discrepancy in the DDNEA specifications regarding certain codelists, as described in the problem statement.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns a change at the syntactic level. The change in the XSDs concerns an update in annotations within tcl.xsd and IE818.xsd. Therefore, it is considered that this change does not pose an impact on business continuity. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-326;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-104; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-138, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-003, CSMISE-182, IE734-058.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:33] [33:  DDNEA-P4-365 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-366 – Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-366



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681401



		Known Error

		KE24405



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-328, the IE839 message had been updated to be used both for Export scenarios and when the origin is Import and it is considered to be a dual-purpose message. More specifically, in the Annex of Directive 2022/1636, Table 8, which refers to the IE839 message, is named “Customs rejection of electronic administrative document (not applicable to e-SAD)”. Therefore, in order to be aligned, the same title should remain as “Customs rejection of e-AD”. This change also applies to the technical codelists TC60 and TC64, where the IE839 is present, and the name shall be changed to “Customs rejection of e-AD”.  



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix B: Codelists

· In the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type (applied to: IE934), the description for IE839 shall be modified from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD";

· In the Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type (applied to: IE904, IE905), the description for IE839 shall be modified from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--===== Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD
</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· In tcl.xsd, TC64 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--===== Requested Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD
</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-328 RFC. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns a change at the syntactic level. The change in the XSDs concerns an update in annotations within tcl.xsd. Therefore, it is considered that this change does not pose an impact on business continuity. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-328;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-136.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-367 – Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-367



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681406



		Known Error

		KE24363



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-329, a discrepancy has been observed regarding a data item of the IE701 message. More specifically, during the update of the Technical Annexes I and II of the Council Directives, it was identified that the data item ‘Member State Code’ in the IE701 message does not have attached to it the Business Codelist BC11 - National Administrations. In the current structure of IE701, BC11 is already attached to the ‘Member State Code’ data item under ‘E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST’ and ‘LIST OF MEMBER STATES’ data groups. Therefore, the specifications need to be updated so that the BC11 is also attached to the data item ‘Member State Code’.

 

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The IE701 message shall be updated to become as follows:

---REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION

Period from date     R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Period to date          R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Extraction                O         n1      TR9110

Member State Code	O	a2     BC11



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-329 RFC. The data item “Member State Code” will not have attached to it the BC11.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns a documentation update only. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-329;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-091; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-126.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-368 – Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-368



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681415



		Known Error

		KE24355



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/09/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-331, a misalignment has been observed in the specifications regarding the format of a data item. More specifically, in the IE714 – REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF) message, the format of the data item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ under the ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ data group has format ‘n..5’. However, in the respective data item, is applied the technical codelist TC63, which has format ‘n..3’. Therefore, the format of the data item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ shall be updated in order to be aligned with the format of TC63.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.   

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The format of the existing data item in the IE714 message will be modified as follows:



IE714 - REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF)



---FUNCTIONAL ERROR

Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code   R   n..3   TC63

	

· Appendix G: Data Items

The existing entry for the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item will be updated as highlighted below:

		Data item

		Format



		…

		….



		Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code

		n..3







· Appendix E: XML Mapping

The existing entry for the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item will be updated as highlighted below:

		Data-group or Data-item

		Data Type



		…

		….



		MESSAGE - FUNCTIONAL ERROR.Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code

		n..3







· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Tables

The following entries for the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item will be updated as highlighted below:

		Message Element

		Data Type



		…

		….



		‘MESSAGE - FUNCTIONAL ERROR.Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’

		‘n..3’









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-331 RFC. In addition, there will be inconsistency between the format of the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item and the format of the technical codelist TC63, which is applied on the data item.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns only a documentation update.  



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risk.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-331;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-127, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-005.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-369 – Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-369



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM645904



		Known Error

		KE24456



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		23/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-SK









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-333, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-SK in the specifications regarding the multiplicity of the data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS in the IE839 message, in relation to the corresponding message structure of the IE537 message of AES. 

More specifically, in the IE537 message, the negative cross-check results are reported under the structure:

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD 999x R 

------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT 999x R

On the other hand, in the IE839 message, the corresponding message structure for reporting negative cross-check results is:

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x D	

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT   999x	  R	

Therefore, the multiplicity of <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> data group in the IE839 message should be changed to be in full alignment with the IE537 message of AES.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The multiplicity of NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS data group of the IE839 message shall be changed from 99x to 999x. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

More specifically, IE839 shall be changed:

FROM:

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    99x	D	C212

(...)

 

TO:

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    999x	D	C212

(...)



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

Appendix H shall be modified accordingly to reflect the aforementioned updates in Appendix D.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-333. In addition, the IE839 message will not be in alignment with the IE537 message of AES and there is a possibility that some negative cross-check results in IE537 could not be covered in IE839.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at syntactic level.

More specifically, it concerns the update of the ie839.xsd file in relation to the <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> data group.

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender is not aligned with the new ie839.xsd file when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the messages sent will be validated successfully by the receiver in any case. More specifically, the multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> can be up to 99x at the sending side, while the receiver can receive an IE839 with multiplicity up to 999x. Therefore, any values specified in the respective data group according to the previous format (i.e. 99x) at the sending side should also be compatible with the updated format (i.e. 999x) at the receiving side, so no further transformation actions are suggested in this case;



· In the same way, if the sender is aligned with the new ie839.xsd file, while the receiver is not, the corresponding message sent may or may not be validated successfully by the receiver, depending on the case. More specifically:



· In case the multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is up to 99x at the sending side, the messages sent will be validated successfully by the receiver, since the receiver will validate successfully an IE839 with multiplicity up to 99x in the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS>;



· In case the multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is more than 99x at the sending side, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. A transformation action is required at the sending side, so that the message structure follows the 99x multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> that the receiving side awaits. It is anticipated that there will not be any loss of business information due to the proposed message transformation. More specifically, the current specifications allow to report up to 99*999 = 98,901 UBR cross-check results in IE839 and there is no limitation for the ARC declared under the data group UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT. Therefore, it is considered that most, if not all, of the information for the UBR cross-check results in the IE839 message can be depicted in the transformed message sent, which should be compliant to the 99x multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> that the receiver awaits. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risk.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-333;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-092; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-128, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-006.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-370 – Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-370



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM646712



		Known Error

		KE24457



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/10/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-334, a discrepancy has been observed in the DDNEA specifications regarding condition C147. More specifically, the certain condition needs to be updated since the naming of ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group needs to be corrected to become ‘EΧPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION’. During the update of Phase 4.1 specifications, the wording of the ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group had been changed from 'EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES' to 'EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION'. However, condition C147 was not updated accordingly in order to reflect the respective change.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure 

The description of condition C147 shall be updated as follows. The updates are highlighted in yellow.



FROM:   

IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’​

THEN​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> is ‘R’​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> does not apply​

ELSE​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> does not apply​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ 



TO:  

IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’​

THEN​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> is ‘R’​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> does not apply​

ELSE​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> does not apply​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ 





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-334 RFC and the specifications as updated for Phase 4.1. Moreover, the wording of C147 will contain wrong terminology instead of the correct term ‘EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION’.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-334;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-129, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-007.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD











DDNEA-P4-371 – Update of the wording of the technical rule TR0104/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-371



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM635616, IM634343



		Known Error

		KE24458



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-FI









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

A discrepancy has been observed in the DDNEA specifications regarding the description of TR0104. In further detail, TR0104 is imposed on the dependent <HEADER> data group of the IE906 and IE917 messages, which contains the data items ‘Administrative Reference Code’ and ‘Sequence Number’. 

TR0104 states that: 

“The HEADER Data Group is required for rejecting IE717, IE801, IE802, IE803, IE807, IE810, IE813, IE818, IE819, IE837, IE861, IE871, IE904, IE905 messages.

· It must not be present for rejecting all other messages (refer to Section “Design Principles - Exception Handling - Syntactic layer” of DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 Main Document).”

The IE880 and IE881 messages include a <HEADER> data group that includes the data items ‘Administrative Reference Code’ and ‘Sequence Number’, but they are not mentioned in TR0104 in the messages for the rejection of which the <HEADER> data group is required.

Therefore, the description of TR0104 should be updated to handle the aforementioned issue.  



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure 

The description of TR0104 shall be updated as follows in order to include the IE880 and IE881 messages. The new additions are highlighted in yellow.



FROM:   

"The HEADER Data Group is required for rejecting IE717, IE801, IE802, IE803, IE807, IE810, IE813, IE818, IE819, IE837, IE861, IE871, IE904, IE905 messages, except for the cases where the data item <Administrative Reference code> is syntactically invalid or missing in the afore-mentioned messages.



It must not be present for rejecting all other messages (refer to Section “Design Principles - Exception Handling - Syntactic layer” of DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 Main Document)."



TO:   

"The HEADER Data Group is required for rejecting IE717, IE801, IE802, IE803, IE807, IE810, IE813, IE818, IE819, IE837, IE861, IE871, IE880, IE881, IE904, IE905 messages, except for the cases where the data item <Administrative Reference code> is syntactically invalid or missing in the afore-mentioned messages.



It must not be present for rejecting all other messages (refer to Section “Design Principles - Exception Handling - Syntactic layer” of DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 Main Document)."





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment in the TR0104 specifications. TR01014 will erroneously not mention that the <HEADER> data group is required for rejecting IE880 and IE881 messages.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns only a documentation update in the DDNEA.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-130, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-008.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:34] [34:  DDNEA-P4-371 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-372 – Change the Condition C066 to a Business Rule/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-372



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681403



		Known Error

		KE24417



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-335, a discrepancy has been observed regarding condition C066, which is imposed on a Required data item (i.e. ---(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Date and Time of Update Validation). More specifically, in the DDNEA v3.14 Main Document, under Section VI.I.3 Technical Message Structure, the functionality of conditions is defined as a way of controlling the optionality of a Data Group or a Data Item.  

Therefore, condition C066 shall be deprecated and replaced by a new business rule BRxxxBR057 which will have the same wording as the condition. 

 

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure



· The IE801 message shall be updated as follows:


· Removal of C066 from <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item

· Addition of a new business rule BRxxxBR057 to <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item



· Appendix J: Business Rules Catalogue 

A new Business Rule shall be added and applied in the <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item in the IE801 message with the following description:

		BR ID

		BRxxxBR057



		BR Category

		Relation



		BR Description

		It is obligatory that if Sequence Number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD> data item​, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD



		FESS Validation Rule

		· if sequence number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD> data item, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination.



		IE

		IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD)



		Data Item

		· (HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Date and Time of Update Validation



		Optionality

		Mandatory







· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping



· Removal of the following table entry:

· C066: IE801.MESSAGE – (HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Date and Time of Update Validation



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-335 RFC. Moreover, condition C066 will be erroneously imposed on a Required data item, whilst its wording does not control the optionality of the data item. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns a documentation update. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-335;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-093; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-131, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-009.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:35] [35:  DDNEA-P4-371 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-375 – Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-375



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Legislation Alignment



		Incidents

		IM647115  



		Known Error

		KE24064



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-338, a discrepancy has been observed regarding condition C212.

There is a legal requirement that in case of inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be notified. 

More specifically, Article 21(4) of Directive (EU) 2020/262 states: 

“Where there are any inconsistencies between the electronic administrative document and the export declaration, the competent authorities in the Member State of export shall notify the competent authorities in the Member State of dispatch using the computerised system.”

Thus, in case of negative cross-check results between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, there should be sent an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECCTION OF E-AD message to the MSA of Dispatch to inform about the inconsistencies. This also applies for the case that the IE839 message sent to a particular MSA of Dispatch includes only e-ADs that were positively cross-checked.

Therefore, there is a need to update the specifications in order to allow the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check result’ of the IE839 message not to be required to be filled in this scenario.

A new condition, CxxxC214 will be applied to the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’ to handle its optionality, which shall also control that in case of an IE839 message with only positively cross-checked e-ADs declared, this Data group is not applicable. Condition C212 shall be updated accordingly, so that it is no longer applicable for the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· Addition of a new condition CxxxC214 imposed on the data group NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS of the IE839 message. In case that there are negative cross-check validation results to be reported for any of the ARCs included in the IE839 data group C_EAD_VAL, then the data group is Required, else it is N/A.



More specifically, the new condition CxxxC214 shall be added with the following description:

“IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result' and there are negative cross-check validation results to be reported for any of the ARCs included in the data group C_EAD_VAL

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is ‘R’ ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply



Note: in the data group C_EAD_VAL are declared all the e-ADs concerning the recipient of the IE839 message regarding the particular Export Declaration”



· Condition C212 shall be removed from the ‘NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS’ data group of the IE839 message.



· Condition C212 shall be updated as follows:

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping

· Addition of the following table entry:

CxxxC214: IE839.MESSAGE – EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION – NEGATIVE CROSS- CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS

· Removal of the following table entry:

C212: IE839.MESSAGE – EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION – NEGATIVE CROSS- CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-338 RFC. In addition, it will not be possible to have an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs after the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check results. Therefore, the MSA of Export will not send the IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch and the legal requirement that the MSA of Dispatch should be notified in the cases where there are inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, would not be covered for this case.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the semantic level, namely the inclusion of ‘CxxxC214’ to the “Negative cross-check validation results” data group in the IE839 message. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the new condition will be validated only at the sending side of the IE839 message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over CD. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the inclusion of the business rule by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-338;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-094; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-132, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-010, CSMISE-183.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-376 – Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2CS/MISE and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-376



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM567295



		Known Error

		KE24529



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/01/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-339, during 2025, there will be migration of CS/MISE to CS/MIS2 to endure that statistics regarding all Customs and Excise domains are kept in one place. The present RFC describes the change that has to be performed for the IE770 message in order to align the search fields regarding the registered unavailability. There are two issues in relation to the present RFC:

1. In the CS/MISE application, the values that currently exist in the specific drop-down list for the unavailability are based on the values of the technical codelist TC87 - BUSINESS PROCESS CODE, applied on IE770.<SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY.Business Process Code> data item. 

For EMCS Phase 4.1, the “Explanation” field (in the IE770 data item and in the UI of CS/MISE) could be used to indicate the unavailability of EMCS Central Circuit, with a remark within this field that the entry is related to Duty Suspension or Duty Paid functionality. 

The specifications in EMCS Phase 4.2 shall be changed and the values in TC87 will be updated to increase clarity regarding the possible causes of the unavailability.

The new TC87 shall be updated to include distinct codes for External/Common domain, and drill down further, by having separate codes for Duty Suspension and Duty Paid per domain.

It was agreed between the NAs that the technical codelist TC87 shall be updated so that it distinguishes between the two functionalities (Duty Suspension and Duty Paid).

2. A renaming of the Data Item(s): Explanation and Explanation_LNG, that belong to the Data Group <SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY> of IE770, will be implemented for alignment purposes.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following update shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

In IE770 the following change will be implemented:

FROM

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

	Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime 	C059

	Explanation	                          O      	an..350	

	Explanation_LNG      		D          a2	BC12	C002



TO

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

	Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime 	C059

	Justification	                          O      	an..350	

	Justification_LNG      		D          a2	BC12	C002



· Appendix B: Cοdelists

The technical Codelist TC87 Business Process Code shall be updated as described below:

FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		All Functionality

		



		2

		EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality

		



		3

		EMCS  - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality

		



		4

		EMCS - Follow-up and Collaboration Functionality

		



		5

		National SEED Functionality

		







TO:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		All Functionality

		



		2

		EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension

		This value refers to the Duty Suspension functionality in the external Domain.



		3

		EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension

		This value refers to the Duty Suspension functionality in the common Domain.



		4

		EMCS - Follow-up and Collaboration Functionality

		



		5

		National SEED Functionality

		



		6

		EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Paid

		This value refers to the Duty Paid functionality in the external Domain.



		7

		EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Paid

		This value refers to the Duty Paid functionality in the common Domain.







In alignment to the aforementioned changes in Appendix D, regarding the renaming of the respective Data Items in the IE770 message, the following Appendices will be updated accordingly:

· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Table;

· Appendix E: XML Mapping;

· Appendix G: Data Items;

· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping;

· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS): the IE770.xsd file shall be updated.



In alignment to the aforementioned changes in Appendix B, regarding the updates in TC87, the following Appendices will be updated accordingly:

· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS): the tcl.xsd file shall be updated;

· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS): the changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (High).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications regarding the proposed update in codelist TC87 and regarding the renaming of the respective data items in IE770.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level, i.e. changes in the Technical Codelist TC87 and in the structure of the IE770 message.

If not all NEAs deploy this RFC in production at the same time, when the sender is aligned with the new xsd files, while the receiver is not, there will be cases when the IE770 message will not be validated successfully by the receiver, according to the different values used in IE770. It shall be noted that a transformation solution is not suggested in this case, due to the corresponding complexity of the introduced changes. Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before the milestone Mr (the beginning of the production period for Phase 4.2), are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that it behaves as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs, whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs, a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC, so that no syntactic violations occur.

This RfC concerns changes related to Business Functionality Technical Codelist TC87 and in the structure of the IE770 message. CS/MISE covers the handling and dissemination of the IE770 Unavailability both for the current EMCS Phase 4.1 and the next EMCS Phase 4.2 for changes related to xsd level. However, changes related to TC87 affect the registration of the NEAs’ unavailability by giving different business point of view entries for NAs that will operate under different phases during the migration period. Therefore, in order all NAs to be able to acknowledge the same Business Functionality description, this RFC is proposed to be deployed at Milestone Mr (12/02/2026). Ιt is important to be mentioned that before Milestone Mp (19/11/2025), CS/MISE will be migrated to CS/MIS2. However, more information regarding CS/MIS2 will be provided by EMCS Central Project Team separately.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at Milestone Mr (12/02/2026) due to the entailed complexities.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-339;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-098; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-139, CSMISE-179.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024Written approval procedure via e-mail on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:36] [36:  DDNEA-P4-376 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-378 – Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-378



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM638230



		Known Error

		KE24530



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in the parent RFC FESS-341, a discrepancy has been observed regarding the filling of the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group in the IE829 and IE839 messages. For an Export-related movement, as a Consignee is understood to be the person representing the Consignor at the office of export, there have been two issues identified. 

More specifically, in the data group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER of IE829 and IE839 messages, for the case of “Destination Type Code = Export”, the “TraderID” and “EORI Number” data items are optional, and the required data items name and address are not sufficient for a unique identification of the Consignee Trader.  

Further to this, in the most common case, the Consignors of e-ADs do not know beforehand who is going to submit the export declaration, so as to declare this in the e-AD. Indeed, it is very likely that the different e-ADs that are included in the same Export declaration have different values under the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group.

On the other hand, the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group has only a multiplicity of 1x in the IE829 and IE839 messages. Thus, it is not clear to the MSAs with what values should the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group be filed in the IE829 and IE839 messages in the case where the respective data group is different in the included e-ADs.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· The IE829 message shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R



		---HEADER

		1x

		R



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		R



		---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

		999x

		R



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O



		---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

		1x

		R









TO:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R



		---HEADER

		1x

		R



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		O 



		---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

		999x

		R



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O



		---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

		1x

		R







· The IE839 message shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R

		



		---HEADER

		1x

		R

		



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		R

		



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O

		



		---REJECTION

		1x

		R

		



		---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION

		1x

		D

		C117



		------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS

		99x

		D

		C212



		---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		999x

		R

		



		------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------N_NON_DES

		1x

		D

		C212



		---C_EAD_VAL

		999x

		D

		C212



		---N_EAD_SUB

		1x

		D

		C212









TO:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R

		



		---HEADER

		1x

		R

		



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		O

		



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O

		



		---REJECTION

		1x

		R

		



		---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION

		1x

		D

		C117



		------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS

		99x

		D

		C212



		---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		999x

		R

		



		------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------N_NON_DES

		1x

		D

		C212



		---C_EAD_VAL

		999x

		D

		C212



		---N_EAD_SUB

		1x

		D

		C212







· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Tables 

Appendix C will be updated accordingly.

· Appendix H: Directory with XML Schemas (XSDs)

The ie829.xsd, ie839.xsd files will be updated accordingly.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will not be aligned with the changes proposed by RFC FESS-341. In addition, there are not any significant business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level. 

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender application has implemented this change but the receiver has not, then there are two possible cases:

· the sender application has filled the optional data group <(CONSIGNEE) TRADER>. Then the messages will be validated successfully by the receiver, posing no business continuity risks. 

· the sender application has not filled the optional data group <(CONSIGNEE) TRADER>. Then any corresponding message sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. Therefore, as a transformation solution, it is proposed that the sending application places an occurrence of the respective XML element accordingly.

· If the receiver application has implemented this change but the sender has not, then the messages will be validated successfully posing no business continuity risks.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-341;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-099; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-140, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-011.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:37] [37:  DDNEA-P4-378 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-379 – Update of the DDNEA XSDs regarding the multiplicity defined as maxOccurs="unbounded"/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-379



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM614681



		Known Error

		KE24534



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-DE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

A discrepancy has been observed by NA-DE within the DDNEA Appendix D and the XSDs scheme. More particularly, in the cases where in the DDNEA the multiplicity of a Data Group is 999x, this is described differently in the XDSs schemes and is defined as maxOccurs="unbounded". Up until now, the multiplicity of 999x and/or 9999x in Appendix D has been mentioned as “unbounded” in the XSDs. 

If the XSDs are not updated to reflect fully Appendix D regarding the multiplicity of 999x and 9999x, the misalignment between the specifications in Appendix D and the actual implementation will remain. In other words, although Appendix D will state for a particular data group that it has multiplicity 999x or 9999x, the generated XML could have more occurrences than the one stated in DDNEA and still be a valid one.

The XSDs that are affected are the following:

IE702.xsd, IE704.xsd, IE709.xsd, IE713.xsd, IE714.xsd, IE717.xsd, IE721.xsd, IE722.xsd, IE725.xsd, IE733.xsd, IE734.xsd, IE742.xsd, IE801.xsd, IE815.xsd, IE818.xsd, IE825.xsd, IE829.xsd, IE836.xsd, IE839.xsd, IE840.xsd, ΙΕ861.xsd, IE867.xsd, IE868.xsd, IE871.xsd, IE880.xsd, IE881.xsd, IE906.xsd and IE917.xsd



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix H: Directory with XML Schemas (XSDS)

· All occurrences of “unbounded” in the XSDs will be replaced with 999 in the case in the DDNEA Appendix D the multiplicity of the data groups is 999x;

· All occurrences of “unbounded” in the XSDs will be replaced with 9999 in the case in the DDNEA Appendix D the multiplicity of the data groups is 9999x.

· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the .xsd files in Appendix H are also applicable to the corresponding ones in Appendix I.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (Low);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will include incorrect multiplicities in the xsd’s.  



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level.

More specifically, it concerns the update of the XML tags and the .xsd files. 

· If not all NEAs deploy this RFC in production at the same time, when the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files while the receiver is not, the respective messages will be validated successfully by the receiver;


· In the same way, if the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd files when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. To avoid such rejections, it is proposed that the receiving NEA drops any occurrences that surpass the multiplicity of the respective data groups in the received messages. Therefore, no further transformation actions are suggested in this case.



Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before Milestone Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that it behaves as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs, whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs (only), a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC so that no syntactic violations and business continuity issues occur.

It should be noted that the changes introduced by this specific RFC affect the External, National and Common Domain, since the impacted messages are exchanged over these domains, as well as SEED.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs during the Migration Period due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs:-;

· Children RFCs: CSMISE-184;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-141, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-012.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:38] [38:  DDNEA-P4-379 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-380 – Moving the Data Item 'Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export' under the Data Group 'EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE' of IE829/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-380



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM689040



		Known Error

		KE24532



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-342, a discrepancy has been observed in the DDNEA specifications regarding the "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" data item under the "EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group of the IE829 message. More specifically, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” acts as a flag regarding whether the IE829 message reports that the Export Declaration has been accepted, or that the goods have been released for Export. 

Therefore, it is not correct that it has been listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs included in the Export Declaration.  

Consequently, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” shall be moved under the data group “EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE”, which has multiplicity 1x and refers to the Export Declaration and its acceptance or release.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure 

· The IE829 message will be updated as follows:



FROM    

    (…)

--- EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

Administrative Reference Code                          R    an21   R273

Sequence Number                                               R    n..2     R232

Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export   R   n1   TC27

    (…)

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

Reference Number of Sender Customs Office   R   an8   R032   R236

Identification of Sender Customs Officer          O   an..35	

Date of Acceptance                                            D    date     C222

Date of Release                                                  D    date     C222

Document Reference Number                            R   an..21   R100

    (…)





TO

    (…)

--- EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

Administrative Reference Code                          R    an21   R273

Sequence Number                                               R    n..2     R232

    (…)

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

	Reference Number of Sender Customs Office   R   an8   R032   	R236

	Identification of Sender Customs Officer          O   an..35	

	Date of Acceptance                                            D    date     C222

	Date of Release                                                  D    date     C222

	Document Reference Number                            R   an..21   R100

Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export   R   n1    TC27 

(…)





· The description of condition C222 shall be updated as follows. 
The updates are highlighted in yellow.



FROM

IF <EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

< EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’



TO

IF <EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

< EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

Appendix H shall be modified accordingly to reflect the aforementioned updates in Appendix D. 



· Appendix E: XML Mapping

Appendix E shall be modified accordingly to reflect the aforementioned updates in Appendix D.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-342 RFC. In addition, the existing data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” will still be erroneously listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD” data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs that are included in the Export Declaration. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level. 

More specifically, it concerns the update of the ie829.xsd in relation to moving the data item <Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export> under EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE data group.

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files, while the receiver is not, any corresponding message sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. Therefore, as a transformation solution, it is proposed that the sending application moves the occurrence of the <ExportDeclarationAcceptanceOrGoodsReleasedForExport> XML element accordingly (i.e. to be under the data group EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD and not under the data group EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE), so that the receiving application can validate successfully the XML received; 



· In the same way, if the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd files when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. To avoid such rejections, it is proposed as a transformation solution that the receiving application moves the occurrences of the <ExportDeclarationAcceptanceOrGoodsReleasedForExport> XML elements (i.e. to be under the data group EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE and not under the data group EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD), respectively in the received messages, so that the XML received is valid.  





		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-342;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-095, CSMISE-180; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-133, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-013.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Table 7 of Annex I to delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:39] [39:  DDNEA-P4-380 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD











DDNEA-P4-381 – New business validation on the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 – Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 - Manual Closure Response/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-381



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM691016



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-343, NA-BE has proposed the introduction of an additional business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products" data item of the IE818 (Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export) message:



---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products        R         date                 BR023

 

More specifically, the existing BR023 checks that the submission date of the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of arrival of excise products declared in the draft report of receipt/export. The inclusion of an additional Business Rule has been proposed in order to check that the date of arrival of excise products that is declared in the report of receipt/export is also equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD.

This will prevent the case of IE818 messages received from other MSAs in which the date of arrival of excise products is earlier than the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], a new Business Rule shall be imposed on the occurrences of the data item Date of Arrival of Excise Products in the IE818 – ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT message.

The following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix J: Business Rules Catalogue 

A new Business Rule shall be added and applied in the data item “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” in the IE818 message with the following description:



		BR ID

		BRxx1BR056



		BR Category

		Relation



		BR Description

		It is obligatory that the Date of Arrival of Excise Products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the Date of Dispatch that is included in the e-AD/e-SAD message.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-02-Perform Report of Receipt/Export



		FESS Validation Rule

		· the date of arrival of excise products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of dispatch in the e-AD/e-SAD



		IE

		Draft IE818(draft report of receipt/export)



		Data Item

		· REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT.Date of Arrival of Excise Products

· ATTRIBUTES.Date of Arrival of Excise Products



		Optionality

		Mandatory









· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The new business rule will be added in the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item under “REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT” data group of the IE818 message as shown below:



FROM:   

" (...)
---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products	R   date   BR023   

(...)"



TO:   

" (...)
---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products        R   date   BR023   BRxx1BR056

(...)"



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-343 RFC. In addition, if the proposed change is not implemented, then the specifications will not be updated to validate that the date of arrival of excise products in the draft Report of Receipt/Export is equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at semantic level, namely the inclusion of ‘BRxxxBR057’ to the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item in the IE818 message. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the new business rule will be validated only at the sending side of the IE818 message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the inclusion of the business rule by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-343;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-096; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-134, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-014.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-383 – Validations regarding the usage of temporary authorisations in e-AD/e-SAD/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-383



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM629844



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		18/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As explained in its parent RFC FESS-345, NA-BE raised the issue at the ECWP meeting in September 2023 that there should be a requirement in the common specifications to validate e-SAD regarding the temporary certified consignee authorisations used. More specifically, a SEED authorisation of type temporary certified consignee which is marked as not re-usable, should only be validated for a single e-SAD. In addition, summing up the quantities in the different e-SADs having the same temporary certified consignee should not exceed the quantities mentioned in the SEED authorization of this consignee. 

Further to the requested by NA-BE, it shall be noted that there are three types of temporary authorisations, i.e. Temporary Registered Consignee, Temporary Certified Consignor and Temporary Certified Consignee. A temporary authorisation can cover one or several movements. In both cases, a temporary authorisation can only concern one Consignor and one Consignee for a given period of validity and a certain quantity of goods (expressed in the unit associated with the product code).

According to the EMCS principle for semantic validations, the MSA of Dispatch has to validate successfully the business compliance of the messages before transmission. It is the responsibility of the MSA of Dispatch of the Consignor related to the temporary authorisation, to validate the business content of the submitted message by the Consignor, in relation to the usage of this temporary authorisation. In order to perform the validations, the MSA of Dispatch needs to implement a mechanism to track the usage of the related temporary authorisations in all respective movements.

Thus, four new business rules should be added to check the data validity regarding the usage of Temporary Authorisations. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure



· The IE815 message shall be updated as follows: 



FROM:



(…) 

[image: ]



(...)





TO:



(…)

[image: ]



(...)





· The IE801 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:



(...)

[image: ]



(…)





TO:



(...)



[image: ]

(…)





· The IE813 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:



(…)

[image: ]



(…)



TO:



(…)



[image: A white sheet with black text and letters

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]



(…) 





· The IE825 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:



(…)



[image: ]



(…)





TO:



(…)



[image: A close-up of a document

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]



(…) 





· Appendix J: Business Rules Catalogue

Four new Business Rules BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053, BRxx4BR054, and BRxx5BR055 shall be added with the following descriptions: 

· BRxx2BR052

		BR ID

		BRxx2BR052



		BR Category

		SEED - Registration Data



		BR Description

		In case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary authorisation.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD



		FESS Validation Rule

		· compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).



		IE

		Draft IE815 (draft e-AD/e-SAD) 



		Data Item

		(BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A







· BRxx3BR053

		BR ID

		BRxx3BR053



		BR Category

		SEED - Registration Data



		BR Description

		It is obligatory for an e-AD/e-SAD created as a result of a change of destination that in case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in seed while obtaining the temporary authorisation.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD



		FESS Validation Rule

		· compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).



		IE

		IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD) 



		Data Item

		(BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity



Note: Due to the fact that the (BODY) E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity is not contained in the IE813 message, it is proposed (for consistency reasons) that the current BR is applied to the IE801 message.



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A







· BRxx4BR054

		BR ID

		BRxx4BR054



		BR Category

		SEED - Registration Data



		BR Description

		In case of a temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs (per excise product and temporary registered authorisation) contained in the draft splitting operation must be within the amount declared in the temporary registered authorisation. In case of a re-useable temporary registered authorisation, the amount to be received by the temporary registered consignee should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary registered authorisation.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment



		FESS Validation Rule

		· compared to the data declared in seed, the former e-AD, and the previous movements of the reusable temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs is less or equal to the quantity that can be used by the temporary registered authorisation (for each excise product).



		IE

		Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation) 



		Data Item

		(BODY) E-AD.Quantity



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.N/A







· BRxx5BR055

		BR ID

		BRxx5BR055



		BR Category

		Relation



		BR Description

		It is obligatory that the journey time of the draft message is such that the movement is completed before or at the expiry date of the temporary authorisation(s) declared in SEED.



		Source FESS BPMs

		· L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

· L4-CORE-01-12-Change of Destination

· L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment



		FESS Validation Rule

		· the journey time allows the movement to be completed before or at the date of expiry of the temporary authorisation(s).



		IE

		· Draft IE815 (draft e-AD/e-SAD)

· Draft IE813 (draft change of destination)

· Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation)



		Data Item

		· (HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

· (UPDATE) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

· (SPLIT DETAILS) E-AD.Journey Time



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A 









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-345 RFC. In addition, the specifications will not be able to check the data validity regarding the usage of Temporary Authorisations.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the semantic level, namely the inclusion of BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053, BRxx4BR054 and BRxx5BR055. More specifically, BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053 and BRxx4BR054 will be included in the “Quantity” data item of the IE815 message, IE801 message and IE825 message respectively. Finally, BRxx5BR055 will be included in the data item ‘Journey Time’ of the IE815, IE813 and IE801 messages. 

Even though the changes of this RFC concern semantic validations, they are subject to national implementation, since NAs shall validate the aforementioned values in EMCS against SEED data. What is more, aAlthough the implementation of the new business rules (BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053, BRxx4BR054 and BRxx5BR055) is mandatory, this RfC does not pose any business continuity risks. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-345;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-100; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-142, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-015.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/202420/05/2025[footnoteRef:40] [40:  DDNEA-P4-383 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-384 – Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment  

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-384



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM660219



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		10/01/2024



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-346, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has the delta between the ARCs included in the IE515 – Export Declaration and the IE513 - Export Declaration Amendment messages, in case any ARCs have been excluded from IE513, while they were included in the IE515 message.

In case of excluded e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be informed electronically via EMCS, so as to revert the states back to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. Currently, there is no mechanism foreseen for this case. As per the Known Error KE24040, the MSA of Dispatch can be informed outside the EMCS System and/or the TIM_EAD_ESAD for each excluded ARC will expire and the standard procedure will follow.

NA-AT has proposed to re-use the IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message with certain “dummy” values, to inform the MSA of Dispatch that the states of the included e-AD(s) in the IE839 message should be reverted to “Accepted” due to exclusion from the IE513 message.  Such an IE839 message could be sent by the MSA of Export as soon as it has the list of any excluded e-ADs from the IE513 message and has reverted their states to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export. The Consignor could also be informed by the MSA of Dispatch via an IE839 message. In order to allow having an IE839 message with such values, a new Rejection Reason Code could be added to the technical codelist TC18-Customs Rejection Reason Code.

It shall be noted that the RFC DDNEA-P4-361 shall also be considered.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis in the [Problem Statement] section, the following updates shall be performed in Appendices of DDNEA:

· DDNEA Main Document



The following updates in the STDs-State Transition Diagrams of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed:

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  

STD at Destination under section II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  

The respective STDs When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (STD at Dispatch, STD at Destination) are provided in Annex 4.4.

· Appendix B: Codelists

In the ‘TC18 - Customs Rejection Reason Code’, the following changes will be performed:



FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		Import data not found

		



		2

		The content of the e-AD does not match with import data

		



		3

		(reserved)

		



		4

		Negative Cross-check result

		



		5

		Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp

		









TO:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		Import data not found

		



		2

		The content of the e-AD does not match with import data

		



		3

		(reserved)

		



		4

		Negative Cross-check result

		



		5

		Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp

		





		6

		ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message

		







· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The condition C212, which is applied in various data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



It shall be noted that in case of rejection reason code equal to ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’, in the data group <C_EAD_VAL> shall be included the information about the ARC(s) that have been excluded from the Export Declaration Amendment message. 



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

In tcl.xsd, TC18 will be updated as follows:



  <!--=========================================-->

  <!--===== Customs Rejection Reason Code =====-->

  <!--=========================================-->

  <xs:simpleType name="CustomsRejectionReasonCode">

    <xs:annotation>

      <xs:documentation>Customs Rejection Reason Code </xs:documentation>

    </xs:annotation>

    <xs:restriction base="xs:nonNegativeInteger">

      <xs:enumeration value="1">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>Import data not found</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="2">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>The content of the e-AD does not match with import data</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="3">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>(reserved)</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="4">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>Negative Cross-check result</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="5">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="6">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

    </xs:restriction>

  </xs:simpleType>



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-346 RFC. Additionally, the new value will be missing from the DDNEA codelist TC18.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns a minor change at syntactic level. 

If not all NEAs deploy this RFC in production simultaneously, when the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files while the receiver is not, the respective messages will not be validated successfully by the receiver.

Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before the Milestone Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that it behaves as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs (only), a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC so that no syntactic violations and business continuity issues occur.  



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all NAs at Milestone Mr due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-346;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-143, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-016, DDNEA-P4-361.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-385 – Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-385



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM681452



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		08/03/2024



		Requester

		ITSM3-TES









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-348, it has been observed that there is a lack of validation between the values of the data items Validation Result and Diagnosis code of the IE839 message, to maintain business consistency. More specifically, currently, there is no such validation, and nothing prevents that the values that are set in IE839 for Validation Result and Diagnosis code are inconsistent. 

This issue could be handled by a new rule imposed on Diagnosis code. Such a rule could state that if Validation Result is '0' then Diagnosis Code should be '2 = Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration'. If the Validation Result is '1' and e.g. both COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT are present, then Diagnosis Code should be '7 = Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match' etc.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of the DDNEA:



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· The IE839 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

(…)

	R100

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS  99X       D    C212



---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT                                        999X     R

	Administrative Reference Code	R	an21		R030

	Body Record Unique Reference	R	n..3		

	Diagnosis Code	R	n1	TC72	

	Validation Result	R	n1	TC27	

	Rejection reason	O	an..512		

(…)





TO:

(…)

	R100

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS  99X       D    C212



---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT                                        999X     R

	Administrative Reference Code	R	an21		R030

	Body Record Unique Reference	R	n..3		

	Diagnosis Code	R	n1      Rxx1	TC72	

	Validation Result	R	n1	TC27	

	Rejection reason	O	an..512		

(…)





· A new rule Rxx1 shall be introduced with the following wording:



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '0',

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '2' (Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration).



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND both data groups <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> and <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> are present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '7' (Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '6' (CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '4' (Weight/mass do not match).



· Appendix K will be updated accordingly.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-348 RFC. There are no business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.





		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at semantic level. The related changes concern the introduction of a new rule Rxx1. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the aforementioned updates will be validated only at the sending side of the respective message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the related updates by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver. Moreover, the addition of the new rule Rxx1 does not change the current implementation, but it is added to facilitate the filling in of the data item ‘Diagnosis Code’.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-348;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-101; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-144, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-017.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:41] [41:  DDNEA-P4-385 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-386 – Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-386



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM612741



		Known Error

		KE23708



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		19/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-DE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-337, the initial issue reported by NA-DE as part of IM612741 concerned the misalignment between the optionality of the Data Group GOODS SHIPMENT between the IE536 – Invalidation Notification to MSA of Export message of AES and the IE836 – Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor message of EMCS. Following the discussion with the MSAs on 05/09/2023 and considering the late stage of developments for AES, the Known Error KE23708 - ‘Update the optionality of data groups/data items in IE836 to be in alignment with the IE536 message of AES’ was registered.  

For Phase 4.2, the issue shall be reconsidered. Although the IE536 and IE836 messages became aligned via the KE23708, the structure under GOODS SHIPMENT data group is not the correct one. More specifically, the Optional Data Group ---GOODS SHIPMENT does not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 - Export Declaration message. The correct structure according to IE515 message would be:

---GOODS SHIPMENT

------GOODS ITEM

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT.                                         

It is proposed that the message structure under GOODS SHIPMENT is removed from both the IE536 and the IE836 messages. The ARCs do not need to be defined in the IE836 message, since in case of invalidation of the Export declaration, this concerns all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· The <GOODS SHIPMENT> Data Group with its included data groups/data items will be removed from the IE836 message, as shown below:

 

IE836 - EXPORT DECLARATION INVALIDATION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF DISPATCH/CONSIGNOR (C_INV_DIS)



MESSAGE                                                             1x            R 

---EXCISE MOVEMENT                                     999x         R 

------EXPORT OPERATION                                 1x            R    

------CUSTOMS OFFICE OF EXPORT                1x            D      C055 

------MSA OF EXPORT                                         1x            R   

------GOODS SHIPMENT                                      1x            O  

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT                         999x        O    



· In alignment to the aforementioned changes in Appendix D, the following Appendices will be updated accordingly:

· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Table;

· Appendix E: XML Mapping;

· Appendix F: Data Groups & Transaction Hierarchy;

· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS);

· Appendix G: Data Items;

· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-337 RFC. In addition, the ‘GOODS SHIPMENT’ data group in the IE836 message will not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 message of AES.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level. 

More specifically, it concerns the update of the ie836.xsd file regarding the removal of the <GOODS SHIPMENT> Data Group and its including data groups/data items. 

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically: 

· If the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd file when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the corresponding message sent may or may not be validated successfully by the receiver, depending on the case. More specifically:

· In case an IE836 message is sent containing the <GOODS SHIPMENT> Data Group filled in by the sender, this will not be validated successfully by the receiving application. In such a case and in order to avoid rejections, as a transformation action it is proposed that the receiving side removes the occurrence of this data group;

· In case an IE836 message is sent without the Data Group <GOODS SHIPMENT> being filled in by the sender, then the received message will be validated successfully by the receiving side.



· In the same way, if the sender is aligned with the new .xsd file, while the receiver is not, the IE836 message that will be sent will not contain the Data Group <GOODS SHIPMENT>. In this case, the received message will be validated successfully by the receiving application since the respective Data Group is optional in the .xsd of the receiving application.   





Regarding the interaction between AES and EMCS in the national domain, it shall be noted that the deadline for alignment in production of this RFC for EMCS may not necessarily coincide with the respective date of deployment on production for the IE536 message in AES. It is high likely that the deployment date for AES will be later than the deployment date for EMCS. Nevertheless, it is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity. More specifically, the EMCS application should be able to consume both the previous and the newly proposed XSD for the IE536 message. In the event that the MSA of Export at EMCS has implemented the change and AES operates as per the previous XSD: 

- if the IE536 does not have an occurrence of the optional data group GOODS SHIPMENT, there will be no issue;

- if the IE536 message has an occurrence of the optional data group GOODS SHIPMENT, then the MSA of Export at EMCS needs to perform as a transformation action the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT occurrence from the received XML.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-337;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-097; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-135, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-018.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024[footnoteRef:42] [42:  A draft version of this RFC was initially submitted for review via e-mail on 15/05/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-387 – Deprecation of MVS messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-387



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Change of Functionality



		Incidents

		IM722881



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		31/05/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		High



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-349, it has been observed that, after transferring the duty paid related information from MVS messages into ACO messages (IE721, IE867, IE868 and IE869) in Phase 4.0 (February 2023), MVS messages remain only for administrative cooperation regarding undocumented movements. Due to the low usage volume of MVS messages in the EMCS production environment and the fact that these messages currently do not have strict legal requirements, it is proposed that these messages should be phased out from EMCS. In few occasions when there is a need, NAs can use the CCN Mail 3 to exchange such information between NAs. The necessary actions need to be taken at the Common Specifications so that the MVS messages are correctly deprecated.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed to the DDNEA Main Document for EMCS and the Appendices:



· DDNEA Main Document: 

· The text in the Sub-Section III.III MOVEMENT VERIFICATION FOR DUTY PAID B2C OR UNDOCUMENTED MOVEMENTS SCENARIOS and its sub-chapters shall be removed;

· The numbering of the sections and sub-sections in the documentation shall be updated accordingly.



· Appendix A1: Full Message Scope 

· IE722, IE723, IE724, and IE725 shall be removed from Table 2: Follow-Up and Collaboration Messages message exchanges.



· Appendix A2: Messages per Business Domain

· IE722, IE723, IE724, and IE725 shall be removed from Table 1: In-scope Message Exchanges.



· Appendix B: Codelists 

· Technical Codelist TC99 – MV Request Type shall be removed; 

· Technical Codelist TC100 – Result Code shall be removed;

· In the Technical Codelist “TC49 – Functional Error Codes”, values ‘94’ and ‘95’ shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID/ MV Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID or MV Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID / MV Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID or MV Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.







TO:



		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.







· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Tables

· The correlation tables of Appendix C shall be updated to depict the deprecation of the MVS functionality by the removal of the IE722 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, IE723 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION ANSWER, IE724 - REMINDER MESSAGE FOR MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, and IE725 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION RESULTS messages and their respective data groups and data items.



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· IE722 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, IE723 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION ANSWER, IE724 - REMINDER MESSAGE FOR MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, and IE725 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION RESULTS messages shall be removed;



· Conditions C166, C167, C168, C169, C170, C171, C172, C173, C174, C175, C176, C177, C178, C179, C183, C185, C187, C189 shall be removed;



· Rules R217, R224, R229, R238, R239, R241 shall be removed;



· Rule R275 shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID/MV Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



TO:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

The IE722.xsd, IE723.xsd, IE724.xsd and IE725.xsd shall be removed from Appendix H. The files types.xsd and tcl.xsd shall be updated accordingly. 



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd and types.xsd files in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.



· Appendices E, F, G and K will be updated accordingly.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (High).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (High).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-349 RFC. Nonetheless, the removal of the MVS functionality is due to its redundancy. Therefore, since NAs do not use it or use it in very few cases, there are no business continuity risks.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes both at syntactic and semantic level regarding the removal of the MVS functionality. 

Concerning the .xsd changes, it is considered that they pose no impact on business continuity, thus, this RFC can be deployed in a Migration period, providing that sending NEAs that have not implemented this RFC, do not make use of the MVS functionality.

More specifically:

· Assuming that the sending NEA has implemented the change whereas the receiving NEA has not, there is no impact;

· Assuming that the receiving NEA has implemented the change whereas the sending NEA has not, in case one or more of the IE722, IE723, IE724, and IE725 messages are sent, it will not be validated successfully by the receiving NEA. For this scenario, a transformation solution is not proposed, on the basis that the MVS functionality has a very low usage volume. It is proposed that the sending NEA that will not be aligned to this RFC, shall not request movement verification from receiving NEAs that have implemented this RFC for Phase 4.2. 



The related semantic changes concern the removal of conditions C166, C167, C168, C169, C170, C171, C172, C173, C174, C175, C176, C177, C178, C179, C183, C185, C187, C189 as well as the rules R217, R224, R229, R238, R239, R241. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the aforementioned updates will be validated only at the sending side of the respective message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the related updates by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver. 

It is considered that these changes do not pose an impact on business continuity, thus, this RFC is directly applicable to Phase 4.2.   

Nevertheless, technical and business statistics from CS/MISE, which are related to MVS messages, should be kept.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at Milestone Mr due to the large amount of changes.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-349;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-102, CSMISE-181;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-145.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-388 – Misalignment in the structure of the IE537 and IE839 messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-388



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM632811, IM597742, IM604523   



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/05/2023



		Requester

		NA-HR, NA-IE, NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

Several MSAs have pointed out in the respective IMs that there are structural discrepancies between the IE537 – ‘e-AD Negative Cross Check Result’ and the IE839 – ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD’ messages. More specifically, in the IE839 message, the data groups COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT are nested below the data group UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT. However, this is not the case for the IE537 message, in which all the aforementioned data groups are on the same level. This may result in confusion on how the information from the IE537 message will be mapped to the IE839 message by the MSA of Export. 

In order to address the misalignment between the IE537 and the IE839 message, it was decided that in AES the structure of the IE537 message will be updated in order to be fully aligned with IE839; the data groups COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT should be nested below the data group UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT. 

The update impacts the AES message specifications for IE537 and not the EMCS message specifications for IE839. 

Nevertheless, it is proposed to include a note in the DDNEA specifications, to inform the MSAs that any updates in the structure of the IE537 message should be taken into consideration. 



Proposed solution:

The issues reported in the [Problem Statement] were discussed with AES Central Project Team and AES National Project Managers and the agreement is to update both DDNXA for AES and FESS&DDNEA for EMCS. Thus, there is a dependency. In the DDNEA Main Document, a footnote will be added in the following references to the IE537 message: 



a) under section II.II.1.3.1 Export Operation at office of export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release:

"In addition, the MSA of Dispatch receives the Negative Cross-check Result message (IE537: N_EAD_RES)* from the Customs Export Application. The state of the movement is changed to “Accepted”." and, 



b) under section II.II.2.3.1 Export Operation at office of export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release:

"When the cross-checking performed by AES is negative, the Customs Export Application sends the negative cross-check result (IE537: N_EAD_RES)* to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export." 



The footnote shall state: “Any updates for Phase 4.2 in the structure of the IE537 – ‘e-AD NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK RESULT’ message need to be taken into consideration, when the MSA generates the respective IE839 – ‘CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD’ message(s)”.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, meaning that the note is not incorporated in the specifications and the NEA does not consider the updated IE537 structure before generating the IE839 message, there might be technical issues, such as data loss and compatibility issues.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA Main Document only.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-389 – Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-389



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		30/05/2024



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As stated in its parent RFC FESS-350, during the discussion at the Fiscalis group on 30-31/05/2024 for the RFC FESS-321 ‘Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection’, NA-BE requested that the reception of an IE519 - EXPORT DECLARATION REJECTION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF EXPORT, should always trigger the sending/forwarding of an IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD to inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the related export declaration and not only in the specific scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.

For the case of Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832), the related RFC DDNEA-P4-359 foresees a specifications’ update so that the MSA of Export sends the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch, after the reception of the IE519 due to e-AD request rejection.

In addition, in the RFC DDNEA-P4-360, it is proposed that AES sends after the IE537 message, additionally, an IE519 message. For this scenario it was already foreseen, as of Phase 4.1, that the IE839 is sent to the MSA of Dispatch, following the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check result. 

Lastly, for the business scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, it is proposed that the existing specifications are updated as applicable to specify that, after the reception of IE519, the IE839 message is sent by the MSA of Export to the MSA of Dispatch. After successful reception of the IE839 message by the MSA of Dispatch, the MSA of Dispatch should also forward the respective IE839 message to the Consignor. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications. The updates in the DDNEA Main Document text are highlighted with yellow.

· DDNEA Main Document

In the DDNEA Main Document, the following changes will be performed: 

· For the case of MSA of Dispatch being MSA of Export as well, under section II.II.1.7.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration:



[…]

Before the goods are presented, the pre-lodged declaration is cancelled on the AES side. After AES accepts the cancellation, an IE519 (N_EXP_REJ) is sent to EMCS. Thus, the state of the movement at the MSA of Dispatch is changed back to “Accepted”. Lastly, the MSA of Dispatch sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) with rejection reason “Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration”, to inform the Consignor.

· For the case of MSA of Dispatch being different that the MSA of Export, under section II.II.2.7.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration:



[…]

Before the goods are presented, the pre-lodged declaration is cancelled on the AES side. After AES accepts the cancellation, an IE519 (N_EXP_REJ) is sent to EMCS. Thus, the state of the movement at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed back to “Accepted."

Then, the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export builds and sends a rejection message to the MSA of Dispatch (IE839: C_CUS_REJ), with rejection reason “Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration”, to inform the MSA of Dispatch and the state of the e-AD at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed to “Accepted”. 

Finally, the MSA of Dispatch receives the IE839 message, the state of the e-AD at the MSA of Dispatch is “Accepted” and the rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) is forwarded to the Consignor.

· For all the affected DDNEA Main Document sections mentioned above, the Time Sequence Diagrams and Collaboration Diagrams will be modified accordingly and updated in the DDNEA Main Document.



· In addition, the following updates in the STDs of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed: 

STD at Dispatch, under section II.IV.1.1.1 When MS of Dispatch is MS of Export as well

· The description of the existing transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].

STD at Dispatch, under section II.IV.1.1.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· From state “Accepted”, upon reception of IE839 [Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration], there will be a loop back to state “Accepted”. 

STD at Destination under II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· The description of the existing transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration]^IE839[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].

· Appendix B – Codelists

In TC18 - Customs Rejection Reason code, a new code ‘x’ will be added with description: ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration”.



· Appendix D – Technical Message Structure

The condition C212, which is applied in data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs in Phase 4.2, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

      <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).

CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-350. In addition, the NA of Dispatch/Consignor (as applicable) will not be properly informed, via a IE839 message with rejection reason ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration’, regarding the Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC includes changes at both syntactic and semantic level (coordination protocol and business compliance). 

Firstly, regarding the coordination protocol, in case that two MSAs are not in the same phase the following cases might apply:

· Case A - MSA of Dispatch is in Phase 4.1 and MSA of Export/Destination is in Phase 4.2

Issue is identified, since in case of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, after the reception of the IE519 the MSA of Export/Destination will send the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch and this will be rejected as an out of sequence message.   

· Case B - MSA of Dispatch is in Phase 4.2 and MSA of Export/Destination is in Phase 4.1

Issue is identified, since in case of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, after the reception of the IE519 message, the MSA of Export will not send the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch, and therefore the MSA of Dispatch (nor the Consignor) will not be informed.

In addition, this RFC concerns additional changes at the business compliance level (update of the wording of condition C212) and syntactic level (addition of a new value in the technical codelist TC18). 

It shall be noted that a transformation solution is not suggested for this RFC. 

Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEA, so that it behaves as of today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs, whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs, a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed for the roll-out of this RFC, so that no syntactic/semantic violations occur.

It should be noted that the changes introduced by this specific RFC affect the External, National and Common Domain since the impacted message is exchanged over these domains.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at Milestone Mr due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-350;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-103; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-146, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-023.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:43] [43:  DDNEA-P4-389 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













[bookmark: _Ref173161422]

DDNEA-P4-390 – Figure 5: Information Exchange Map of EMCS Phase 4 – Figure update according to the current phase

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-390



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM731799 



		Known Error

		KE24744



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/07/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the update of the figures in the DDNEA Main Document v3.16, it was spotted that “Figure 5: Information Exchange Map for EMCS Phase 4” is outdated. The figure refers to EMCS Phase 3, and the depicted messages do not correspond to the latest specifications. Therefore, Figure 5 shall be updated.

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Main Document: 

“Figure 5: Information Exchange Map for EMCS Phase 4” shall be replaced with a new one which shall contain the information exchange map for EMCS that corresponds to the latest common specifications.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a discrepancy as the DDNEA Main Document will be in misalignment with the current specifications.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns only documentation updates. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be implemented in the next DDNEA release with no business continuity risks. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval on 14/08/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














[bookmark: _Ref180758157][bookmark: _Toc200630283]Change Requests for EMCS Phase 4.2 National Domain without impact on the Common Domain

[bookmark: _Toc200630284][bookmark: _Ref172892553]FESS Change Requests for EMCS Phase 4.2 National Domain without impact on the Common Domain 

FESS-321 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-321



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM643806, IM647114, IM647115, IM647322



		Known Error

		KE24039



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

Stemming from the issue IM647115, the KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following the sending of a negative cross-check result IE537 message by the Customs Export Application. The KE24039 was proposed to provide clarifications and a workaround solution, since, although the IE537 message informs about the rejection of the export declaration, it does not include the full list of the ARCs in the export declaration. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon reception of the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 – e-AD Request messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that the Customs Export Application sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. For Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. Apart from the IE537 message sent by the Customs Export Application, the IE519 – ‘Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export’ message should be also sent to the MSA of Export, in order to inform about the rejection of the export declaration and to provide the full list of ARCs in the export declaration. 

Thus, upon reception of both IE537 and IE519 messages, the MSA of Export will have enough information to proceed to have in the “Accepted” state all the e-ADs in the export declaration. The MSA of Export shall also send to the MSA of Dispatch the IE839 message (with rejection reason equal to “negative cross-checking”), to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to negative cross-check results and to provide the included ARCs in the export declaration. The e-ADs are at “Accepted” state at the MSA of Dispatch, too.  

On the other hand, the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter. The NAs that prefer so may implement a different approach in their national interface, which does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message. Instead, the IE537 message can be updated to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Nevertheless, in this case, the AES part would need to be fully specified by the NA who is interested in the implementation of the alternative solution, as this will not be part of the DDNXA specifications.

In addition, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)”, and KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages.

In particular, for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to negative cross-check, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the Export Declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513 message, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workarounds of Phase 4.1).

The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC FESS-322. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. It shall be noted that the updates to the text have been marked with yellow highlight. 



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-26 Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension’ will be updated as below, in order to reflect that AES at the Customs Office of Export, will send additionally the IE519 message, apart from the IE537 message, following a rejection of the export declaration (IE515) due to negative cross-check. In this manner, the MSA of Export will be informed about the rejection of the export declaration due to negative cross-check and which are the included ARCs in the export declaration. More specifically:



“When the MSA of Dispatch is the same as the MSA of Export, the process is as follows: […]



At the Customs Office of Export: […]



h. If the cross-check is not successful, for the case where the MSA of Dispatch and the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export are the same, the Customs Office of Export notifies the MSA of Dispatch of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and sends also the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-checking (It shall be noted that since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, alternatively to the sending of the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), the NAs may opt to an updated version of the IE537 message, which is nationally specified to include, apart from the negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration). The flow then leads back to the bullet point of step b. […]



At the MSA of Dispatch: […]

e. […]

Next, it shall “Perform Validation of Export Declaration Acceptance Notification”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification takes place.

[…]

The MSA of dispatch might “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, where the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-check, arrives from the Customs Office of Export. (It shall be noted that in case that in a national interface AES has not implemented either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration.  The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message rejection, due to negative cross-checking, since the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message for this scenario. 

o Next, it shall “Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD

Negative Cross-Check Result and of the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o “Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result and the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

More specifically, upon the reception of IE537 (e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537)) MSA of Dispatch Application shall perform the following actions:

· “Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, takes place.

· “Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

Then, one of the following scenarios might occur:

1. If the export declaration rejection notification is not sent, then the process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Dispatch” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-27).

2. The MSA of Dispatch might receive an IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) from the Customs Export Application. Then the MSA of Dispatch Application shall perform the following actions:



· “Perform Validation of Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

· “Handle Validation Results of Export Declaration Rejection Notification” follows, where the validation results of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

· The process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Dispatch” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-27).

· Following the above three cases (“Receive Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, “Receive Export Declaration Acceptance Notification”, “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”), the flow continues in step f below.

[…]



When the MSA of Dispatch is different than the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, the process is as follows: […]



At the Customs Office of Export: […]



h. If the cross-check is not successful, for the case where the MSA of Dispatch and the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export are different, the Customs Office of Export notifies the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and sends also the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-check (It shall be noted that since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, alternatively to the sending of the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), the NAs may opt to an updated version of the IE537 message, which is nationally specified to include, apart from the negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration.). The flow then leads back to the bullet point of step b. […]



At the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export: […]



The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export might “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, where the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-check arrives from the Customs Office of Export. (It shall be noted that in case that in a national interface AES has not implemented either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration.  The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message rejection, due to negative cross-checking, since the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message for this scenario. 

o Next, it shall “Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD

Negative Cross-Check Result and of the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o “Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result and of the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06; […]

More specifically, upon the reception of IE537 (e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537)) MSA of Dispatch Application shall perform the following actions:

o“Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o“Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

Then, one of the following scenarios might occur:

1. If the export declaration rejection notification is not sent, then the process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection received due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Destination/MSA of Export” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-28).

2. The MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export might receive an IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) from the Customs Export Application. Then the MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export Application shall perform the following actions:

o“Perform Validation of Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o“Handle Validation Results of Export Declaration Rejection Notification” follows, where the validation results of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

o The process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Destination/MSA of Export” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-28).

Following the above three cases (“Receive Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, “Receive Export Declaration Acceptance Notification”, “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”), the flow continues in step f below.

Lastly, the model diagram of the Process L4-CORE-01-26 will be updated as applicable to reflect the aforementioned updates.



· Updates in the State Transition diagrams

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States. It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC, as well as on the STDs, in the form (received IE).(received IE)  ^(sent IE).(sent IE).

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is same as MS of Export

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537[Negative cross-checking], to IE537[Negative cross-checking].IE519 [Negative cross-checking].

STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537^IE839[Negative cross-checking] to IE537.IE519[Negative cross-checking]^IE839 [Negative cross-checking].



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change with IE519 is not implemented, then FESS specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how EMCS can obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration (IE515) message via IE519, in case of negative cross-check results. On the other hand, since the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, the NAs that prefer so may implement alternatively the update of the IE537 message, to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. If either of the two approaches is followed, the workarounds of Phase 4.1 should still be applicable, for the MSA to obtain on its own the included ARC number(s) in the rejected export declaration (amendment) due to negative cross-check results.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-360; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-322.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024Written approval procedure via e-mail on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:44] [44:  FESS-321 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/26









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













[bookmark: _Ref172892566]


[bookmark: _Toc200630285]DDNEA Change Requests for EMCS Phase 4.2 National Domain without impact on the Common Domain

DDNEA-P4-360 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4- 360



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM647115



		Known Error

		KE24039



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-321, stemming from the issue IM647115, the KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following the sending of a negative cross-check result IE537 message by the Customs Export Application. The KE24039 was proposed to provide clarifications and a workaround solution, since, although the IE537 message informs about the rejection of the export declaration, it does not include the full list of the ARCs in the export declaration. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon reception of the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 – e-AD Request messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that the Customs Export Application sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. For Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. Apart from the IE537 message sent by the Customs Export Application, the IE519 – ‘Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export’ message should be also sent to the MSA of Export, in order to inform about the rejection of the export declaration and to provide the full list of ARCs in the export declaration. 

Thus, upon reception of both IE537 and IE519 messages, the MSA of Export will have enough information to proceed to have in the “Accepted” state all the e-ADs in the export declaration. The MSA of Export shall also send to the MSA of Dispatch the IE839 message (with rejection reason equal to “negative cross-checking”), to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to negative cross-check results and to provide the included ARCs in the export declaration. The e-ADs are at “Accepted” state at the MSA of Dispatch, too.  

On the other hand, the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter. The NAs that prefer so may implement a different approach in their national interface, which does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message. Instead, the IE537 message can be updated to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Nevertheless, in this case the AES part would need to be fully specified by the NA who is interested in the implementation of the alternative solution, as this will not be part of the DDNXA specifications.

In addition, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)” and KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages.

In particular, for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to negative cross-check, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the Export Declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workarounds of Phase 4.1).

The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC DDNEA-361. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications. The updates have been marked with yellow highlight. 

· DDNEA Main Document



· Under section II.II.1.3.1 Export Operation at office of export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release, the paragraph below will be updated to become:



“[…]The Customs Export Application performs a cross-checking between the Export Declaration and the concerned e-AD in order to verify their consistency and as the cross-checking is found unsuccessful, the Export Declaration is rejected and the MSA of Dispatch shall be informed.

In addition, the MSA of Dispatch receives the Negative Cross-check Result message (IE537: N_EAD_RES) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519: (N_EXP_REJ))* from the Customs Export Application. The state of the movement is changed to “Accepted” (this is applicable for all the e-ADs included in the rejected export declaration).

When the cross-checking is negative, Then, the MSA of Dispatch sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) that includes the list of any errors found during the cross-checking, as well as all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration, that concern the applicable Consignor.



*Since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, there is is a dependency from the implementation that will take place on the AES side.  Alternatively, the NAs that prefer so may implement an approach that does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message, in order to have all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Instead, the IE537 message is updated to include, additionally to the list of negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration. In this case the IE537 message should be specified nationally, as this update is not part of the DDNXA specifications. Lastly, it shall be noted that the business flow related to negative cross-check results in this case will remain the same as in Phase 4.1 (i.e. TSD-time sequence diagram, CLD-collaboration diagram and STD- state transition diagrams).

In case that in a national interface, AES has not implemented any of the two solutions (i.e. either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537), the workaround solutions of Phase 4.1 should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration 

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of negative cross-checking for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message […]”



· Under section II.II.2.3.1 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release, the paragraph below will be updated to become:

“[…] When the cross-checking performed by AES is negative, the Customs Export Application sends the negative cross-check result (IE537: N_EAD_RES) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519: (N_EXP_REJ))* to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. 

The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export builds and sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) to the MSA of Dispatch that includes the list of any errors found during the cross-checking, as well as all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration that concern the applicable MSA of Dispatch; the state of the e-AD at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed to “Accepted” (this is applicable for all the e-ADs included in the rejected export declaration).



*Since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, there is is a dependency from the implementation that will take place on the AES side.  Alternatively, the NAs that prefer so may implement an approach that does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message, in order to have all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Instead, the IE537 message is updated to include, additionally to the list of negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration. In this case the IE537 message should be specified nationally, as this update is not part of the DDNXA specifications. Lastly, it shall be noted that the business flow related to negative cross-check results in this case will remain the same as in Phase 4.1 (i.e. TSD-time sequence diagram, CLD-collaboration diagram and STD- state transition diagrams).

In case that in a national interface, AES has not implemented any of the two solutions (i.e. either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537), the workaround solutions of Phase 4.1 should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration. 

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of negative cross-checking for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message […]

· The changes proposed above in sections II.II.1.3.1 and II.II.2.3.1 will be reflected in the respective TSD-Time Sequence Diagrams and in the CLD-Collaboration Diagrams of the DDNEA Main Document. The respective TSD and CLD diagrams for section II.II.2.3.1 are provided in Annex 4.3. 



· In addition, the following updates in the STD-State Transition Diagrams of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed.

It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC as well as on the STDs are described in the form (received IE). (received IE)^(sent IE).

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.1 When MS of Dispatch is MS of Export as well

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537[Negative cross-checking], to IE537[Negative cross-checking].IE519 [Negative cross-checking]

STD at Destination under section II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537^IE839[Negative cross-checking] to IE537.IE519[Negative cross-checking]^IE839 [Negative cross-checking]

The respective STDs when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (STD at Destination) are provided in Annex 4.4.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change with IE519 is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-321.  Moreover, the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how EMCS can obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration message (IE515) via IE519, in case of negative cross-check results. On the other hand, since the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, the NAs that prefer so may implement alternatively the update of the IE537 message, to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. If either of the two approaches is followed, the workarounds of Phase 4.1 should still be applicable, for the MSA to obtain on its own the included ARC number(s) in the rejected export declaration (amendment) due to negative cross-check results.



		Risk assessment

		Regarding the interaction between the NEAs in the Common Domain, this RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA Main Document only.

Regarding the interaction between AES and EMCS in the National Domain, it shall be noted that the goal is to have a synchronized deployment on production of the related changes in AES and EMCS. Nevertheless, if that is not possible, there are measures in place to overcome incompatibilities. It is considered that that there will be no impact on business continuity of EMCS, if the respective MSA can also support the existing workaround solution up to the moment when both AES and EMCS deployments have been completed. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-321;

· Children RFCs: -;

· Other RFCs: DDNEA-P4-361.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review.

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:45] [45:  DDNEA-P4-360 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
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		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-374



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM650445



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		07/12/2023



		Requester

		NA-LU









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In issue IM650445 raised by NA.LU AES, it was pointed that it is not foreseen by the EMCS specifications that the messages CC917C/CC906C are to be received by EMCS, while this is mentioned in the DDNXA specifications. 

More specifically, the DDNXA Main Document v5.15, in Note 30, mentions that the error messages CC917C and CC906C are used to report errors for the National Domain message exchanges, regarding messages sent from AES to EMCS (i.e. IE519, IE532, IE534, IE535, IE536, IE537, IE539, IE598) and regarding messages sent from EMCS to AES (i.e. IE801, IE832). The CC917C is used for reporting syntactic XML errors and CC906C is used for reporting business validation errors (e.g. rules/conditions violations).

For the next phase of the AES-EMCS interface, the Common Specifications should specify that such error/control messages are nationally defined and that the actual implementation is a national matter. Indeed, several MSAs have already implemented their national validations/control messages in the National Domain.

Regarding AES, even a Known Error should be registered for the update of Note 32 in the DDNXA specifications, to reflect the above. Regarding the validations on AES side, AES receives the IE801/IE832 messages, but only syntactic validations for IE832 are suggested.



Proposed solution:

The issues reported in the [Problem Statement] were discussed with AES Central Project Team and AES National Project Managers and the agreement is to update both DDNXA for AES and FESS&DDNEA for EMCS. Thus, there is a dependency. The following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications:

· DDNEA Main Document

Under sections ‘II.II.1 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is MSA of export as well’, and under section ‘II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export’, a new bullet point will be added with the following note:

· The validations in the messages exchanged in the AES-EMCS interface, as well as any related error/control messages exchanged should be nationally defined. It is suggested that EMCS applies syntactic and certain semantic validations upon reception of the Goods under Excise duty suspension arrangement national messages sent by the Customs Export Application (i.e. IE519, IE532, IE534, IE535, IE536, IE537, IE539, IE598). 



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None).

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding the implementation of validations and error/control messages in the exchanges between EMCS and AES.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA main document only.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
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[bookmark: _Ref167714752][bookmark: _Toc200630299]Figure 1: TSD - Export Operation at Office of Export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection
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[bookmark: _Ref167714765][bookmark: _Toc200630300]Figure 2: CLD - Export Operation at Office of Export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection
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The finalised proposed wording for C212 can be found below and takes into account all the following RFCs:

· DDNEA-P4-359 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832);

· DDNEA-P4-375 – Update of C212 for a IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs;

· DDNEA-P4-384 – Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment;

· DDNEA-P4-389 – Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code>  is in ('e-AD Request Rejection',  ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration', ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’)

THEN

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'
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Sheet1


			Codes in IE734 until December 2023									Codes in CS/RD2 until December 2023									List of Codes added to IE734 v3.1.0 release


			Code			Description						Code			Description						Code			Description


			 AE			Aerosol (Countable: Yes)  						43			Bag, super bulk						43			Bag, super bulk


			 AM			Ampoule, non protected (Countable: Yes)						44			Bag, polybag						44			Bag, polybag


			 AP			Ampoule, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 1A			Drum, steel						1A			Drum, steel


			 AT			Atomizer (Countable: Yes)  						 1B			Drum, aluminium						1B			Drum, aluminium


			 BA			Bag (Countable: Yes)  						 1D			Drum, plywood						1D			Drum, plywood


			 BB			Bale, compressed (Countable: Yes) 						 1F			Container, flexible						1F			Container, flexible


			 BC			Bale, non-compressed (Countable: Yes) 						 1G			Drum, fibre						1G			Drum, fibre


			 BD			Balloon, non-protected (Countable: Yes) 						 1W			Drum, wooden						1W			Drum, wooden


			 BE			Balloon, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 2C			Barrel, wooden						2C			Barrel, wooden


			 BF			Bar (Countable: Yes)  						 3A			Jerrican, steel						3A			Jerrican, steel


			 BG			Barrel (Countable: Yes)  						 3H			Jerrican, plastic						3H			Jerrican, plastic


			 BH			Bars, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 4A			Box, steel						4A			Box, steel


			 BI			Basket (Countable: Yes)  						 4B			Box, aluminium						4B			Box, aluminium


			 BJ			Beer crate (Countable: Yes) 						 4C			Box, natural wood						4C			Box, natural wood


			 BK			Bin (Countable: Yes)  						 4D			Box, plywood						4D			Box, plywood


			 BL			Board (Countable: Yes)  						 4F			Box, reconstituted wood						4F			Box, reconstituted wood


			 BN			Board, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 4G			Box, fibreboard						4G			Box, fibreboard


			 BO			Bobbin (Countable: Yes)  						 4H			Box, plastic						4H			Box, plastic


			 BP			Bolt (Countable: Yes)  						 5H			Bag, woven plastic						5H			Bag, woven plastic


			 BQ			Bottle, non-protected, bulbous (Countable: Yes)						 5L			Bag, textile						5L			Bag, textile


			 BR			Bottle, non-protected, cylindrical (Countable: Yes)						 5M			Bag, paper						5M			Bag, paper


			 BS			Bottle, protected bulbous (Countable: Yes)						 6H			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle						6H			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle


			 BT			Bottle, protected cylindrical (Countable: Yes)						 6P			Composite packaging, glass receptacle						6P			Composite packaging, glass receptacle


			 BU			Bottlecrate, bottlerack (Countable: Yes) 						 7A			Case, car						7A			Case, car


			 BV			Box (Countable: Yes)  						 7B			Case, wooden						7B			Case, wooden


			 BX			Bucket (Countable: Yes)  						 8A			Pallet, wooden						8A			Pallet, wooden


			 BY			Bulk, gas (at 1031 mbar						 8B			Crate, wooden						8B			Crate, wooden


			 BZ			Bulk, liquefied gas(abn.temp/press) (Countable: No)						 8C			Bundle, wooden						8C			Bundle, wooden


			 CA			Bulk, liquid (Countable: No) 						 AA			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic						AA			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic


			 CB			Bulk, solid, fine (powders) (Countable:						 AB			Receptacle, fibre						AB			Receptacle, fibre


			 CC			Bulk, solid, granular (grains) (Countable:						 AC			Receptacle, paper						AC			Receptacle, paper


			 CE			Bulk, solid, large (nodules) (Countable:						 AD			Receptacle, wooden						AD			Receptacle, wooden


			 CF			Bunch (Countable: Yes)  						 AE			Aerosol						AF			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 60cm


			 CG			Bundle (Countable: Yes)  						 AF			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 60cm						AG			Pallet, shrinkwrapped


			 CH			Butt (Countable: Yes)  						 AG			Pallet, shrinkwrapped						AH			Pallet, 100cm * 110cm


			 CI			Cage (Countable: Yes)  						 AH			Pallet, 100cm * 110cm						AI			Clamshell


			 CJ			Can, cylindrical (Countable: Yes) 						 AI			Clamshell						AJ			Cone


			 CK			Can, rectangular (Countable: Yes) 						 AJ			Cone						AL			Ball


			 CL			Canister (Countable: Yes)  						 AL			Ball						AV			Capsule


			 CO			Canvas (Countable: Yes)  						 AM			Ampoule, non-protected						B4			Belt


			 CP			Carboy, non-protected (Countable: Yes) 						 AP			Ampoule, protected						BM			Basin


			 CR			Carboy, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 AT			Atomizer						BW			Box, for liquids


			 CS			Carton (Countable: Yes)  						 AV			Capsule						CD			Can, with handle and spout


			 CT			Case (Countable: Yes)  						 B4			Belt						CM			Card


			 CU			Cask (Countable: Yes)  						 BA			Barrel						CN			Container, not otherwise specified as transport equipment


			 CV			Chest (Countable: Yes)  						 BB			Bobbin						CQ			Cartridge


			 CX			Churn (Countable: Yes)  						 BC			Bottlecrate / bottlerack						CW			Cage, roll


			 CY			Coffer (Countable: Yes)  						 BD			Board						DA			Crate, multiple layer, plastic


			 CZ			Coffin (Countable: Yes)  						 BE			Bundle						DB			Crate, multiple layer, wooden


			 DJ			Coil (Countable: Yes)  						 BF			Balloon, non-protected						DC			Crate, multiple layer, cardboard


			 DP			Cover (Countable: Yes)  						 BG			Bag						DG			Cage, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP)


			 DR			Crate (Countable: Yes)  						 BH			Bunch						DH			Box, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP), Eurobox


			 EN			Creel (Countable: Yes)  						 BI			Bin						DI			Drum, iron


			 FC			Cup (Countable: Yes)  						 BJ			Bucket						DK			Crate, bulk, cardboard


			 FD			Cylinder (Countable: Yes)  						 BK			Basket						DL			Crate, bulk, plastic


			 FI			Demijohn, non-protected (Countable: Yes) 						 BL			Bale, compressed						DM			Crate, bulk, wooden


			 FL			Demijohn, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 BM			Basin						DN			Dispenser


			 FO			Drum (Countable: Yes)  						 BN			Bale, non-compressed						DS			Tray, one layer no cover, plastic


			 FP			Envelope (Countable: Yes)  						 BO			Bottle, non-protected, cylindrical						DT			Tray, one layer no cover, wooden


			 FR			Filmpack (Countable: Yes)  						 BP			Balloon, protected						DU			Tray, one layer no cover, polystyrene


			 GB			Firkin (Countable: Yes)  						 BQ			Bottle, protected cylindrical						DV			Tray, one layer no cover, cardboard


			 GI			Flask (Countable: Yes)  						 BR			Bar						DW			Tray, two layers no cover, plastic tray


			 GZ			Footlocker (Countable: Yes)  						 BS			Bottle, non-protected, bulbous						DX			Tray, two layers no cover, wooden


			 HG			Frame (Countable: Yes)  						 BT			Bolt						DY			Tray, two layers no cover, cardboard


			 HR			Framed crate (Countable: Yes) 						 BU			Butt						EC			Bag, plastic


			 IN			Fruit crate (Countable: Yes) 						 BV			Bottle, protected bulbous						ED			Case, with pallet base


			 IZ			Gas bottle (Countable: Yes) 						 BW			Box, for liquids						EE			Case, with pallet base, wooden


			 JC			Girder (Countable: Yes)  						 BX			Box						EF			Case, with pallet base, cardboard


			 JG			Girders, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 BY			Board, in bundle/bunch/truss						EG			Case, with pallet base, plastic


			 JR			Hamper (Countable: Yes)  						 BZ			Bars, in bundle/bunch/truss						EH			Case, with pallet base, metal


			 JT			Hogshead (Countable: Yes)  						 CA			Can, rectangular						EI			Case, isothermic


			 JY			Ingot (Countable: Yes)  						 CB			Crate, beer						FB			Flexibag


			 KG			Ingots, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 CC			Churn						FE			Flexitank


			 LG			Jar (Countable: Yes)  						 CD			Can, with handle and spout						FT			Foodtainer


			 LZ			Jerrican, cylindrical (Countable: Yes) 						 CE			Creel						FW			Cart, flatbed


			 MB			Jerrican, rectangular (Countable: Yes) 						 CF			Coffer						FX			Bag, flexible container


			 MC			Jug (Countable: Yes)  						 CG			Cage						GL			Container, gallon


			 MS			Jutebag (Countable: Yes)  						 CH			Chest						GR			Receptacle, glass


			 MT			Keg (Countable: Yes)  						 CI			Canister						GU			Tray, containing horizontally stacked flat items


			 MX			Log (Countable: Yes)  						 CJ			Coffin						GY			Bag, gunny


			 NE			Logs, in bundle/ bunch/truss (Countable:						 CK			Cask						HA			Basket, with handle, plastic


			 NS			Mat (Countable: Yes)  						 CL			Coil						HB			Basket, with handle, wooden


			 NT			Match box (Countable: Yes) 						 CM			Card						HC			Basket, with handle, cardboard


			 PA			Milk crate (Countable: Yes) 						 CN			Container, not otherwise specified as transport equipment						HN			Hanger


			 PC			Multiply bag (Countable: Yes) 						 CO			Carboy, non-protected						IA			Package, display, wooden


			 PG			Multiwall sack (Countable: Yes) 						 CP			Carboy, protected						IB			Package, display, cardboard


			 PH			Nest (Countable: Yes)  						 CQ			Cartridge						IC			Package, display, plastic


			 PI			Net (Countable: Yes)  						 CR			Crate						ID			Package, display, metal


			 PK			Package (Countable: Yes)  						 CS			Case						IE			Package, show


			 PL			Packet (Countable: Yes)  						 CT			Carton						IF			Package, flow


			 PN			Pail (Countable: Yes)  						 CU			Cup						IG			Package, paper wrapped


			 PO			Pallet (Countable: Yes)  						 CV			Cover						IH			Drum, plastic


			 PT			Parcel (Countable: Yes)  						 CW			Cage, roll						IK			Package, cardboard, with bottle grip-holes


			 PU			Pipe (Countable: Yes)  						 CX			Can, cylindrical						IL			Tray, rigid, lidded stackable (CEN TS 14482:2002)


			 PX			Pipes/Planks, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 CY			Cylinder						JB			Bag, jumbo


			 PY			Pitcher (Countable: Yes)  						 CZ			Canvas						KI			Kit


			 PZ			Plank (Countable: Yes)  						 DA			Crate, multiple layer, plastic						LE			Luggage


			 RD			Plate (Countable: Yes)  						 DB			Crate, multiple layer, wooden						LT			Lot


			 RG			Plates, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 DC			Crate, multiple layer, cardboard						LU			Lug


			 RL			Pot (Countable: Yes)  						 DG			Cage, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP)						LV			Liftvan


			 RO			Pouch (Countable: Yes)  						 DH			Box, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP), Eurobox						MA			Crate, metal


			 RT			Rednet (Countable: Yes)  						 DI			Drum, iron						ME			Container, metal


			 RZ			Reel (Countable: Yes)  						 DJ			Demijohn, non-protected						MR			Bag, jumbo


			 SA			Ring (Countable: Yes)  						 DK			Crate, bulk, cardboard						MW			Kit


			 SC			Rod (Countable: Yes)  						 DL			Crate, bulk, plastic						NA			Luggage


			 SD			Rods, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 DM			Crate, bulk, wooden						NF			Lot


			 SE			Roll (Countable: Yes)  						 DN			Dispenser						NG			Lug


			 SH			Sachet (Countable: Yes)  						 DP			Demijohn, protected						NU			Liftvan


			 SK			Sack (Countable: Yes)  						 DR			Drum						NV			Crate, metal


			 SL			Sea-chest (Countable: Yes)  						 DS			Tray, one layer no cover, plastic						O1			Container, metal


			 SM			Shallow crate (Countable: Yes) 						 DT			Tray, one layer no cover, wooden						O2			Receptacle, metal


			 ST			Sheet (Countable: Yes)  						 DU			Tray, one layer no cover, polystyrene						O3			Receptacle, plastic wrapped


			 SU			Sheetmetal (Countable: Yes)  						 DV			Tray, one layer no cover, cardboard						O4			Not available


			 SW			Sheets, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 DW			Tray, two layers no cover, plastic tray						O5			Unpacked or unpackaged, single unit


			 SZ			Shrinkwrapped (Countable: Yes)  						 DX			Tray, two layers no cover, wooden						O6			Unpacked or unpackaged, multiple units


			 TB			Skeleton case (Countable: Yes) 						 DY			Tray, two layers no cover, cardboard						O7			Net, tube, plastic


			 TC			Slipsheet (Countable: Yes)  						 EC			Bag, plastic						O8			Plastic pallet SRS 60 cm x 80 cm


			 TD			Spindle (Countable: Yes)  						 ED			Case, with pallet base						O9			Plastic pallet SRS 80 cm x 120 cm


			 TK			Suitcase (Countable: Yes)  						 EE			Case, with pallet base, wooden						OA			Pallet, CHEP 40 cm x 60 cm


			 TN			Tank, cylindrical (Countable: Yes) 						 EF			Case, with pallet base, cardboard						OB			Pallet, CHEP 80 cm x 120 cm


			 TO			Tank, rectangular (Countable: Yes) 						 EG			Case, with pallet base, plastic						OC			Pallet, CHEP 100 cm x 120 cm


			 TR			Tea-chest (Countable: Yes)  						 EH			Case, with pallet base, metal						OD			Pallet, AS 4068-1993


			 TS			Tin (Countable: Yes)  						 EI			Case, isothermic						OE			Pallet, ISO T11


			 TU			Tray/Tray pack (Countable: Yes) 						 EN			Envelope						OF			Platform, unspecified weight or dimension


			 TY			Trunk (Countable: Yes)  						 FB			Flexibag						OG			Pallet ISO 0 - 1/2 EURO Pallet


			 TZ			Truss (Countable: Yes)  						 FC			Crate, fruit						OH			Pallet ISO 1 - 1/1 EURO Pallet


			 VA			Tub (Countable: Yes)  						 FD			Crate, framed						OI			Pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet


			 VG			Tube (Countable: Yes)  						 FE			Flexitank						OJ			1/4 EURO Pallet


			 VI			Tube, collapsible/Collapsible tube (Countable: Yes)						 FI			Firkin						OK			Block


			 VL			Tubes, in bundle/ bunch/truss (Countable:						 FL			Flask						OL			1/8 EURO Pallet


			 VO			Tun (Countable: Yes)  						 FO			Footlocker						OM			Synthetic pallet ISO 1


			 VP			Unpacked or unpackaged (Countable: No)						 FP			Filmpack						ON			Synthetic pallet ISO 2


			 VQ			Vacuum-packed (Countable: Yes)  						 FR			Frame						OP			Wholesaler pallet


			 VR			Vat (Countable: Yes)  						 FT			Foodtainer						OQ			Pallet 80 X 100 cm


			 VY			Vial (Countable: Yes)  						 FW			Cart, flatbed						OR			Pallet 60 X 100 cm


			 WB			Wickerbottle (Countable: Yes)  						 FX			Bag, flexible container						OS			Oneway pallet


												 GB			Bottle, gas						OT			Octabin


												 GI			Girder						OU			Container, outer


												 GL			Container, gallon						OV			Returnable pallet


												 GR			Receptacle, glass						OW			Large bag, pallet sized


												 GU			Tray, containing horizontally stacked flat items						OX			A wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 67 x 135)


												 GY			Bag, gunny						OY			A Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 72 x 135)


												 GZ			Girders, in bundle/bunch/truss						OZ			Wheeled pallet with raised rim ( 81 x 60 x 16)


												 HA			Basket, with handle, plastic						P1			CHEP pallet 60 cm x 80 cm 


												 HB			Basket, with handle, wooden						P2			Pan


												 HC			Basket, with handle, cardboard						P3			LPR pallet 60 cm x 80 cm


												 HG			Hogshead						P4			LPR pallet 80 cm x 120 cm


												 HN			Hanger						PB			Pallet, box Combined open-ended box and pallet


												 HR			Hamper						PD			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 100cm


												 IA			Package, display, wooden						PE			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 120cm


												 IB			Package, display, cardboard						PF			Pen


												 IC			Package, display, plastic						PJ			Punnet


												 ID			Package, display, metal						PP			Piece


												 IE			Package, show						PR			Receptacle, plastic


												 IF			Package, flow						PV			Pipes, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 IG			Package, paper wrapped						QA			Drum, steel, non-removable head


												 IH			Drum, plastic						QB			Drum, steel, removable head


												 IK			Package, cardboard, with bottle grip-holes						QC			Drum, aluminium, non-removable head


												 IL			Tray, rigid, lidded stackable (CEN TS 14482:2002)						QD			Drum, aluminium, removable head


												 IN			Ingot						QF			Drum, plastic, non-removable head


												 IZ			Ingots, in bundle/bunch/truss						QG			Drum, plastic, removable head


												 JB			Bag, jumbo						QH			Barrel, wooden, bung type


												 JC			Jerrican, rectangular						QJ			Barrel, wooden, removable head


												 JG			Jug						QK			Jerrican, steel, non-removable head


												 JR			Jar						QL			Jerrican, steel, removable head


												 JT			Jutebag						QM			Jerrican, plastic, non-removable head


												 JY			Jerrican, cylindrical						QN			Jerrican, plastic, removable head


												 KG			Keg						QP			Box, wooden, natural wood, ordinary


												 KI			Kit						QQ			Box, wooden, natural wood, with sift proof walls


												 LE			Luggage						QR			Box, plastic, expanded


												 LG			Log						QS			Box, plastic, solid


												 LT			Lot						RJ			Rack, clothing hanger


												 LU			Lug						RK			Rack


												 LV			Liftvan						SB			Slab


												 LZ			Logs, in bundle/bunch/truss						SI			Skid


												 MA			Crate, metal						SO			Spool


												 MB			Bag, multiply						SP			Sheet, plastic wrapping


												 MC			Crate, milk						SS			Case, steel


												 ME			Container, metal						SV			Envelope, steel


												 MR			Receptacle, metal						SX			Set


												 MS			Sack, multi-wall						SY			Sleeve


												 MT			Mat						T1			Tablet


												 MW			Receptacle, plastic wrapped						TE			Tyre


												 MX			Matchbox						TG			Tank container, generic


												 NA			Not available						TI			Tierce


												 NE			Unpacked or unpackaged						TL			Tub, with lid


												 NF			Unpacked or unpackaged, single unit						TT			Bag, tote


												 NG			Unpacked or unpackaged, multiple units						TV			Tube, with nozzle


												 NS			Nest						TW			Pallet, triwall


												 NT			Net						UC			Uncaged


												 NU			Net, tube, plastic						UN			Unit


												 NV			Net, tube, textile						VK			Vanpack


												 O1			Two sided cage on wheels with fixing strap						VN			Vehicle


												 O2			Trolley						VS			Bulk, scrap metal


												 O3			Oneway pallet ISO 0 - 1/2 EURO Pallet						WA			Intermediate bulk container


												 O4			Oneway pallet ISO 1 - 1/1 EURO Pallet						WC			Intermediate bulk container, steel


												 O5			Oneway pallet ISO 2 - 2/1 EURO Pallet						WD			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium


												 O6			Pallet with exceptional dimensions						WF			Intermediate bulk container, metal


												 O7			Wooden pallet  40 cm x 80 cm						WG			Intermediate bulk container, steel, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 O8			Plastic pallet SRS 60 cm x 80 cm						WH			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 O9			Plastic pallet SRS 80 cm x 120 cm						WJ			Intermediate bulk container, metal, pressure 10 kpa


												 OA			Pallet, CHEP 40 cm x 60 cm						WK			Intermediate bulk container, steel, liquid


												 OB			Pallet, CHEP 80 cm x 120 cm						WL			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, liquid


												 OC			Pallet, CHEP 100 cm x 120 cm						WM			Intermediate bulk container, metal, liquid


												 OD			Pallet, AS 4068-1993						WN			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, without coat/liner


												 OE			Pallet, ISO T11						WP			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated


												 OF			Platform, unspecified weight or dimension						WQ			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, with liner


												 OG			Pallet ISO 0 - 1/2 EURO Pallet						WR			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated and liner


												 OH			Pallet ISO 1 - 1/1 EURO Pallet						WS			Intermediate bulk container, plastic film


												 OI			Pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet						WT			Intermediate bulk container, textile without coat/liner


												 OJ			1/4 EURO Pallet						WU			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood, with inner liner


												 OK			Block						WV			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated


												 OL			1/8 EURO Pallet						WW			Intermediate bulk container, textile, with liner


												 OM			Synthetic pallet ISO 1						WX			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated and liner


												 ON			Synthetic pallet ISO 2						WY			Intermediate bulk container, plywood, with inner liner


												 OP			Wholesaler pallet						WZ			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood, with inner liner


												 OQ			Pallet 80 X 100 cm						XA			Bag, woven plastic, without inner coat/liner


												 OR			Pallet 60 X 100 cm						XB			Bag, woven plastic, sift proof


												 OS			Oneway pallet						XC			Bag, woven plastic, water resistant


												 OT			Octabin						XD			Bag, plastics film


												 OU			Container, outer						XF			Bag, textile, without inner coat/liner


												 OV			Returnable pallet						XG			Bag, textile, sift proof


												 OW			Large bag, pallet sized						XH			Bag, textile, water resistant


												 OX			A wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 67 x 135)						XJ			Bag, paper, multi-wall


												 OY			A Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 72 x 135)						XK			Bag, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 OZ			Wheeled pallet with raised rim ( 81 x 60 x 16)						YA			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel drum


												 P1			CHEP pallet 60 cm x 80 cm 						YB			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel crate box


												 P2			Pan						YC			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium drum


												 P3			LPR pallet 60 cm x 80 cm						YD			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium crate


												 P4			LPR pallet 80 cm x 120 cm						YF			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in wooden box


												 PA			Packet						YG			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood drum


												 PB			Pallet, box Combined open-ended box and pallet						YH			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood box


												 PC			Parcel						YJ			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibre drum


												 PD			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 100cm						YK			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibreboard box


												 PE			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 120cm						YL			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plastic drum


												 PF			Pen						YM			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in solid plastic box


												 PG			Plate						YN			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel drum


												 PH			Pitcher						YP			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel crate box


												 PI			Pipe						YQ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium drum


												 PJ			Punnet						YR			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium crate


												 PK			Package						YS			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wooden box


												 PL			Pail						YT			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in plywood drum


												 PN			Plank						YV			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wickerwork hamper


												 PO			Pouch						YW			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibre drum


												 PP			Piece						YX			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibreboard box


												 PR			Receptacle, plastic						YY			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in expandable plastic pack


												 PT			Pot						YZ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in solid plastic pack


												 PU			Tray						ZA			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall


												 PV			Pipes, in bundle/bunch/truss						ZB			Bag, large


												 PX			Pallet						ZC			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 PY			Plates, in bundle/bunch/truss						ZD			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, solids


												 PZ			Planks, in bundle/bunch/truss						ZF			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, solids


												 QA			Drum, steel, non-removable head						ZG			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, pressurised


												 QB			Drum, steel, removable head						ZH			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, pressurised


												 QC			Drum, aluminium, non-removable head						ZJ			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, liquids


												 QD			Drum, aluminium, removable head						ZK			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, liquids


												 QF			Drum, plastic, non-removable head						ZL			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, solids


												 QG			Drum, plastic, removable head						ZM			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, solids


												 QH			Barrel, wooden, bung type						ZN			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, pressurised


												 QJ			Barrel, wooden, removable head						ZP			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, pressurised


												 QK			Jerrican, steel, non-removable head						ZQ			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, liquids


												 QL			Jerrican, steel, removable head						ZR			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, liquids


												 QM			Jerrican, plastic, non-removable head						ZS			Intermediate bulk container, composite


												 QN			Jerrican, plastic, removable head						ZT			Intermediate bulk container, fibreboard


												 QP			Box, wooden, natural wood, ordinary						ZU			Intermediate bulk container, flexible


												 QQ			Box, wooden, natural wood, with sift proof walls						ZV			Intermediate bulk container, metal, other than steel


												 QR			Box, plastic, expanded						ZW			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood


												 QS			Box, plastic, solid						ZX			Intermediate bulk container, plywood


												 RD			Rod						ZY			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood


												 RG			Ring						ZZ			Mutually defined


												 RJ			Rack, clothing hanger


												 RK			Rack


												 RL			Reel


												 RO			Roll


												 RT			Rednet


												 RZ			Rods, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 SA			Sack


												 SB			Slab


												 SC			Crate, shallow


												 SD			Spindle


												 SE			Sea-chest


												 SH			Sachet


												 SI			Skid


												 SK			Case, skeleton


												 SL			Slipsheet


												 SM			Sheetmetal


												 SO			Spool


												 SP			Sheet, plastic wrapping


												 SS			Case, steel


												 ST			Sheet


												 SU			Suitcase


												 SV			Envelope, steel


												 SW			Shrinkwrapped


												 SX			Set


												 SY			Sleeve


												 SZ			Sheets, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 T1			Tablet


												 TB			Tub


												 TC			Tea-chest


												 TD			Tube, collapsible


												 TE			Tyre


												 TG			Tank container, generic


												 TI			Tierce


												 TK			Tank, rectangular


												 TL			Tub, with lid


												 TN			Tin


												 TO			Tun


												 TR			Trunk


												 TS			Truss


												 TT			Bag, tote


												 TU			Tube


												 TV			Tube, with nozzle


												 TW			Pallet, triwall


												 TY			Tank, cylindrical


												 TZ			Tubes, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 UC			Uncaged


												 UN			Unit


												 VA			Vat


												 VG			Bulk, gas (at 1031 mbar and 15°C)


												 VI			Vial


												 VK			Vanpack


												 VL			Bulk, liquid


												 VN			Vehicle


												 VO			Bulk, solid, large particles ("nodules")


												 VP			Vacuum-packed


												 VQ			Bulk, liquefied gas (at abnormal temperature/pressure)


												 VR			Bulk, solid, granular particles ("grains")


												 VS			Bulk, scrap metal


												 VY			Bulk, solid, fine particles ("powders")


												 WA			Intermediate bulk container


												 WB			Wickerbottle


												 WC			Intermediate bulk container, steel


												 WD			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium


												 WF			Intermediate bulk container, metal


												 WG			Intermediate bulk container, steel, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 WH			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 WJ			Intermediate bulk container, metal, pressure 10 kpa


												 WK			Intermediate bulk container, steel, liquid


												 WL			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, liquid


												 WM			Intermediate bulk container, metal, liquid


												 WN			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, without coat/liner


												 WP			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated


												 WQ			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, with liner


												 WR			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated and liner


												 WS			Intermediate bulk container, plastic film


												 WT			Intermediate bulk container, textile without coat/liner


												 WU			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood, with inner liner


												 WV			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated


												 WW			Intermediate bulk container, textile, with liner


												 WX			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated and liner


												 WY			Intermediate bulk container, plywood, with inner liner


												 WZ			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood, with inner liner


												 XA			Bag, woven plastic, without inner coat/liner


												 XB			Bag, woven plastic, sift proof


												 XC			Bag, woven plastic, water resistant


												 XD			Bag, plastics film


												 XF			Bag, textile, without inner coat/liner


												 XG			Bag, textile, sift proof


												 XH			Bag, textile, water resistant


												 XJ			Bag, paper, multi-wall


												 XK			Bag, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 YA			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel drum


												 YB			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel crate box


												 YC			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium drum


												 YD			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium crate


												 YF			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in wooden box


												 YG			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood drum


												 YH			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood box


												 YJ			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibre drum


												 YK			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibreboard box


												 YL			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plastic drum


												 YM			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in solid plastic box


												 YN			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel drum


												 YP			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel crate box


												 YQ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium drum


												 YR			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium crate


												 YS			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wooden box


												 YT			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in plywood drum


												 YV			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wickerwork hamper


												 YW			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibre drum


												 YX			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibreboard box


												 YY			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in expandable plastic pack


												 YZ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in solid plastic pack


												 ZA			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall


												 ZB			Bag, large


												 ZC			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 ZD			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, solids


												 ZF			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, solids


												 ZG			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, pressurised


												 ZH			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, pressurised


												 ZJ			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, liquids


												 ZK			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, liquids


												 ZL			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, solids


												 ZM			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, solids


												 ZN			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, pressurised


												 ZP			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, pressurised


												 ZQ			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, liquids


												 ZR			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, liquids


												 ZS			Intermediate bulk container, composite


												 ZT			Intermediate bulk container, fibreboard


												 ZU			Intermediate bulk container, flexible


												 ZV			Intermediate bulk container, metal, other than steel


												 ZW			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood


												 ZX			Intermediate bulk container, plywood


												 ZY			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood


												 ZZ			Mutually defined
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[bookmark: _Ref12270897][bookmark: _Toc14082721][bookmark: _Toc199860903]Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc14082722][bookmark: _Toc199860904]Document purpose

This document defines the Conformance Test Procedure that should be used by each NA (National Administration) and EMCS Central Project Team (CPT) within the scope of EMCS Phase 4.2 CT. 

The main purpose of the specific document is to organise and schedule the practical arrangements of the given Conformance Testing (CT) campaign – communication, coordination, planning, and reporting activities. 

For an efficient and effective rollout of the CT Campaign activities, all involved stakeholders should follow the guidelines provided below in the document subject.

[bookmark: _Toc14082723][bookmark: _Toc199860905]Target audience

[bookmark: _Hlk531896855]The intended audience for this document is any person/service in the National Project Teams (NPTs) and the Central Project Team (CPT) (including their contractors):

· [bookmark: _INFRASTRUCTURE]Involved in the development of the test scenarios, test scripts, and test data;

· Involved in the planning, organisation, and co-ordination of the Conformance Testing activities;

· Involved in implementing the Conformance Test campaign;

· Involved with the Quality procedures to apply to the Conformance Tests.

[bookmark: _Toc199860906]Objectives

Conformance is the adherence to the requirements of each National Application as implied by FESS and DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 [R02 & R04].

Before any planned implementation of new Trans - European System Specifications, or corrective actions in the production environment under a given phase can take place, each National Administration (NA) has to prove that the international interface of its National Excise Application (NEA) technically conforms with the common specifications of that specific phase.

The conformance of a NEA is achieved through the execution of Conformance Testing (CT). 

CTA (Conformance Test Application) is a tool developed by DG TAXUD to support a unified environment for Customs, Excise, and Taxation Conformance testing activities. The CT Campaign of EMCS Phase 4.2 will be supported as of 09/06/2025.

In the context of the conformance testing activities, CTP Explorer can be used in order to provide an advanced view of the CTP content that is maintained through the CTP database. The CTP Explorer system shall be provided as a stand-alone desktop application, which can be executed and used in the user’s local workstation. The CTP content is loaded in the application package via the Test Reference Package (TRP). In addition to the TRP, other configuration files, according to the Business Domain under CT, should be loaded beforehand in the application package.

The objective of this document is to define the process and responsibilities of all parties (DG TAXUD and its ITSM contractor, and the National Project Teams (NPTs) of all NAs) during the Conformance Testing Campaign for their NEAs for the EMCS Phase 4.2. The goal is to achieve the full deployment of Phase 4.2 Trans-European System according to the agreed milestones [4.2 Planning and Milestones].  

This CTOD is complemented by the related specification documents which describe in detail the scenarios that will be executed during the different CT campaigns. These are the Conformance Testing protocol (CTP) or a list of scenarios (where applicable).

The following points are described in this document:

· The planning of the test campaign (e.g., Key milestones, National Project Plan (NPP) template);

· The Test Environment (e.g. Infrastructure, Queues);

· The conformance test support services within Central Project Team (CPT);

· The ITSM organisation within CPT (the ITSM contact points, the communication procedures, taking into account the SYNERGIA tool);

· [bookmark: _Toc14082725]The report templates.



[bookmark: _Toc199860907]Structure

This document is organised as follows:

Chapter 1 – Introduction: describes the scope and the objectives of the document;

Chapter 2 – Infrastructure: describes important infrastructure elements for the execution of the Conformance Testing;

Chapter 3 – CTA Navigation: describes the navigation to main CTA functionalities;

Chapter 4 – Testing Organisation: describes detailed information presenting how the Conformance Testing will be organised;

Chapter 5 – Conformance Test Specification: describes a high-level description presenting how CT incidents, errors and problems will be handled;

Chapter 6 – Annexes: describes all annexes which are referenced to in the document.

[bookmark: _Toc14082726][bookmark: _Toc199860908]Reference documents

The table below lists the documents that are referred to in the current document.

		Ref.

		Title

		Originator

		Version

		Date



		[bookmark: R01]R01

		Glossary of Terms

		ITSM3-TES

		2.09

		03/08/2016



		[bookmark: R02]R02
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		[bookmark: R03]R03
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		FITS/DEV3
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		[bookmark: R04]R04

		DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2

		SOFT-DEV

		3.23

		06/05/2025



		[bookmark: R05]R05

		Release Scope Document for EMCS Phase 4.2 FESS and DDNEA

		ITSM3-TES

		2.00

		13/11/2024



		[bookmark: R06]R06

		Migration Plan for EMCS Phase 4.2

		SOFT-DEV

		1.00

		15/05/2025



		[bookmark: R07]R07

		UMN for NA Coordinator and NA Operator

		SOFT-DEV

		13.00

		23/04/2024



		[bookmark: R08]R08

		CTA Functional Specifications

		SOFT-DEV

		16.00

		14/08/2024



		[bookmark: R09]R09

		Conformance Test Protocol for EMCS Phase 4.2

		SOFT-DEV

		4.00

		08/05/2025



		[bookmark: R10]R10

		NPP – National Project Plan Reporting Template for Phase 4.2

		DG TAXUD

		23.00

		07/05/2025



		[bookmark: R11]R11

		EMCS Master Plan CED 563 rev8

		DG TAXUD

		3.00

		30/07/2021



		[bookmark: R12]R12

		CTOD for CT Campaign for AES-P1 and NCTS-P5

		ITSM3-TES

		1.50

		28/06/2022





[bookmark: _Toc14082716][bookmark: _Toc199860950]Table 1: Reference documents

[bookmark: _Toc14082727][bookmark: _Toc199860909]Applicable documents

The table below lists the documents to which the current document must be compliant (e.g. FWC, SC, RfA).

		[bookmark: _Toc9855251][bookmark: _Toc424222772]Ref.

		Title

		Originator

		Version

		Date



		A01

		ITSM3 TES Framework Contract

		DG TAXUD

		N/A

		-



		A02

		ITSM3 TES Specific Contract 89

		DG TAXUD

		N/A

		01/03/2025



		A03

		Framework Quality Plan

		ITSM3-TES

		1.80

		18/07/2024





[bookmark: _Toc14082717][bookmark: _Toc199860951]Table 2: Applicable documents

[bookmark: _Toc14082728][bookmark: _Toc199860910]Abbreviations & acronyms

For a better understanding of the present document, the following table provides a list of the principal abbreviations and acronyms used.

See also the ‘list of acronyms’ on TEMPO.

		Abbreviation/Acronym

		Definition



		ACT

		Application Configuration Tool



		AES

		Automated Export System



		CCN/CSI

		Common Communications Network/Common Systems Interface



		CD

		Common Domain



		CO

		Central Operations



		CSID

		Country Specific Instantiation Data



		CPT

		Central Project Team



		CT

		Conformance Testing



		CTA

		Conformance Testing Application



		CTOD

		Conformance Test Organisation Document



		CTP

		Conformance Test Protocol



		DC

		Data Centre



		DDNEA

		Design Document for National Excise Applications



		DG TAXUD

		Taxation & Customs Union Directorate General



		EcOp

		Economic Operator



		EMCS

		Excise Movement and Control System



		FESS

		Functional Excise System Specification



		ITSM

		IT Service Management



		ITSM SD

		ITSM Service Desk



		LCT

		Local Conformance Testing



		LDAP

		Lightweight Directory Access Protocol



		MP

		Milestone n 16/11/2023



		Mo

		Milestone o 13/2/2024



		MSA

		Member State Administration



		N/A

		Not Applicable



		NA

		National Administration



		NEA

		National Excise Application



		NPP

		National Project Plan



		NSD

		National Service Desk



		PROD

		Production



		RCT

		Remote Conformance Testing



		RIT

		Remote International Testing



		SEED

		System for the Exchange of Excise Data



		TEMPO

		TAXUD’s Electronic Management of Project Online



		ToC

		Table of Contents



		TRP

		Test Reference Package



		UMN

		User Manual





[bookmark: _Reference_Documents][bookmark: _Toc11335282][bookmark: _Toc14082718][bookmark: _Toc199860952]Table 3: Abbreviations and acronyms

[bookmark: _Toc14082729][bookmark: _Toc199860911]Definitions

For a better understanding of the present document, the following table provides a list of the principal terms used.

See also the ‘glossary’ on TEMPO.

		Term

		Definition



		Conformance Test Protocol

		The procedural manual used for Conformance Testing which includes the database of test scenarios.



		Conformance Test Organisation Document

		The procedural and organisational manual to be used for Conformance Testing.



		Conformance Test Data

		The Data that should be used to perform the Conformance Tests.



		Conformance Testing Database

		Conformance Testing Database is an MS-ACCESS database containing a detailed list of all the scenarios that need to be executed and the test data that need to be used for the execution of the scenarios.



		CTA

		Dedicated Test Application located in the Central Test Site.



		CTA Administrator

		On ITSM Support side, the person responsible for the installation of CTA, its technical configuration, overall operation from a technical perspective, and the communication with External Reference Applications (i.e., National Excise Applications).



		CT Coordinator

		On ITSM Support side, the person responsible for ensuring the management of the CT Organisation process.



		[bookmark: Country_Specific_Instantiation_Data]Country Specific Instantiation Data

		Concerns information (data) in the Test Messages exchanged during CT that are country-specific, i.e., information (data) that corresponds to the country(ies) that participate in the execution.



		External Domain

		The term External Domain refers to the network and information exchanges between the National Administration and the Economic Operators. These information exchanges are governed by the National Administration.



		ITSM Service Desk

		The ITSM Service Desk provides a single point of contact for NSDs. It is a First Level Support for Incidents, Problems, or Requests (for Service or for Information) to assure the related documentation, information, and solutions are dispatched, referring to the level of support (first/second/third level support) needed.



		ITSM Support

		ITSM Support is the entire set of technical help or knowledge provided by ITSM Support Staff.



		NA Coordinator

		CTA user role ensuring the management and coordination of the CT Organisation at the Member State Administration’s side:

· Plans the CT Execution by updating the National Project Plan;

· Follow-up on the CT Preparation and Execution;

· Generates reports related to the CT activities;

· Covers the national CT Coordinator activities;

This role is held by the Member State Administration’s personnel.



		NA Operator

		CTA user role ensuring the actual execution of tests at the Member State Administration’s side: 

· Prepares and executes the Conformance Testing as planned by the CT Coordinator;

· Generates reports related to the CT activities.

This role is held by Member State Administration’s personnel or, possibly, delegated to contractors.



		National Deviation

		A specificity of a National Administration, which can justify deviations of the testing scope (Rules and Conditions, Test Cases, and Test Results).



		NEA

		An application operating in a participating Member State (whether a Nationally Developed EMCS Application or a hybrid national application using one or more components developed by another NA) that manages the excise movements.



		SEED

		System for Exchange of Excise Data located in the Common Domain. It provides management and dissemination services regarding information on the Economic Operators register. This is a vital part of the EMCS Central Services, since the core business processes of EMCS depend on it.



		TRP

		The Test Reference Package is a term used for the CT Coordinator to enclose (refer to) all business input that is uploaded to CTA for CT execution (i.e., for the successful exchange of Test Messages during CT), in the context of a given CT Campaign. More specifically, the Test Reference Package consists of the following files:

· Reference data;

· Test Message Templates along with their corresponding common XSDs;

· Country-Specific Instantiation Data;

· Test Cases (including their dependencies and exclusions, when applicable);

· Rules and Conditions (for semantic validation).

Note

All necessary changes deriving from specifications are reflected in CTP RFCs and implemented in CTP (Main Document and Reports).

TRP is converted to CTP and is not directly visible to NAs. TRP is part of the Conformance Testing Application.





[bookmark: _Toc4422374][bookmark: _Toc3887743][bookmark: _Toc11335283][bookmark: _Toc14082719][bookmark: _Toc199860953]Table 4: Definitions
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[bookmark: _Toc285801165][bookmark: _Toc8913291][bookmark: _Toc9844592][bookmark: _Toc14082730][bookmark: _Ref52262417][bookmark: _Ref52262429][bookmark: _Toc199860912][bookmark: _Toc265249155]Infrastructure

[bookmark: _Toc4148663][bookmark: _Toc199860913]Overview

The following sections present the necessary elements of the Conformance Testing Environment infrastructure that should be taken into significant consideration by the intended audience of the Conformance Testing.

[bookmark: _Toc283197535][bookmark: _Toc4148664][bookmark: _Toc199860914]Software

The following software must be installed on NA test workstations to communicate with the CTA Operator:

· Web Browser: Mozilla Firefox 38 (or higher), Internet Explorer 11 (or higher), or Google Chrome 89 (or higher). JavaScript must be enabled in the Web Browser;

· An archive file format that supports lossless data compression, either on WinZip or 7z file extensions;

· An NEA developed/designed to support the information exchange using the CCN/CSI Network and correctly configured to interoperate with the CCN Infrastructure through ITSM (see DDNEA Section IX Transport of Messages via CCN/CSI [R04]).

[bookmark: _Toc199923360][bookmark: _Toc208289975][bookmark: _Toc283197536][bookmark: _Toc4148665][bookmark: _Toc199860915]Preparation of the CT environment

Figure 1 illustrates the infrastructure that will be used for the Conformance Testing in EMCS.

[bookmark: _Toc4148721][image: ]

[bookmark: _Ref52891096][bookmark: _Toc199860975]Figure 1: Conformance Testing Environment

The Conformance Testing environment consists of the NEA connected through the CCN/CSI to the CTA in the Central Test Site of the EMCS-CO, which can simulate any correspondent of the NEA messages (it can play the role of any NA site). The local interface communicates with the CTA server via a web-based interface. The CTA is pre-loaded with all the test scenarios and datasets included in the Conformance Testing Database [R09].

The CTA Administrator will verify that the CTA is available and running for Conformance Testing. EMCS-CO will provide the necessary support for keeping all tools located at EMCS-CO premises online.

The NA’s CT coordinator (the person responsible for the CT) should gain access to both the NA coordinator and NA operator user profiles at an early stage. 

The NA’s tester(s) should gain access on NA operator user profile.

[bookmark: _Toc208289976][bookmark: _Ref266109466][bookmark: _Toc283197537][bookmark: _Toc4148666][bookmark: _Toc199860916]General Pre-requisites

Below are listed the pre-requisites NAs need to define before the CT is started. NAs need to:

· Establish a connection with ITSM DC and CTA

[bookmark: DIGIT_Access]NAs must obtain access to ITSM via CCN (HTTP service) so that they can establish a connection between the CTA Local Interface and the CTA Server at ITSM. Connectivity tests against CTA should be performed before the CT Campaign starts to ensure the communication between the CTA and CCN gateway per NA. This test is not considered part of Conformance Testing, but is intended only to verify the communication;

· Ensure the use of the correct CCN/CSI Queues for CT

The correct CCN/CSI queues must be configured so that a CTA assigned queue is used and not an actual (operational) NA-CSI queue. NAs can request the creation of their new CTA assigned queues through the Application Configuration Tool. The ACT allows the NAs to submit their configuration requests for their business application in a guided manner. The tool is accessible through: http://act.ccntc.ccncsi.int:7003/act/, and credentials are already provided to each NA CCN Local Administrator.

[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc4148722][bookmark: _Toc199860976]Figure 2: ACT submission workflow



In case a change in the configuration of the NEA is mandatory, the NA CCN Local Administrator should update the file via the ACT tool [Annex 1: Start up guide for CT Environment preparation];



· [bookmark: Section_2_3_1_Configure_the_National]Configure the National Applications with Standard Reference Data

Reference and registration conformance test data are pre-loaded in CTA. National applications must be configured to use standard reference data from the supplied IE734 bundle, the supplied IE931 message data, and the supplied IE713 economic operator data. The latest reference and registration conformance test data are published on CIRCABC in the following locations:

https://circabc.europa.eu/ui/group/5d0c005e-c8e5-4193-900b-53c21899fd31/library/0b2b456a-c7fd-44f8-a4c9-b2a312e952c6?p=1&n=10&sort=modified_DESC

· Ensure the correct population of CCN Correlation ID

Under Mode-2 execution at Test Campaign level (MODE-2 Pre-CT and MODE-2 Actual-CT), CTA verifies the “Correlation Identifier” of NEA messages under test. NAs are invited to follow the correlation principle as explained in detail in Section II. VI. 2 of DDNEA [R04]. In case of an invalid “Correlation Identifier”, CTA generates results based on the message input. NAs should re-execute the related scenario and correct their implementation in case the verification of the Correlation Identifier provides the outcome “CCN Correlation Id Validation Result – Failed”. The main scope of this exercise would be to ensure the correct sequence of message exchange flow in Operations.

[bookmark: _Toc208289977][bookmark: _Toc283197538][bookmark: _Toc4148667][bookmark: _Toc199860917]Specific Pre-requisites

The following pre-requisites need to be performed:

· Configuration set-up by ITSM Support (CCN queues, CCN User Profiles);

· Configuration of CCN/CSI message types for both Central and National Gateways by ITSM Support and by NA CCN Local Administrator;

· [bookmark: _Toc199923366]Creation of CCN profiles for accessing CTA by NA CCN Local Administrator;

· Creation of HTTP users for accessing CTA Web Interface by NA CCN Local Administrator.

Warning! Please pay attention because CCN Queues, CCN/CSI message types and User Profiles are case sensitive.

[bookmark: Section_2_3_2_1][bookmark: _Toc283197539][bookmark: _Ref409520790]Configuration set-up by ITSM Support

Every EMCS queue has to follow always the below syntax pattern: 

<QUEUE NAME.XXXX@GATEWAY NAME>

The maximum length of a queue name (including ‘@’) is 30 ASCII characters. 

Detailed reference can be found in DDNEA Section IX Transport of Messages via CCN/CSI [R04].

[image: j0433883]

Messages should only be exchanged between queues belonging to the same Environment.

CCN/CSI queues set-up for the National Gateways by ITSM Support 

The following queues must be configured on each NA Gateway for the NEA application to successfully communicate with the Central CTA tool. The queues’ configuration will be performed through ACT requests raised by the NAs:

		Queue

		Description



		CTA-NEA-CORE-XML-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue is used for the reception or sending of “Core flow” EMCS business IE messages



		CTA-NEA-ADMIN-XML-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue is used for the reception or sending of technical messages (e.g., IE906 and IE917 refusal messages)



		CTA-NEA-ED-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue is used for the reception of the External Domain messages



		CTA-NEA-REPORT-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue is used for the reception of CCN/CSI generic Reports (e.g., IE908, IE909, IE910 and IE911)





[bookmark: _Toc4148701][bookmark: _Toc199860954][bookmark: _Toc200879749][bookmark: _Toc208289630][bookmark: _Toc283197578]Table 5: NA CCN Queues 



CCN/CSI queues set-up for the Central Gateways by ITSM Support

Generic sets of queues have been created. The number of queues in CTA is only dependent on the maximum number of countries (<=3) that CTA can impersonate for one scenario:



· CTA-CORE1-XML-XX-RCT-QUE.EMCS COUNTRY 1



· CTA-ADMIN1-XML-XX-RCT-QUE.EMCS



· CTA-CORE2-XML-XX-RCT-QUE.EMCS COUNTRY 2



· CTA-ADMIN2-XML-XX-RCT-QUE.EMCS

	

· CTA-CORE3-XML-XX-RCT-QUE.EMCS COUNTRY 3



· CTA-ADMIN3-XML-XX-RCT-QUE.EMCS



[bookmark: _Toc4148723][bookmark: _Toc199860977]Figure 3: CTA QUEUES used by NAs



The following queues are configured by ITSM Support on the Central Gateway for the CTA application where xx is the value of the country code of the member state in question and y represents the number of Countries that CTA can impersonate in each scenario (1, 2 or 3).



		Queue

		Description



		CTA-COREy-XML-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS 

Example (LU): 

CTA-CORE1-XML-21-RCT-QUE.EMCS

CTA-CORE2-XML-21-RCT-QUE.EMCS 

CTA-CORE3-XML-21-RCT-QUE.EMCS 

		The queue is used for the reception or sending of EMCS “Core” business IE messages



		CTA-ADMINy-XML-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS

Example (FR): 

CTA-ADMIN1-XML-15-RCT-QUE.EMCS

CTA-ADMIN2-XML-15-RCT-QUE.EMCS

CTA-ADMIN3-XML-15-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue is used for the reception or sending of technical messages (e.g., IE906 and IE917 refusal messages)



		CTA-ED-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS

Example (CY): 

CTA-ED-01-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue for the communication with External Domain



		CTA-REPORT-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS

Example (SI): 

CTA-REPORT-27-RCT-QUE.EMCS

		The queue is used for the reception of CCN/CSI generic Reports (e.g., IE908, IE909, IE910 and IE911)





[bookmark: _Toc200879752][bookmark: _Toc208289633][bookmark: _Toc283197579][bookmark: _Toc4148702][bookmark: _Toc199860955]Table 6: Central CTA CCN Queues

Important Note:

The proper configuration of RCT queues by NAs’ NEA is a pre-requisite for the successful execution of the scenarios. In case the above mapping is not correctly followed by the NAs’ NEA, then CTA will not be able to finish successfully the scenarios. For example, when CTA impersonates COUNTRY1 in a scenario step, the testing operator should send to the Conformance Test Application (CTA), the IE message to CORE1 QUEUE. The same approach should be followed in case a scenario involves either COUNTRY2 = CORE2 or COUNTRY3 = CORE3.



[bookmark: _Toc283197540][bookmark: _Ref409520761][bookmark: _Ref409520764]Configuration of CCN/CSI message types

The following table lists the messages[footnoteRef:2] that are in the scope of EMCS Phase 4.2 Conformance Test Protocol [R09], including the External Domain messages that could be used for Mode-1 CT activities. [2:  AES related messages are not included in Table 7] 


		IE ID

		Reference

		IE Name



		IE701

		C_REQ_SUB

		COMMON REQUEST



		IE702

		C_REQ_REF

		REFUSAL OF COMMON REQUEST



		IE704

		N_REJ_DAT

		GENERIC REFUSAL MESSAGE



		IE717

		C_CCR_DAT

		CONTROL REPORT



		IE721

		C_COO_SUB

		ADMINISTRATIVE COOPERATION COMMON REQUEST



		IE770

		C_AVA_DAT

		BUSINESS PROCESS UNAVAILABILITY SCHEDULE



		IE801

		C_EAD_VAL

		E-AD/E-SAD



		IE802

		C_EXC_REM

		REMINDER MESSAGE FOR EXCISE MOVEMENT



		IE803

		C_EAD_NOT

		NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD



		IE807

		C_STP_NOT

		INTERRUPTION OF MOVEMENT



		IE810

		C_CAN_DAT

		(CONFIRMATION OF) CANCELLATION OF E-AD



		IE813

		C_UPD_DAT

		CHANGE OF DESTINATION



		IE818

		C_DEL_DAT

		ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT



		IE819

		C_REJ_DAT

		ALERT OR REJECTION OF AN E-AD/E-SAD



		IE821

		C_LST_VAL

		LIST OF E-AD/E-SAD AS RESULT OF A GENERAL QUERY



		IE829

		C_EXP_NOT

		NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT



		IE836

		C_INV_DIS

		EXPORT DECLARATION INVALIDATION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF DISPATCH/CONSIGNOR



		IE837

		C_DEL_EXP

		EXPLANATION ON DELAY FOR DELIVERY



		IE839

		C_CUS_REJ

		CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD



		IE840

		C_EVT_DAT

		EVENT REPORT



		IE861

		C_RES_DAT

		BASIS FOR RECOVERY OF DUTIES



		IE867

		C_COO_RES

		ADMINISTRATIVE COOPERATION RESULTS



		IE934

		C_PAC_DAT

		DATA PACKAGING





[bookmark: _Toc200879750][bookmark: _Toc208289631][bookmark: _Toc283197580][bookmark: _Toc4148703][bookmark: _Toc199860956]Table 7: List of Messages belonging to EMCS Phase 4.2 

[bookmark: _Toc283197541]Configuration of User Profiles by ITSM Support

For the successful rollout of the CT Campaign, the following configuration settings are performed by ITSM Support teams in alignment with the National teams.

[bookmark: _Hlk149826683]User Profiles for accessing the National Gateways created by ITSM Support

The user profiles for accessing the National Gateways of the Conformance Test environment are the following.

		User Profile

		Description



		CTA-READ-RCT-PRF.EMCS

		Read access to NA queues



		CTA-WRITE-RCT-PRF.EMCS

		Write access to NA queues





[bookmark: _Toc283197581][bookmark: _Toc4148704][bookmark: _Toc200879751][bookmark: _Toc208289632][bookmark: _Toc199860957]Table 8: User Profiles for accessing the National Gateways

User Profiles for accessing the Central Gateways created by ITSM Support

The user profiles for accessing the Central Gateway of the Conformance Test environment are the following.

		User Profile

		Description



		CTA-READ-RCT-PRF.EMCS

		The read access to the Central CTA CCN queues: 

· CTA-COREy-XML-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS;

· CTA-ADMINy-XML-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS;

· CTA-REPORT-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS;

· CTA-ED-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS.



		CTA-WRITE-RCT-PRF.EMCS

		The write access to the Central CTA CCN queues: 

· CTA-COREy-XML-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS;

· CTA-ADMINy-XML-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS;

· CTA-REPORT-xx-RCT-QUE.EMCS;

· CTA-ED-xx-RCT-QUE.





[bookmark: _Toc283197582][bookmark: _Toc4148705][bookmark: _Toc199860958]Table 9: User Profiles for accessing the Central Gateway

Configuration of User Profiles by NAs’ CCN Local Administrator 

To access CTA through CCN/CSI infrastructure, the NAs’ CCN Local Administrator should assign its NA users with the following two (2) CCN User Profiles:

		User Profile

		Description



		CTA-READ-RCT-PRF.EMCS

		Reads messages from the NEA queues



		CTA-WRITE-RCT-PRF.EMCS

		Deletes messages from the NEA queues

Writes messages on the CTA queues





[bookmark: _Toc283197583][bookmark: _Toc4148706][bookmark: _Toc199860959]Table 10: NA CCN User Profile for accessing the CTA

[bookmark: _Toc283197543][bookmark: _Ref413151279]Accessing CTA Web Interface by NA CCN Local Administrator

An HTTP access needs to be configured to the CTA server to access CTA and perform CT activities.

The CTA is available at the address: http://ctatms-rct.itsm.ccncsi.int:6001/cta/   

To establish user access to EMCS Phase 4.2, a CCN profile for accessing the CTA Web Interface has been created.

To access the CTA Web interface, the NAs’ CCN Local Administrator has to locate the profile through the CCN Administration portal and associate the existing national users (either new users or users already registered for the EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Campaign) with the following profile.

		User Profile

		Description



		CTA-NAOPERATOR-<MODE>-PRF.TAX

		Access to Phase 4.2 functionality



		CTA-NACOORDINATOR-<MODE>-PRF.TAX

		Access to Phase 4.2 functionality





[bookmark: _Toc208289636][bookmark: _Toc283197584][bookmark: _Toc4148707][bookmark: _Toc199860960]Table 11: NA CCN User Profile for accessing the CTA Web interface

[bookmark: _Toc283197544]Access CTA Web Interface as ITSM Administrator

The following profile is for ITSM use only.

		User Profile

		Description



		ITSM-ADMIN-RCT-USR.EMCS

		Web interface administration access of CTA





[bookmark: _Toc283197585][bookmark: _Toc4148708][bookmark: _Toc199860961]Table 12: ITSM CTA administration profile

[image: j0433883]	NAs should not use this profile otherwise it will prevent them from performing any test.

CTA Business Roles

During the execution of business scenarios under Mode-2 (while in CD operational mode), CTA can impersonate the following business roles:

· MSA of Dispatch;

· MSA of Destination;

· New MSA of Destination;

· Former MSA of Destination;

· Requesting MSA;

· Requested MSA;

· Third MSA;

· Issuing MSA;

· Addressed MSA;

· Consignor;

· Consignee;

· MSA of Export[footnoteRef:3]. [3:  Only applicable for AES-EMCS Test campaign (see Section 4.4.3.3)] 




For example, in one scenario, when NEA plays the role of MSA of Dispatch, CTA can impersonate both the MSA of Destination and the Third MSA.

[bookmark: _Ref477435068][bookmark: _Toc4148668][bookmark: _Toc199860918][bookmark: _Toc285801168][bookmark: _Toc8913294][bookmark: _Toc9844595][bookmark: _Toc14082733]CTA Navigation

For each Test Campaign, CTA is the access point for:

· Planning the Conformance Testing (CT), by providing a National Project Plan (a list of planned dates for activities)[footnoteRef:4]; [4:  The National Project Plan (NPP) of each NA should be updated in CTA.] 


· Executing the Conformance Tests to assess the readiness for entry into production;

· Reporting on the Test Executions.



The following roles exist in CTA for the users of the National Administration:

· NA Coordinator 

The role of the NA Coordinator is to plan the CT Execution by updating the National Project Plan and to follow up on the CT Preparation and Execution. The NA Coordinator can also generate reports about CT activities. The National Project Manager and the National CT Coordinator should be assigned the NA Coordinator user profile;

· NA Operator

The role of the NA Operator is to prepare and execute the Conformance Testing as planned by the NA Coordinator. The NA Operator can also generate reports about CT activities.



Important Note:

The roles are not exclusive. Several roles can be assigned to a single user. EMCS CPT advises that the National Project Manager and National CT Coordinator should have both roles assigned to their profiles (NA Coordinator and NA Operator).

Logging in CTA, the user may select from the side bar the “Menu” icon and then, by selecting the “Conformance Testing” option, the user will be redirected to a new page. In the “Conformance Testing” page, the user (NA Coordinator or NA Operator) can access the Business Thread to which the CT activities are related, by pressing the “View” button associated with this Business Thread in the Conformance Testing page (Figure 4).
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[bookmark: _Ref476860428][bookmark: _Toc4148724][bookmark: _Toc199860978]Figure 4: Conformance Testing Overview

In the “Business Thread Overview” page, the user can see details and the Business Domains belonging to this Business Thread. The user (NA Coordinator or NA Operator) can access the Business Domain to which the CT activities are related by pressing the “View” button (Figure 5).
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[bookmark: _Ref476860457][bookmark: _Toc4148725][bookmark: _Toc199860979]Figure 5: Business Thread Overview

In the “Business Domain Overview” page, the user (NA Coordinator or NA Operator) can see details and the CT Campaigns belonging to this Business Domain and the related recorded Deviations (if any). The user can access EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Campaign by clicking on the “View” button associated with this CT Campaign in the list of CT Campaigns (Figure 6).
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[bookmark: _Ref476860470][bookmark: _Toc4148726][bookmark: _Toc199860980]Figure 6: Business Domain Overview

The user can access a Test Campaign by clicking on the “View” button associated with this Test Campaign in the list of Test Campaigns (Figure 7).
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[bookmark: _Ref476860482][bookmark: _Toc4148727][bookmark: _Toc199860981]Figure 7: CT Campaign Management

In each Test Campaign, a menu bar allows the user to navigate between the various pages available at the Test Campaign level (Figure 8).
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[bookmark: _Ref476860500][bookmark: _Toc4148728][bookmark: _Toc199860982]Figure 8: Test Campaign Menu



The figures presented above provide a first overview of the pages available to CTA. For detailed information, the user may refer to the respective User Manual [R07]. Presentation of the CTA and its basic functionalities will follow in the planned CTA training for EMCS Phase 4.2 by the EMCS CPT to the concerned National Administrations. Additionally, useful end-to-end information may be found within the CTA Wiki and specifically in the ‘Getting Started with CTA’ guide. The full functionality of CTA is thoroughly described in the CTA Functional Specifications [R08].



[bookmark: _Ref409431871][bookmark: _Toc4148669][bookmark: _Toc199860919]Testing Organisation

This section provides detailed information on the: 

· Conformance Testing organisation in terms of planning, roles, and responsibilities;

· Applicable communication method each involved stakeholder should follow;

· Conformance Testing Campaign lifecycle;

· Scope of subject of EMCS Phase 4.2.



[bookmark: _Toc208289981][bookmark: _Toc476816463][bookmark: _Toc4148670][bookmark: _Toc199860920]Roles and Responsibilities

Figure 9 presents the parties involved in EMCS Phase 4.2 CT.
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The following table summarises the roles and responsibilities of ITSM Support (including CCN/CSI services) and of NA teams.

		Actor

		Roles and Responsibilities



		NA National Project Manager 

		The National Project Manager is designated by the NA to supervise all the EMCS CT activities performed by the National Project Team. In CTA, the relevant user profile that the respective user should acquire is the “NA Coordinator”. The National Project Manager:

· Updates the NPP on CTA whenever information is changing in the NA’s national planning [see section 6.2];

· Creates a Test Plan (which includes details of the test team and the development team);

· Initiates the Conformance Testing procedure by submitting a request to the ITSM Service Desk with formal proof of compliance with the preconditions;

· Coordinates the test execution and verification of results at the National Site;

· Creates deviations;

· Submits the recommended CTA Report after each CT Mode (including Mode-1, Mode-2 Pre-CT, and Mode-2 Actual-CT) and the Test Summary Report only for Mode-3. The Test Summary Report template can be found in Annex 7 (section 6.7);

· Include the latest TRP in the CTP explorer to view the content of the TRP (Test Cases, Message Instances, and Country-Specific Instantiation Data).



		NEA Tester 



		The Tester is designated by the NA to perform all testing activities related to Phase 4.2 CT. In CTA, the relevant user profile that the respective user should acquire is the “NA Operator”.

The Tester:

· Performs CT activities.

· Updates Country Specific Instantiation Data (CSID);

· Creates and Updates NA-Defined Reference Data.



		CCN/CSI Services



		During Conformance Testing, the CCN/CSI services are provided by ITSM Support via the National Service Desk to the NAs regarding problems they may encounter or questions they may raise while using the CCN/CSI gateway.



		ITSM



		ITSM is responsible for the operation of the Central Test Site and manages the CTA.

ITSM Support:

· Includes the ITSM Service Desk and provides assistance to the NAs in case they encounter issues with the communication (connectivity or message exchanges) between the NEA and the Central Test Site;

· Provides guidance to the National Project Managers for performing the tests;

· Centralises all test results for reporting to the EMCS CPT and assesses and evaluates the severity of the errors detected during the Conformance Testing.

ITSM CTA Administrator at Central level:

· Sets up the CT Environment;

· Monitors the CT Environment;

· Is responsible for the technical configuration of the CTA.

ITSM Excise CT Coordinator:

· Ensures the communication and coordination with the NAs;

· Performs the required actions in CTA for setting up the CT Campaign;

· Defines the CT Campaign scope in CTA;

· Uploads either a full or an incremental TRP version in CTA[footnoteRef:5]; [5:  The Test Reference Package (TRP) is a term used for the CT Coordinator to enclose (refer to) all business input that is uploaded to CTA for the purposes of CT execution (i.e., for the successful exchange of Test Messages during CT), in the context of a given CT Campaign. It shall be noted that the TRP will be published on CIRCA BC for NAs’ information, but it will not be used by the NAs. NAs will still receive a readable version of CTP which will also be published on PICS.] 


· Provide CTP Explorer with the initial TRP for the CT Campaign;

· Creates/Updates NA-Defined Reference Data;

· Creates/Updates deviations in CTA;

· Monitors scenario execution through log files;

· Follows up on the CT issues and NAs’ recorded Incidents;

· Submits a Consolidated Planning Report of the CT activities to EMCS CPT;

· Submits analysis on the CT activities to each NA (upon completion of Mode-2 Pre-CT and upon completion of Mode-2 Actual-CT);

· Uploads NAs’ National Project Plans, log files, Test Summary Reports, and CT analysis on the ITSM Publishing Platform.

ITSM Excise CT Tester:

· Supports NA in test troubleshooting;

· Diagnoses problems encountered during testing;

· Analyses test results and log files on NAs’ request.

ITSM Service Desk:

· Normal service call handling;

· Close coordination with ITSM Excise CT Coordinator for CT-related requests.





[bookmark: _Toc4148709][bookmark: _Toc199860962]Table 13: CT Roles and Responsibilities

[bookmark: _Ref408907594][bookmark: _Ref408907600][bookmark: _Toc476816464][bookmark: _Toc4148671][bookmark: _Toc199860921]Planning and Milestones

As per EMCS Master Plan v3.00 [R11], the EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective release will be at the full rollout of EMCS Phase 4.2 set for Mr on 12/02/2026. 

National planning should aim at delivering the Phase 4.2 CT Campaign activities within the reference dates and ensure the smooth transition to Operations. Please refer to Annex 2 (section 6.2) for the latest NPP template file.

		Reference Dates for Phase 4.2 CT Campaign within Common Domain



		Task

		Testing Mode

		Ref. Start Date

		Ref. End Date



		CD-84

		NEA Testing (Mode-1)

		09/06/2025

		19/12/2025



		CD-86.1

		NEA Conformance Testing Mode-2 Pre-CT

		16/06/2025

		16/01/2026



		CD-86.2

		NEA Conformance Testing Mode-2 Actual-CT

		23/06/2025

		30/01/2026



		CD-87

		NEA International Testing (Mode-3)

		07/07/2025

		11/02/2026



		CD-88

		NEA End-to-End International Testing (Mode-3 Plus)

		07/07/2025

		11/02/2026





[bookmark: _Ref409451645][bookmark: _Toc476816507][bookmark: _Toc4148710][bookmark: _Toc199860963]Table 14: Reference dates for EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Campaign

[bookmark: _Toc476816465][bookmark: _Toc4148672][bookmark: _Toc199860922]Communication and Synchronisation

When performing Conformance Testing, effective communication and synchronisation are essential. For that purpose, the Excise Conformance Testing Team (ITSM3-TES Excise CT Team) will use the following communication means: 

· ITSM Synergia (ESS) [see section 4.3.1];

· CTA Support Form [see section 4.3.2.2];

· E-mail (ITSM_TES_EXCISE@itsmtaxud.europa.eu);

· Telephone.



During the CT Campaign, ITSM Support and more specifically the Excise Conformance Testing Team, will provide the NAs with:

· Coordination;

· Technical Support (including Application Management, Infrastructure Support, CCN Support services);

· Assistance in troubleshooting issues encountered during the testing activities.

[bookmark: _Ref410660516][bookmark: _Ref410660519][bookmark: _Toc476816470][bookmark: _Toc4148673][bookmark: _Toc199860923]ITSM Synergia ESS

The NAs should create an Interaction for each request for coordination or issues detected during the CT Campaign, via the Synergia ESS application (available at the following URL: https://ITSMtaxud.europa.eu/smt/ess.do, with the same credentials used as for the ITSM Portal):

· Create Interaction;

· Select Urgency;

· Select the corresponding Service related to testing “EMCS (Trans-European System) CONF”;

· Press the “Submit” button.



[bookmark: _Hlk51927584]In Synergia ESS, four (4) specific templates applicable to EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Campaign have been created. These templates have specific Campaign identifications (pre-filled text), i.e., EMCS-P4.2-NA-XX, where XX is replaced by the country code. The use of templates facilitates communication and minimises the introduction of errors into the logging of incidents/interactions. 

The NAs should apply one of the four templates available on Synergia ESS, presented in Table 15.

		Template

		Name

		Description



		Error Problem Report

		EMCS P4.2: Error Problem Report

		NA tester requests ITSM Support to analyse/clarify the reason for the failure of a test case result.



		CT Coordination

		EMCS P4.2: CT Coordination

		NA requests information from ITSM Support for any type of coordination of the campaign (e.g. organise a conference call to discuss an issue found etc.).



		CTP/Specifications issue

		EMCS P4.2: CTP/Specifications issue

		NA requests ITSM Support to clarify doubts on the CTP or specify Common Specifications related information.



		Test Summary Report

		EMCS P4.2: Test Summary Report

		NA submits to ITSM Service Desk their Test Summary Report for Mode 3.





[bookmark: _Ref476847873][bookmark: _Ref476847858][bookmark: _Toc4148711][bookmark: _Toc199860964]Table 15: Synergia ESS CT Templates

Once requests are submitted and the solution is reached, the Interaction under Synergia ESS is updated with the solution. In parallel, an e-mail is sent to the person who logged the Interaction. The Interaction becomes the communication channel between the NA and the ITSM teams for the specific requests. For additional specific information on Synergia ESS, NAs are invited to consult the manual on the use of ESS, which is available on the ITSM Portal under: ITSM Publishing Platform: /Common/Synergia folder.

The CT coordinator ensures the traceability of service requests and may create Known Errors (if needed) during the CT Campaign. The Known Errors related to the CTP and/or CTA will be available to all NAs on ITSM Portal under: ITSM Publishing Platform: /Call Centre/Known Errors.

[bookmark: _Toc4148674][bookmark: _Toc199860924]Complementary information

Each NA can follow up on the status of their testing activities on the ITSM Portal under: ITSM Publishing Platform: /Excise/ EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Campaign folder. NAs have access only to read the generic folders and those folders dedicated to their own administration. Every person interacting with ITSM Support during the Conformance Testing Period has to be registered in Synergia, and therefore authorised by the National Project Manager, and indicated in the NA's CT Contact details, communicated through the Weekly CT Report. Access can be requested via https://itsmtaxud.europa.eu/sites/itsm-portal/home.html by pressing on the User Access Management Forms link. 

The ITSM3-TES Excise CT Coordinator ensures traceability of service requests, follows up on the actions needed to be taken, and initiates their closure.

The CT Weekly Report is published on CTA Wiki and is available to all NAs under the following link:

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/CTA/pages/2123046116/EMCS+Phase+4.2+CT+Campaign

For urgent interaction, NAs could address directly to the ITSM3-TES Conformance Testing mailbox ITSM_TES_EXCISE@itsmtaxud.europa.eu.

CTA Wiki 

CTA will give the ability to provide links to wiki pages of every main artefact (Business Thread, Business Domain, CT Campaign, Test Campaign). Information regarding CT planning, documentation and reporting will be published in due time for NAs’ consultation and consideration. 

The CTA Wiki page is accessible to everyone via ECAS account under the following link:

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/display/CTA

In the CTA Wiki page, the user can find:

· CTA Getting Started Guide;

· CTA Functional Specifications;

· CTA Technical Specifications;

· CTA Guide Videos;

· CTA User Manuals;

· Upcoming CTA Events;

· CTA related blogs;

· Links to related CIRCABC location.



[bookmark: _Ref477441609]Request Support

CTA offers a functionality to the user for support in Test Cases issues via a Support Form. This form can be accessed with the following process. In Test Session page, in the section of Test Cases, on the right the user can check the checkboxes of the Test Cases he/she needs to get support to. Clicking on “Request Support” button, a form appears. The user fills-in the form and by pressing the “SEND” button, the issue recorded is sent to ITSM Support. For detailed information on the Request Support process, the user may refer to section 4.3.6.5.1.1.22 in the respective User Manual [R07].

Due to internal procedures, all requests will be linked to the e-mail address of the CTA user, thus CTA user has to be registered in Synergia.
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Each NEA can be considered as a black box, which interacts with other NEAs over the Common Domain and with the Trader applications over the External Domain. Exchanges in the National Domain are part of the NEA.

Each NEA is tested in gradual stages, whereby all interfaces are emulated first, and then the emulators are gradually replaced by real-life systems that approach the operational environment as much as possible. Each NA will therefore have to define its own testing strategy, thereby deciding upon the emulator usage and the scope of the tests to be performed.
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The testing of each NEA will be organised in “modes” that will be performed in sequence. This section provides an overview of the different testing modes that the NEA will undergo.

ITSM Support will provide the necessary support (ITSM Service Desk, CT related services, CCS/CSI related services) and will ensure that all tools located at Central Test Site premises are available. The CTA Administrator will verify that the CTA is available and running for Conformance Testing. 

Before the start of the Conformance Testing Modes, it is recommended that the NAs perform a Connectivity Test[footnoteRef:6] with CTA in order to ensure that the connectivity to the application is properly working and CTA web interface can be accessed and messages can be exchanged. This test is not considered part of Conformance Testing but intends to verify the communication with the application. ITSM Excise CT Coordinator recommends that this should be tested either prior to Mode-1 or Mode-2. [6:  See Annex 3: Connectivity Tests] 


The testing modes are shown below:

· Mode 0 (or Integration) Testing during development;

· Mode-1, which may either use the Mode-1 functionality of the central CTA server application, or for which NAs may make their own arrangements;

· Mode-2 (or Conformance) Testing, during which the various functions in the CD will be tested. This will be carried out against the Central Test Site (ITSM Infrastructure), where the CTA will be operated to test the conformity of the NEA against the test scenarios in the CTP [R09];

· Mode-3 (or International) Testing during which each NEA performs connectivity tests (message exchanges) towards NEA-XI in a separate testing environment.

[bookmark: _Toc199860926]Mode 0 – Integration Testing

Mode 0 is the integration testing during which the NEA modules are tested against the specifications with emphasis on the functionality (except for XML message mapping or CCN/CSI interface-related issues). NAs may optionally test using the loopback facility of the local CCN/CSI gateway (LCT mode, refer to Annex 1: Start-up guide for CT Environment preparation) to test successful interfacing with the CCN network.

		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Execute the testing and verify the results with self-developed tests and test procedures

· Provides confirmation to the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator that the testing is successful



		ITSM

		NAs do not need support from ITSM Support teams in Mode 0 Testing





[bookmark: _Toc199860965]Table 16: Mode-0 Roles and Responsibilities



[bookmark: _Ref200726311][bookmark: _Toc208289985][bookmark: _Toc476816473][bookmark: _Toc4148677][bookmark: _Toc199860927]Mode-1 - National Compliance Testing

Mode-1 focuses on the testing of the whole NEA’s functionality and the interface with the CCN/CSI. Mode-1 is performed at the NA’s premises, under the NA’s responsibility, supported using CTA.

The Mode-1 Testing environment consists of the: 

· NEA under test connected through the CCN/CSI to the CTA in the Central Test Site;

· The CTA web interface is accessible by the CTA Operator at the NA under test site.

During Mode-1, CTA:

· Has the ability to send and receive both CD and ED messages that will be sent over CCN queues (different queues will be used for CD and ED messages);

· Supports the export of XML IE instances to be used in Mode-1 testing (local use).



		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Test execution and verification of results; to send and receive at least one message;

· Provides the CTA-6 Report for Mode-1 to ITSM Excise CT Coordinator;

· Provides all test log files to the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator to demonstrate the successful completion of Mode-1 tests upon request;

· Optionally verifies the structure of all message types.



		ITSM

		· Informs the NA that the CT environment is ready for Mode-1 testing;

· Analyses and diagnoses problem statements and/or resolves issues;

· Supports the NA in case of difficulties in establishing communication with the Conformance Test Environment;

· Supports and organises conference calls (either scheduled or ad-hoc) with NAs if needed.





[bookmark: _Toc476816509][bookmark: _Toc4148713][bookmark: _Toc199860966]Table 17: Mode-1 Roles and Responsibilities
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CT Mode-2 covers the complete system testing over the CCN/CSI infrastructure and verifies the interface of the NEA under test within the Common Domain.

Mode-2 Conformance Testing is performed in two stages, called Pre-Conformance Testing (Pre-CT) and Actual-Conformance Testing (Actual-CT).

Pre-Conformance Testing is a preliminary stage during which the NAs prepare themselves for the Actual-Conformance Testing. During Mode-2, the NAs are authorised to use the ITSM infrastructure, centrally located, to execute the tests.

CT Mode-2 takes place at the NAs’ premises, executing a full set of predefined test scenarios that mandate the exchange of IEs using the CTA.

During Mode-2, CTA supports:

· The creation of NA-defined scenarios to be used during Pre-CT (local + central use);

· Conformance Testing only for CD, therefore NAs need to emulate ED, since CTA does not provide this feature.



Mode-2 Prerequisites for the NAs:

· Before Conformance Testing can start, NAs need to establish successful connectivity with CTA in order to ensure the communication of the NEA and CTA via the CCN gateway. This can be done either prior to Mode-1 or prior to Mode-2, depending on whether NAs wish to make use of the Mode-1 facilities provided by the CTA Server application;

· Before an NA that has decided to perform Mode-1 moves on to Mode-2 CT, evidence shall be provided to the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator by the CTA-6 Report, showing that Mode-1 tests have been successfully completed;

· Time slots need to be allocated for the specific testing mode and should be communicated via the NPP update on CTA (agree with ITSM on the CT time slots when to perform Pre-CT and Actual-CT);

· Contact ITSM Excise CT Coordinator four (4) weeks prior to the start of Pre-CT and Actual-CT about the plan of activities.



Pre-Conformance Testing 

Pre-Conformance Testing is divided into Official Testing and NA-Defined Testing. 

· Official Testing intends to verify the capability of the system to respect the protocol. It consists of exchanging a number of pre-defined messages in a pre-defined order between the NEA and CTA. During Official Testing, the NAs will use the scenarios and test data defined in the Conformance Testing Protocol Database. Every test scenario will be executed at least once with a Dataset defined in the Conformance Testing Protocol Database;

· NAs can perform NA-Defined Testing on a daily basis. The NA user can modify the IE message templates and a scenario from the Conformance Testing Database can be used. In case support is needed by the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator, NAs should provide related information.



		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Runs all CTP test scenarios and datasets within the official CT Scope for EMCS Phase 4.2;

· Provides the CTA-8 Report for Mode-2 Pre-CT to ITSM Excise CT Coordinator;

· NA may also choose to perform “NA-Defined Testing”: 

· With own scripts - propose before the start of the NA’s Defined Testing, the scenarios and the data to be exchanged within the involved IEs;

· With scenarios defined in the Conformance Test Protocol Database. The NA should provide to the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator the scenarios of the Conformance Test Protocol Database they will follow and the roles that its NEA will simulate.



		ITSM

		· Analyses and diagnoses problem statements and/or resolves issues;

· Supports the NA in case of difficulties to establish communication with the Conformance Test Environment;

· Acts as the CTA Central Application administrator;

· Supports and organises conference calls (either scheduled or ad-hoc) with NAs if needed.





[bookmark: _Toc476816510][bookmark: _Toc4148714][bookmark: _Toc199860967]Table 18: Mode-2 Pre-CT Roles and Responsibilities

The Pre-Conformance Testing is considered finished when at least all CTP Test Cases within official CT Scope for EMCS Phase 4.2 have been run successfully.

Actual-Conformance Testing

At the beginning of this mode, a Kick-off conference call could be organised between the NA and the EMCS CPT upon bilateral communication. The main purpose of this conference call would be to discuss any issues detected during Pre-CT and confirm that the NA can proceed with the Actual-Conformance Testing. The Kick-off conference call is organised after the CTA-8 Report for Pre-CT is provided and after CTA test logs are analysed by ITSM Excise CT team. The same is applicable at the end of the Actual-Conformance Testing in order to assess if the NA is certified to continue, this is a mandatory step during Conformance Testing Campaign. 

Actual-Conformance Testing is based on the Conformance Testing Protocol Database (CTP Database) and consists of exchanging a number of pre-defined messages in a pre-defined order between the NEA and CTA. Actual-Conformance Testing does not differ from the Pre-Conformance Testing.

		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Executes the scenarios and datasets;

· Provides the CTA-8 Report for Mode-2 Actual-CT to ITSM Excise CT Coordinator.



		ITSM

		· Provides a Consolidated Test Report for Mode-2 Actual-CT to EMCS CPT;

· Analyses and diagnoses problem statements and/or resolving issues;

· Supports the NA in case of difficulties to establish communication with the Conformance Test Environment;

· Supports and organises conference calls (either scheduled or ad-hoc) with NAs if needed.





[bookmark: _Toc476816511][bookmark: _Toc4148715][bookmark: _Toc199860968]Table 19: Mode-2 Actual-CT Roles and Responsibilities

[bookmark: Section_4_4_3_3]AES-EMCS Conformance Testing

The AES-EMCS Conformance Testing was first introduced under EMCS Phase 4.1. In the context of EMCS Phase 4.2, a newly defined test campaign titled “EMCS Phase 4_2 AES-EMCS” will become available (provisionally in July 2025) in CTA under the EMCS Phase 4.2 CT campaign. This campaign reflects changes introduced in the AES DDNXA specifications, establishing a dependency that is addressed through the relevant RfCs. These changes will be incorporated into the current Test and Release Protocol (TRP).

AES-EMCS Test campaign offers NAs the opportunity to optionally extend their testing, incorporating the AES message types, which in real Excise business cases are going to be exchanged in the National Domain.

In this specific campaign, through the Single Message Exchange functionality (in the same approach as described in Table 24) the following AES-originated message types can be exchanged from/to CTA:

IE519, IE532, IE534, IE535, IE536, IE537, IE539 and IE598.

Additionally, a predefined official scope has become available in the “EMCS Phase 4_2 AES-EMCS” test campaign to serve the test execution of predefined scenarios. The dedicated Export test cases are listed below: 

· BS-16(l)_DS;

· BS-16(m)_DS;

· BS-16(n)_DS;

· BS-16(o)_DS;

· BS-16(p)_DS.

Although, in real business cases, the AES message types are exchanged within the National Domain, for the previous-mentioned five test cases the message exchanges from/to CTA are performed via the CORE queues (see Section 2.3.2.1).

The datasets and the templates of the AES message types, as well as the above-mentioned test cases, are incorporated in the Conformance Test Protocol [R09], in alignment with the following RfCs: UCCAES2935, UCCAES2936, UCCAES2938, and UCCAES2939.

According to the requirements of AES P1 CTOD [R12], Certificate A4 includes the certification of the Block 4 functionality – AES-EMCS interface (TES interoperation) with evidence to be provided to the ITSM3-TES Customs team when necessary. In case of the testing in EMCS Phase 4.2, a formal certification of the functionality against CTA will not be requested, nevertheless, these test cases are part of EMCS Phase 4.2 CT campaign and are strongly recommended.

		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Executes the scenarios and datasets (Optional);

· Provides the CTA-8 Report for EMCS Phase 4_1 AES-EMCS to ITSM Excise CT Coordinator (Optional).



		ITSM

		· Analyses and diagnoses problem statements and/or resolves issues;

· Supports the NA in case of difficulties in establishing communication with the Conformance Test Environment;

· Supports and organises conference calls (either scheduled or ad-hoc) with NAs if needed;

· Includes the progress of the AES-EMCS Test campaign in the EMCS Phase 4.2 Conformance Test Reports per NA.





[bookmark: _Toc199860969]Table 20: AES-EMCS Test Campaign Roles and Responsibilities



CS/MIS2 Conformance Testing

With the phase-out of CS/MISE and the upcoming migration to CS/MIS2, a dedicated Conformance Testing (CT) phase is foreseen. This testing will be essential to ensure the accuracy and reliability of message exchanges within the CS/MIS2 system, as well as to verify the correct execution of actions performed through the User Interface. The CT phase will play a key role in supporting NAs to ensure a smooth transition. As development is still ongoing, detailed information regarding the organisation and timeline of the CT phase will be communicated well in advance.

[bookmark: _Toc519940717][bookmark: _Toc57103805][bookmark: _Ref59955343][bookmark: _Toc189993280][bookmark: _Toc476816475][bookmark: _Toc4148679][bookmark: _Toc199860929][bookmark: _Toc208289987]Mode-3 - International Testing 

This is a mandatory international testing phase between NAs and does not involve the Central Test Site.

Under this mode, NAs test their NEA by exchanging messages with one or more other NEAs run by other NAs (in RIT mode of test configuration). The international testing of a given NEA with more than one NA is required.

During this mode:

· NEA tests its conformance against other voluntary NAs, with the support of ITSM if required;

· No dedicated testing tool is used;

· Organisation is up to NAs that take part in.



		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Executes the tests and verifies the results;

· Provides the Test Summary Report for Mode-3 CT to the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator and the test scenarios that were executed (see Annex 7);

· Provides all test log files to demonstrate the successful completion of Mode-3 tests to the ITSM Excise CT Coordinator, if necessary or requested.



		ITSM

		· Assists NAs in finding partners for Mode-3 testing;

· System support;

· Assists NAs in analysis, diagnosis, and solving of problem statements;

· Provides support and organises the conference calls with NAs if needed.





[bookmark: _Toc476816512][bookmark: _Toc4148716][bookmark: _Toc199860970]Table 21: Mode-3 Roles and Responsibilities

[bookmark: _Toc199860930]Mode-3 plus – End-to-End Testing

Mode-3 Plus is a non-mandatory testing phase between the Economic Operators (end-to-end testing), and it is under the NAs’ (National Project Manager) responsibility to:

a) Ensure full end-to-end International testing;

b) Execute a pre-production testing phase, which extends testing so that it simulates real operations.



Mode-3 plus Prerequisites for NAs

· [bookmark: _Toc4148681]Successful execution of Mode-3 Testing with at least two (2) NAs;

· Execution of national testing with the involved economic operators (under national responsibility);

· Submission of a test report for Mode-3.

		Role

		Responsibilities



		NA

		· Involve Economic Operators in execution of the tests from both consignor and consignee sides;

· Contact their EcOps to test Mode-3 Plus (it is recommended to involve at least one “big” EcOp);

· Indicate participation in Mode-3 Plus to the EMCS CPT via the NPPs;

· Provide to ITSM (by e-mail) a list of EcOps that will participate in Mode-3 Plus two (2) weeks before the start of this Mode (the related template in Annex 6: Mode-3 Test Summary Report template);

· Provide ITSM (by e-mail) with a list of contact persons in charge of the organisation of Mode-3 Plus;

· Provide to their committed EcOps the test specifications that will be executed during Mode-3 Plus Testing;

· If a volunteer EcOp is not able to find a partner to run Mode-3 Plus Testing, its NA should take over the responsibility to support the EcOp in finding a partner from another volunteer NA.



		Economic Operator(s)

		· It is essential that the volunteer EcOps are committed to their NA to participate in Mode-3 Plus Testing;

· Establishment of Mode-3 Plus Partner with EcOps from the other NAs, as done in real business;

· During the week leading up to the start of the Mode-3 Plus Testing, the EcOps should confirm to their NAs that they are ready to start Mode-3 Plus Testing on the planned date.



		ITSM

		· Indirect support through ITSM Service Desk;

· Coordination and Follow-up of the activities:

· Active contact with the NAs;

· Collect weekly information from NAs about EcOps to test Mode-3 Plus and publish it on CIRCABC;

· Collect weekly information from NAs about their testing activities during Mode-3 Plus.

· Monitoring of the test execution during Mode-3 Plus.





[bookmark: _Toc199860971]Table 22: Mode-3 plus Roles and Responsibilities



The communication during this Mode will be confined to the EMCS CPT and NA:

· NAs are free to give as much information as possible. However, NAs need to check with their EcOps what information can be given (data protection);

· If an EcOp has objections to their data being published on CIRCABC, information about this EcOp should not be communicated to the EMCS CPT;

· EcOps that are not willing to share this information may still register for participation.



[bookmark: _Toc199860931]Procedures and summary of tasks to be performed

The ITSM Excise CT Coordinator will coordinate the Conformance Testing. Table 23 summarises the actions that need to be performed for each entity in order to execute the Conformance Test Campaign.

		Action

		NA

		ITSM



		Set up the necessary infrastructure to perform the tests

		

		



		Define time slots for the Mode-2 tests – NAs have to communicate dates via NPP functionality in CTA

		

		



		Upon completion provide e-mail notification that Mode 0 is completed

		

		



		Run the tests and, upon completion, prepare and submit a CTA-6 Report for Mode-1

		

		Support



		Run the tests and, upon completion, prepare and submit a CTA-8 Report for each phase of Mode-2

		

		Support



		Organise a coordination conference call for Kick-off/End of Mode-2 Actual-CT, for each NA

		

		



		Run the tests and, upon completion, prepare and submit a Test Summary Report for Mode-3 and the test scenarios that were executed

		

		Support



		Run the tests and, upon completion, prepare and submit a Test Summary Report for Self-Certification (only for Northern Ireland)

		

		-



		Submit to the EMCS CPT one CT report per NA

		

		





[bookmark: _Ref413665869][bookmark: _Toc476816514][bookmark: _Toc4148718][bookmark: _Toc199860972]Table 23: List of actions to be performed




[bookmark: _Toc476816478][bookmark: _Toc4148682][bookmark: _Toc199860932]EMCS Phase 4.2

[bookmark: _Ref411001123][bookmark: _Toc476816479][bookmark: _Toc4148683][bookmark: _Ref86842656][bookmark: _Toc199860933]Changes Introduced for Phase 4.2

[bookmark: _Toc4061728]The final versions of the Common Specifications are FESS v4.22 and DDNEA v3.23. The changes for EMCS were approved by the EMCS Change Advisory Board and should be implemented in the Phase 4.2 release. The changes are included in the respective release scope document for EMCS Phase 4.2 FESS and DDNEA [R05]. 

[bookmark: _Toc199860934]EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Scope

[bookmark: _CT_Scope]CT Scope 

The scope of this CT Campaign is to validate the compliance of the NEAs against the new changes introduced for EMCS Phase 4.2 release [see section 4.6.1]

Mode-2 CT Scope 

[bookmark: _Hlk131070618]The CT Scope for EMCS Phase 4.2 incorporates a list of scenarios, in alignment with the related changes introduced for FESS and DDNEA [R05] for EMCS Phase 4.2.

[bookmark: _Hlk131070368][bookmark: _MON_1741430657]The details of the scenarios that apply to Phase 4.2 CT can be found in the CTP for Phase 4.2 [R09]. For the reader’s convenience, a consolidated file is enclosed below and lists the Mandatory (98) and Optional (42) test scenarios in the scope of EMCS Phase 4.2 Conformance Testing Campaign. Both Mandatory and Optional test cases -140 in total- are available in CTA under the Official Test Scope. NAs are invited to execute any other test case specified in CTP, which they consider necessary, under a NA-Defined Test Scope. 







[bookmark: _Self-Certification_CT_Scope][bookmark: _Ref313534129]Optionality of test scenarios

The optionality of the test scenarios listed in the CTP indicates whether a scenario is optional or mandatory for EMCS Phase 4.2 CT. 

The optionality should be taken into account when an NA executes a scenario, so as to estimate the importance of a possible failed scenario. The optional character of a scenario is indicated at scenario step level:

· If a scenario step is indicated as ‘optional’, the scenario is indicated as ‘optional’;

· If a scenario has all its steps indicated as ‘mandatory’, then the scenario is considered mandatory.

Traceability Matrix

Each CTP scenario for EMCS Phase 4.2 corresponds to specific involved sections of DDNEA v3.23 and FESS v4.22. The mapping between the CTP scenarios and the involved sections of the common specification artefacts are embedded in an excel file in Section 2.2.1 of CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 [R09].

Conformance Testing Protocol Explorer (CTP Exp)

CTP Explorer can be used to provide an advanced view of the CTP content that is maintained through the CTP database. 

The CTP Explorer system is provided as a stand-alone desktop application, which can be executed and used in the user’s local workstation. The CTP Explorer outlines the organisation and the test specifications (scenarios & test data) to be executed during Conformance Testing. The CTP content is loaded in the application package via the Test Reference Package (TRP). In addition to the TRP, other configuration files, according to the Business Domain under CT, should be loaded beforehand in the application package.

The system shall provide the functionality of navigating through the CTP content in a user-friendly manner. More specifically, the user can filter and view CTP content regarding Test Cases, Test Scenarios, Message Instances, and Country Specific Instantiation Data defined in CTP. CTP Explorer provides the National Project Managers with the required information in order to effectively organise the testing sessions.

More specifically, CTP Explorer system comprises the following main functionalities:

· Dashboard:

· Viewing general information and volumetric graphs regarding the available data via CTP Explorer;

· Loading a different TRP Version to view content.

· Instantiation of Country Specific Data:

· Viewing and filtering the available Instantiation Data, using different criteria.

· Message Instances:

· Viewing and filtering the available Message Instances, using different criteria;

· Instantiating the available Message Instances with Country Specific Data and Dynamic Tags (strategy NOW and GUID);

· Viewing the deviations between an erroneous and its corresponding correct Message Instance.

· Test Scenarios:

· Viewing and filtering the available Test Scenarios, using different criteria;

· Viewing the details of a particular Test Scenario. 

· Test Cases:

· Viewing and filtering the available Test Cases, using different criteria;

· Viewing the details of a particular Test Case;

· Define the scope of exported Test Cases to be used by CTA;

· Instantiating the message templates of each test case step with Country Specific instantiation data.

· TRP Comparison:

· Viewing the comparison results between the loaded TRP Version and a candidate for comparison TRP Version.



[bookmark: _Ref409431876][bookmark: _Toc4148685][bookmark: _Toc199860935]Conformance Test Specification

[bookmark: _Toc161637678][bookmark: _Toc476816482][bookmark: _Toc4148686][bookmark: _Toc199860936]Test validation

The criterion for each test validation is the conformance of the test output to the expected output.

For each test, this leads to checkpoints such as:



· The messages are received in the indicated sequence;

· No mandatory fields are missing;

· No business rules and conditions are violated;

· No Code lists are violated;

· The result data conform to the Common Specifications of FESS [R02] and DDNEA [R04];

· The errors reported are the expected ones (e.g., if a rule or condition is violated, the appropriate error is displayed).

[bookmark: _Toc476816483][bookmark: _Toc4148687][bookmark: _Toc199860937]Creation / View of National Deviations in CTA

In some cases, NAs would like to deviate from the normal CT scope (e.g., mandatory scenarios not performed, rules not implemented due to national legislation constraints). These deviations can imply that an NA:

· Will not run all scenarios in scope;

· May break some validation rules.

Consequently, the not executed and the failed scenarios in the test results should be compared to the NAs’ applicable deviations to define their final status. One deviation may apply to one or more test scenarios.

National Project Managers, National CT Coordinators, and National Testers (NA Coordinator or NA Operator user profiles) can access the Deviations page at the Business Domain page (Figure 6) and view all the Deviations of his/her National Administration. 

Note: All Member States are requested to re-register the applicable Deviations for the current Phase, even though they may have been registered in a previous Phase. 

A new Deviation can be declared, registered, and maintained only by NA users linked to the NA Coordinator user profile. 

The declared Deviations will be used in reports and namely during the verifications of CT Execution Results, to assess the conformity of NA’s implementation. In case of approval of a Deviation or case of rejection of a Deviation (if test case fails or is not executed), a Known Error will be registered for Conformance Testing or/and Production after the completion of CT activities.

The NA user has the possibility to specify, for a scenario, a result different from the one concluded by CTA. The result concluded by CTA will be kept in CTA’s database for tracking, analysis, and reporting purposes. The result specified by the NA user will supersede the one concluded by CTA, meaning that it will become the official result of the scenario.

The Excise CT Coordinator can supersede test results as well. In case the deviation has been registered and approved beforehand, the result, initially marked as failed, will be passed at the end of this procedure. The result specified by the Excise CT Coordinator will supersede the ones concluded by CTA and/or by the NA user. This is the official test result of the scenario.

This is to support the process of the decision on NA’s readiness, based on the CT Report and related validation performed by ITSM and DG TAXUD. For detailed information on the Deviations’ process and related workflow, the user may refer to the respective User Manual [R07].

[bookmark: _Toc161637679][bookmark: _Toc476816484][bookmark: _Toc4148688][bookmark: _Toc199860938]Error/Problem handling

In case the test output differs from the expected one, the test is considered “failed”.

The problem originator (in most cases, a member of the NA Test Team) establishes a problem statement and submits it to the National Project Manager using the Error/Problem Report form.

An expert analysis must then be performed by the NA (in collaboration with ITSM during the Conformance Testing session) on the failure to establish a diagnosis.

Possible causes include:

· Wrong testing procedure;

· CTA error;

· TRP/CTP error;

· NEA error.

The proper procedure shall then be initiated at the NA level and/or at the Central level, depending on the diagnosis. 

In case an unexpected NEA error is encountered, a severity rating is assigned to the error (by ITSM during the Conformance Testing session), related to its business impact. Such errors can be critical, major, or minor.

In case of a critical error, the testing cannot progress due to an error that technically prohibits further testing of the application. The system is unacceptable at this stage. The business can by no means be performed without fixing this problem.

With a major error, a module cannot be further tested for the failing functionality, but a workaround permits testing of the rest of the application. Business can be performed using a workaround.

When a minor error is encountered, the functionality cannot be verified, but this does not have a significant impact on the business.

In case that a CTA error is encountered, the relevant procedure should be initiated by opening an Interaction in Synergia ESS [see section 4.3.1]. Using the template “EMCS P4.2 CT Error Problem Report”, the NAs should attach the diagnostic request file:





Notes:

· NEA errors are to be distinguished from exceptions/functional errors already documented for the application;

· [bookmark: _Toc161637680][bookmark: _Toc476816485][bookmark: _Toc4148689]There is no relation between the optionality of a test scenario and the NEA error severity rating. An optional test can cause a critical error and vice versa.

[bookmark: _Toc199860939]Technical Conformance criteria

Technical conformance criteria for entering a phase of the operational EMCS are as follows:

· All the mandatory test scenarios specified in the actual CTP document are successfully completed;

· All critical errors have been fixed and satisfactorily re-tested;

· All major errors have either been fixed or satisfactorily re-tested;

· A plan has been proposed for fixing the remaining minor errors.

[bookmark: _Ref409431882][bookmark: _Toc4148690][bookmark: _Toc199860940]Annexes

[bookmark: _Ref409536291][bookmark: _Toc4148691][bookmark: _Toc199860941]Annex 1: Start up guide for CT Environment preparation 

This is a short start-up guide for the NAs during the environment preparation concerning the set-up of CCN queues and connectivity tests with the central test application. The configuration at the CCN level should be ready at least four (4) weeks prior to the start of CT.

The Application Configuration Tool (ACT) is a web-based application that facilitates the CCN configuration processes in an easier and faster manner. The purpose of this application is to guide the end user during the workflow and perform cross checks against the LDAP repository to minimise all delays and deliver “Ready-To-Implement” configuration requests.

An Application Configuration Request (ACR) is submitted by the Development Centres to the CCN/TC to implement a new application available on the CCN/CSI backbone.

The NA should follow the steps below to properly set up the communication layer towards the Back Up/CT environment. In particular:

		STEP 1

		The NAs should ensure that a CCN user account is pre-configured by their Local CCN Administrator.







		STEP 2

		The NA should ensure that the CCN user has access to the CCN ACT tool and access to the application domain of EMCS. To gain access to these application domains, the NAs have to communicate with their Local CCN administrator.







		STEP 3

		ACT Requests per system domain (EMCS) and per mode (LCT, RCT, RIT, and PROD) can be created by using the existing templates already created for Phase 4 (“EMCS-NDEA”, “EMCS-Template”, “cta template”). In case the need for new CCN EMCS QUEUES is raised, the same templates can be used. In particular, for the creation of the queues needed for CTA, the NAs should use the “cta template” to facilitate the procedure. For a detailed description of the queues, the user may refer to the DDNEA specification [R04], section IX.III.1.1.

In Figure 11 a simple and basic ACT request example is displayed.





[image: ]

[bookmark: _Ref409535547][bookmark: _Toc4148731][bookmark: _Toc199860985]Figure 11: ACT Request for EMCS CT Queues



Once the end user enters the necessary information to the request form (select Site, type a “Reference” preferred name, choose the Application domain of interest (EMCS), select a template (“cta template” for the creation of the CTA queues), select the mode where the new request will run (“RCT” for the creation of queues for the Conformance Testing activities), the next step is to “Define Configurations”. Applicable queue names to the previously chosen domain appear (the queue names are predefined in the templates and are created by ITSM Support), as shown in Figure 12 and Figure 13 below.



[image: ]

[bookmark: _Ref494731044][bookmark: _Toc4148732][bookmark: _Toc199860986]Figure 12: ACT – CSI Applications Domain

[image: ]

[bookmark: _Ref409536104][bookmark: _Toc4148733][bookmark: _Toc199860987]Figure 13: ACT - Asynchronous CSI Queues List



Note that if the system(s) is hosted in a new platform, the new platform must be also defined at CCN level. A separate ACT request must be submitted for the definition of the platform. This will be a generic and not template-based request. An example screen is shown below.



[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc4148734][bookmark: _Toc199860988]Figure 14: ACT - platform creation request example



		STEP 4

		After the ACT request is submitted by the NA, ITSM CT Coordinator reviews the request and contacts the issuer in case of errors in the forms and/or additional information is needed. Following the process, the requests are accepted and implemented. New configuration files are then provided to the NA by the ITSM Support through Synergia ESS Portal.







		STEP 5

		NA must configure its National System(s) in accordance with the CCN Queues and the Message Types supported by each Queue. The exact entities that have already been defined for Phase 4 at CCN level are presented in sections 2.3.2.1 and 2.3.2.2.

A graphical representation of the application configuration request lifecycle for the NAs is depicted in Figure 15.







[image: ]

[bookmark: _Ref411519182][bookmark: _Toc4148735][bookmark: _Toc199860989]Figure 15: ACT Request lifecycle for the NAs







[bookmark: _Ref410990219][bookmark: _Toc4148692][bookmark: _Toc199860942]Annex 2: National Project Plan Template

An NPP reporting template with the reference dates of the EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Campaign (“National Project Plan Reporting Template v23.00”) is produced in CTA. The NAs are invited to fill in the template in the CTA environment at any time. The updates will not be linked to the monthly updates, but to occasions when information is actually changing in each NA’s national planning. For detailed information on the NPP update process, the user may refer to the respective User Manual [R07].

A sample of the template is also published in .pdf format for consultation under the following location on CIRCABC: 

https://circabc.europa.eu/ui/group/5d0c005e-c8e5-4193-900b-53c21899fd31/library/d6ea82bf-889d-4670-bb99-416ac08f21b0/details

[bookmark: _Ref410921154][bookmark: _Toc4148693][bookmark: _Toc199860943]Annex 3: Connectivity Tests

This test case aims to verify the existence of correct usernames and passwords to access the Phase 4.2 functionality of the Conformance Test Application (CTA) in Mode-1 and Mode-2.

1. Access the CTA web tool under: http://ctatms-rct.itsm.ccncsi.int:6001/cta/;

2. Once the user is successfully logged in CTA, he/she can navigate through all available options.



Pre-Conditions:

· The reference data is pre-loaded in CTA for the user’s convenience;

· [bookmark: _Hlk131066760]The NA shall load the Reference Data in their NEA application: this is a critical step; otherwise, the validations will not pass. The CTA and the NEA should use the same version of the Reference Data. It is important to clarify that CTA obtains the reference data from TRP. With the view of facilitating EMCS Conformance Testing, the IE734 is decoupled from SEED Conformance and Production environments. The applicable version of IE734.xml, which is embedded in EMCS TRP, can be found in the Full TRP package via CTP Explorer files. For NA’s convenience, the Reference Data applicable to EMCS Phase 4.2 CT campaign can be found in the link provided in Section 2.3.1. under “Configure the National Applications with Standard Reference Data” part;

· The user must be authenticated with the respective profile [see section 2.3.2.5].



[bookmark: _Toc285031521][bookmark: _Toc199860944]Mode-1 Connectivity Test Case

Mode-1 allows the user to send and receive messages within the Common Domain and External Domain. The following test case aims to verify the connection establishment between NEA and CTA. The Mode-1 test execution steps are described in Table 24.

		Step

		Description



		STEP 1

		Log into CTA and select the MODE-1 Test Campaign (the NA user should be linked to the NA Operator user profile).



		STEP 2

		Select Execution tab and then choose the Single Message-Based Exchanges option from the drop-down menu or choose the Test Sessions option from the drop-down menu to run one specific scenario. 



		STEP 3

		In the Single Message-Based Exchanges page configure are the following[footnoteRef:7]: [7:  The case of run one specific scenario is described in details in section 6.3.1.2.] 


· Message Template: select one IE message;

· Role of NA: in the drop-down menu select MSA of Destination;

· Impersonating NA: in the drop-down menu select the country that CTA will simulate;

· Role of CTA: which will be the CTA role;

· Message Direction: outgoing or incoming;

· Operation Mode: in the drop-down menu select Common Domain or External Domain;

· Click on the “SAVE” button.

As result, a message is displayed “Parameters saved successfully, CTA Role is: MSA of Dispatch”.



		STEP 4

		As soon as the user presses the “SAVE” button, the message gets to ‘‘RUNNING’’ mode.



		STEP 5

		To view result, click on the log event panel on the right in case it is collapsed. As result the View Log Event page is displayed.



		STEP 6

		To verify the successful submission of the messages the user should check the IE Sent Log Event details.





[bookmark: _Ref476855310][bookmark: _Toc4148719][bookmark: _Ref149837744][bookmark: _Toc199860973]Table 24: Mode-1 Test Execution Steps



[bookmark: _Toc285031522][bookmark: _Ref2586395][bookmark: _Toc199860945]Mode-2 Indicative Test Case

This test case aims to verify the execution of a Phase 4.2 Mode-2 scenario under MODE-2 Pre-CT Test Campaign level. The Mode-2 test execution steps are described in Table 25.

		Step

		Description



		STEP 1

		Log into CTA and select the MODE-2 Pre-CT Test Campaign (the NA user should be linked to the NA Operator user profile).



		STEP 2

		Select Execution tab and then choose the Test Sessions option from the drop-down menu. 



		STEP 3

		In the Test Sessions page select scope. Then create a test session. A long list of scenarios will be presented.



		STEP 4

		Select scenario AP-21(a)_DS_1 where the NEA plays the role of destination. The scenario includes the following steps:

a. CTA (MSA of Dispatch) - NEA (MSA of Destination) IE801;

b. CTA (MSA of Dispatch) - NEA (MSA of Destination) IE904;

c. NEA (MSA of Destination) - CTA (MSA of Dispatch) IE905;

d. NEA (MSA of Destination) - CTA (MSA of Dispatch) IE818.

In terms of the three first steps, the messages come from dataset A and while the last one is based on dataset R. All message exchanges in EMCS Phase 4.2 format.



		STEP 5

		After choosing this scenario, select the country that CTA impersonates, press “CREATE” and then start the test session.



		STEP 6

		The NA will receive the first message sent by CTA according to this scenario (IE801) that should be found in the queue CTA-NEA-CORE-XML-RCT-QUE.EMCS.



		STEP 7

		Then, the NA will receive the second message sent by CTA according to this scenario (IE9045) that should be found in the queue CTA-NEA-CORE-XML-RCT-QUE.EMCS.



		STEP 8

		After receiving both IE801 and IE904, the NA should create an IE904 message with the NEA taking into consideration the roles played by the NEA and CTA in the third step of the scenario.



		STEP 9

		The NA should use the ARC values from the IE801 and IE904 messages received in the first two steps to populate the ARC field of the IE905 message.



		STEP 10

		[bookmark: _Ref198333179]Send the created IE905 message to the appropriate queue[footnoteRef:8] (the NA should use their NEA to send the message). [8:  For example, the NA of Latvia has to send the IE818 message to the CTA-CORE1-XML-22-RCT-QUE.EMCS@ITSM.TC  queue to effectively communicate and interact with CTA.] 




		STEP 11

		Then, the NA should create an IE818 message with the NEA taking into consideration the roles played by the NEA and CTA in the fourth step of the scenario.



		STEP 12

		The NA should use the ARC values from the IE801 and IE904 messages received in the first two steps to populate the ARC field of the IE905 message.



		STEP 13

		Send the created IE818 message to the appropriate queue9 (the NA should use their NEA to send the message).



		STEP 14

		In CTA, a message should appear stating that the scenario was completed with success.





[bookmark: _Ref476855477][bookmark: _Toc4148720][bookmark: _Toc199860974]Table 25: Mode-2 Test Execution Steps



To confirm that all the steps were executed, the user can access the MODE-2 Pre-CT Test Campaign, click on the Execution tab, select Test Sessions in the dropdown menu, choose the Test Session he/she needs to check and then click on the “VIEW” button. On the Test session page, at the right side there is a collapsible panel containing the last 100 log events generated in the context of the Test Session. 



[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc366755759][bookmark: _Toc4148736][bookmark: _Toc199860990]Figure 16: CTA – Test Results example

[bookmark: _Toc4148694][bookmark: _Toc199860946]Annex 4: EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Mode-3 Suggested scenarios

To support the NEAs International Testing, the following CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 scenarios have been selected to be executed during Mode-3:

1. Business scenarios: This collection of EMCS Phase 4.2 scenarios is indicative to test the level of compliance of the NEA under test with the EMCS Phase 4.2 message exchange protocols, therefore with the core general threads of FESS;

2. Exception Handling: This collection of Exception Handling scenarios is indicative to test the level of compliance of the NEA under test with the DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 exception handling protocols in relation to out-of-sequence transitions.





[bookmark: _Toc199860947]Annex 5: EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Mode-3 Plus Suggested scenarios

To support the Mode-3 Plus of Member States, which is a non-mandatory testing phase between the Economic Operators (end-to-end testing), some suggested scenarios can be found in Section 2.2.2.6 in CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 [R09].



[bookmark: _Toc199860948]Annex 6: EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Connectivity summary
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[bookmark: _Toc52890594][bookmark: _Toc52890838][bookmark: _Toc52890930][bookmark: _Toc4148737][bookmark: _Toc199860991]Figure 17: CTA – Test Part 1
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[bookmark: _Toc4148738][bookmark: _Toc199860992]Figure 18: CTA – Test Part 2



[bookmark: _Ref410983691][bookmark: _Ref411518169][bookmark: _Toc4148696][bookmark: _Toc199860949]Annex 7: EMCS Phase 4.2 Mode-3 Test Summary Report template 
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EMCS Phase 4.2 CT Scope.xlsx

EMCS P4.2 CT scope


						CT Scope for EMCS Phase 4.2


						Mandatory (Total 98)			Optional (Total 42)


						AP-05_DP_1			AP-09_DP_1


						AP-05_DP_2			AP-09_DP_2


						AP-05_DS_1			AP-09_DP_3


						AP-05_DS_2			AP-09_DS_1


						AP-06_DS_1			AP-09_DS_2


						AP-06_DS_2			AP-09_DS_3


						AP-11(a)_DS_3			AP-19_DP_1


						AP-20_DP_1			AP-19_DP_2


						AP-20_DP_2			AP-19_DP_3


						AP-20_DS_1			AP-19_DP_4


						AP-20_DS_2			AP-19_DS_1


						AP-21(a)_DP_1			AP-19_DS_2


						AP-21(a)_DP_2			AP-19_DS_3


						AP-21(a)_DS_1			AP-19_DS_4


						AP-21(a)_DS_2			AP-21(c)_DS_1


						AP-21(b)_DS_2			AP-21(c)_DS_2


						AP-21(d)_DP_1			AP-21(e)_DP_1


						AP-21(d)_DP_2			AP-21(e)_DP_2


						AP-21(d)_DS_1			AP-21(e)_DS_1


						AP-21(d)_DS_2			AP-21(e)_DS_2


						AP-22(a)_DS_1			AP-21(f)_DP_1


						AP-23_DP_3			AP-21(f)_DS_1


						AP-23_DP_4			AP-22(b)_DS_1


						AP-23_DS_3			AP-22(b)_DS_2


						AP-23_DS_4			AP-22(b)_DS_3


						BS-07_DP_1			AP-22(b)_DS_4


						BS-07_DP_2			AP-22(c)_DP_1


						BS-07_DS_1			AP-22(c)_DP_2


						BS-07_DS_2			AP-22(c)_DP_3


						BS-09(b)_DP_1			AP-22(c)_DP_4


						BS-09(b)_DP_2			AP-22(c)_DS_1


						BS-09(b)_DS_1			AP-22(c)_DS_2


						BS-09(b)_DS_2			AP-22(c)_DS_3


						BS-09(c)_DS_1			AP-22(c)_DS_4


						BS-09(c)_DS_2			BS-09(d)_DP_1


						BS-13_DP_2			BS-09(d)_DP_2


						BS-13_DP_4			BS-09(d)_DS_1


						BS-13_DS_2			BS-09(d)_DS_2


						BS-13_DS_4			BS-19(b)_DP_1


						BS-16(a)_DS_1			BS-19(b)_DP_2


						BS-16(a)_DS_2			BS-19(b)_DS_1


						BS-16(a)_DS_3			BS-19(b)_DS_2


						BS-16(a)_DS_4


						BS-16(b)_DS_1


						BS-16(b)_DS_2


						BS-16(c)_DS_1


						BS-16(c)_DS_2


						BS-16(c)_DS_3


						BS-16(c)_DS_4


						BS-16(d)_DS_1


						BS-16(d)_DS_2


						BS-16(g)_DS_1


						BS-16(g)_DS_2


						BS-16(h)_DS_1


						BS-16(h)_DS_2


						BS-16(i)_DS_1


						BS-16(i)_DS_2


						BS-16(k)_DS_1


						BS-16(k)_DS_2


						BS-17_DS_1


						BS-19_DP_3


						BS-19_DP_4


						BS-19_DS_3


						BS-19_DS_4


						CL-18_1


						CL-49_1


						CL-50_1


						CL-60_1


						CL-64_1


						EH-06_1


						EH-14_1


						EH-15_1


						EH-15_2


						EH-15_3


						EH-16_1


						EH-18_1


						EH-20_1


						EH-20_2


						EH-25_1


						EH-25_2


						EH-54_1


						EH-33_1


						EH-42_1


						EH-44_1


						EH-38_1


						EH-37_1


						EH-28_1


						EH-49_1


						FV-801_1


						FV-701_1


						FV-839_1


						FV-829_1


						MF-801_1


						MF-701_1


						MF-839_1


						MF-829_1


						NF-04_1


						NF-05_1
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EMCS Phase 4.2 Mode 3 Suggested Scenarios.xlsx

P4.2 Mode 3 Business Scenarios


			CTP Scenario ID			Scenario Title			Test-Cases			Corresponding Section in EMCS Phase 4.2 DDNEA


			AP – 06_DS			Cancellation of an e-AD by the consignor			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.3 Cancellation of an e-AD by the Consignor (UC2.10)


			AP-07_DP			Submission of report of receipt for e-SAD (with acceptance of goods)			3 & 4 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test. In addition, in this sub-scenarios we can use a different dataset of IE801 (C) than in AP05 and AP06  (A)			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.4 Submission of Report of Receipt (UC2.06), II.I.4.1 Delivery Accepted


			AP – 11(a)_DS			Change of destination before the reception of RoR (New MSA of Destination)			1 & 2 in order to test both roles of the NEA under test			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.5.1 Change MS of Destination combined with II.I.4 Submission of Report of Receipt (UC2.06), II.I.4.1 Delivery Accepted


			AP-22(a)_DS			Change of destination (New MSA of Destination) after the reception of RoR with "Delivery Refused" and "Delivery Partially Refused".			1 & 2 in order to test both roles of the NEA under test			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.4 Submission of Report of Receipt (UC2.06), II.I.4.2 Delivery Refused & II.I.4.3 Delivery Partially Refused combined with II.I.5 Change of Destination (UC2.05), II.I.5.1 Change MS of Destination


			AP-22(c)_DP			Change of Destination of a Duty Paid Movement (Unchanged MSA of Destination - Change of Place of Delivery only) after the reception of RoR with 'Delivery Refused' and 'Delivery Partially Refused'.			1 & 2 in order to test both roles of the NEA under test			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.4 Submission of Report of Receipt (UC2.06), II.I.4.2 Delivery Refused & II.I.4.3 Delivery Partially Refused combined with II.I.5 Change of Destination (UC2.05), II.I.5.5 Change of Place of Delivery


			AP-25_DP			Information on intended claims for a Duty Paid Movement			3			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.4 Submission of Report of Receipt (UC2.06), II.I.4.2 Delivery Refused combined with II.I.12 Download of an e-AD (UC2.51), II.I.12.1 Download of an e-AD successful combined with II.I.11 Information on intended claims (UC2.13), II.I.11.2 Duties claimed by the MSA of Destination & II.I.11.3 Duties claimed by a third MSA that is neither the MSA of Dispatch nor the MSA of Destination


			BS-09(c)_DS			Change of Destination of a Duty Suspension movement before the reception of RoR (Unchanged MSA of Destination - New Consignee)			1 & 2 in order to test both roles of the NEA under test			II.I.1 Submission and registration of an e-AD (UC2.01), II.I.1.1.1 Origin is tax warehouse and the destination is known combined with II.I.5 Change of Destination (UC2.05), II.I.5.4 Change of Consignee (not the MS of Destination) combined with II.I.4 Submission of Report of Receipt (UC2.06), II.I.4.1 Delivery Accepted


			BS-12_DS			Submission of an event report of a Duty Suspension movement			1 & 2 & 5			III.I.1 Submission of an event report (UC3.24)


			BS-13_DP			Control and submission of the control report for a Duty Paid movement			1 & 2			III.I.2 Control and submission of the control report (UC3.03)


			BS-14_DS			Interruption of a Duty Suspension movement			1 & 2			III.I.3 Interruption of a movement (UC3.05)


			BS-16(b)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Cancellation of exit followed by a Change of Destination (Change of Consignee - Authorized Warehouse Keeper)			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.3.2 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Cancellation of exit


			BS-16(c)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by cross-checking failure and Change of Destination (Change of Consignee - Authorized Warehouse Keeper)			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.3 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release and Change of Destination


			BS-18_DP			Spontaneous information for a Duty Paid movement			1			III.I.1 Spontaneous information (UC3.01)


			BS-18_DS			Spontaneous information for a Duty Suspension movement			1			III.I.1 Spontaneous information (UC3.01)


			BS-16(h)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance but Before Release and Change of Destination.			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.8  Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance but Before Release and Change of Destination


			BS-16(i)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance and After Release			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.9 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance and After Release


			BS-16(j)_DS			Export operation at office of export and movement not released by customs followed by cancellation of e-AD.			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.5 Export Operation at Office of Export and movement not released by Customs combined with II.I.3 Cancellation of an e-AD


			BS-16(k)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Cancellation of exit and interruption of a movement.			1 & 2 should be sufficient for a start, as they test both roles of the NEA under test			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.2 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Cancellation of exit combined with III.I.3 Interruption of a movement


			BS-16(l)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of export.			1			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.1 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Confirmation of Exit


			BS-16(m)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release and Change of Destination.			1			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.3 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by negative crosschecking before the export release and Change of Destination


			BS-16(n)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export and movement not released by Customs followed by new export declaration.			1			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.5 Export Operation at Office of Export and movement not released by Customs followed by new export declaration


			BS-16(o)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export and Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.			1			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.7 Export Operation at Office of Export and Export Declaration Rejection due to PreLodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration


			BS-16(p)_DS			Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance but Before Release, and Change of Destination			1			II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, II.II.2.8  Export Operation at Office of Export followed by Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance but Before Release and Change of Destination








P4.2 Mode 3 Exception Handling


			CTP Scenario ID			Scenario Title			Sub-Scenarios			Corresponding Section in EMCS Phase 4.2 DDNEA


			EH – 05			Report of Receipt is sent twice			1			VIII.I.3 Exception Handling, VIII.I.3.2.3 Semantic layer, VIII.I.3.2.3.1 Coordination protocol validations


			EH – 14			Change of destination after the movement has been delivered (RoR with "Delivery Accepted")			1			VIII.I.3 Exception Handling, VIII.I.3.2.3 Semantic layer, VIII.I.3.2.3.1 Coordination protocol validations


			EH – 15			Send a message after the movement has been Manually Closed			1, 2 and 3			VIII.I.3 Exception Handling, VIII.I.3.2.3 Semantic layer, VIII.I.3.2.3.1 Coordination protocol validations


			EH – 16			Send of rejection message (IE839) after the Notification of Accepted Export has been sent.			1			VIII.I.3 Exception Handling, VIII.I.3.2.3 Semantic layer, VIII.I.3.2.3.1 Coordination protocol validations


			EH – 18			Export Operation at Office of Export and movement in the “Exporting” state followed by cancellation (IE810).			1			VIII.I.3 Exception Handling, VIII.I.3.2.3 Semantic layer, VIII.I.3.2.3.1 Coordination protocol validations


			EH – 20			Reception of lost/delayed message after a Status Synchronisation			1&2			III.VI.2.1.2 Manual Status Synchronisation Request


			EH – 22			Rejection due to Request for assistance or Request for history information message out of sequence			2			VIII.I.3 Exception Handling, VIII.I.3.2.3 Semantic layer, VIII.I.3.2.3.1 Coordination protocol validations
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NPP export

		Name		Description		Reference Dates				Foreseen Dates				Actual Dates				Comment

						Start		End		Start		End		Start		End

		EMCS National Project Plan

		ISO country code				LT

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager IT				Tomas Venskus

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager Business (optional)

		Common Domain SEED v1.4 for Phase 4.2

		CD-80: SEED v1.4 Conformance Testing				22/09/2025		16/01/2026

		CD-80.1: SEED v1.4 Conformance Testing (Mode 1)		Please indicate 2 weeks within reference period.		22/09/2025		19/12/2025		10/1/25		10/15/25

		CD-80.2: SEED v1.4 Conformance Testing (Mode 2)		Please indicate 2 weeks within reference period.		29/09/2025		16/01/2026		10/15/25		10/29/25

		CD-81: SEED v.1.4 deployed in Production		Please indicate deployment date of your National SEED Application.
If you plan to deploy your National Excise Application for Phase 4.2 during the Migration period, your National SEED v1.4 has to be tested and deployed before deployment of Phase 4.2 NEA.
Reference  Period: 13/11/2025 - 12/02/2026		12/02/2026								2/12/26



																		Campaign: 		SEED for Phase 4_2

																		National Administration: 		Lithuania

																		Version: 		10/06/2025
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		Name		Description		Reference Dates				Foreseen Dates				Actual Dates				Comment

						Start		End		Start		End		Start		End

		EMCS National Project Plan

		ISO country code				LT

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager IT				Tomas Venskus

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager Business (optional)

		Common Domain Phase 4.2

		CD-82: Do you plan the big-bang of Phase 4.2 at Mr (12/02/2026)		Please specify by choosing "Yes" or "No"		Yes

		CD-83: If you plan to deploy during the migration period from Phase 4.1 to Phase 4.2		Please enter the release date. Release date is expected not earlier Mp (13/11/2025)

		CD-84: National Excise Application tests (Mode 1)		Please indicate the start and end date of Mode 1 within the  given reference period as per national planning.		09/06/2025		19/12/2025		10/1/25		10/3/25

		CD-85: National Excise Application Conformance Testing (Mode 2)				16/06/2025		30/01/2026

		CD-85.1: National Excise Application Conformance Testing Pre-CT		Please indicate 6 weeks within reference period.		16/06/2025		16/01/2026		10/6/25		11/14/25

		CD-85.2: National Excise Application Conformance Testing Actual CT		Please indicate 1 week within reference period. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    		23/06/2025		30/01/2026		11/17/25		11/24/25

		CD-86: National Excise Application International Testing (Mode 3)		Please indicate your availability period.		07/07/2025		11/02/2026		12/1/25		12/19/25

		CD-87: National Excise Application End to End International Testing (Mode 3 Plus)		Please indicate your availability period.		07/07/2025		11/02/2026

		National Domain Phase 4.2

		ND-35: National Excise Application specifications		Please indicate the date when the national specifications for Phase 4.2 are ready

		ND-36: National Excise Application developments		Please indicate the start and the end date of the NEA Phase 4.2 development within the given reference period as per national planning. 		09/06/2025		12/12/2025		8/1/25		8/29/25

		ND-37: National Excise Application tests (Mode 0)		Please indicate the start and end date of Mode 0 within the  given reference period as per national planning.		09/06/2025		12/12/2025		9/1/25		9/30/25

		External Domain Phase 4.2

		ED-30: Date when you have informed/plan to inform your EcOps about the changes related to Phase 4.2 		Please indicate the date.

		ED-31: Date when you published/plan to publish Phase 4.2 EDI (non-Web) Specifications to your EcOps		Please indicate the date.

		ED-32: Availability Date of the Phase 4.2 Test Environment for EDI (non-Web) EcOps Connection		Please indicate the date.

		ED-33: Start date of Phase 4.2 EDI (non-Web) testing with your EcOps for Phase 4.2		Please indicate the date.
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																		National Administration: 		Lithuania

																		Version: 		10/06/2025
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																		Business Domain: 		EMCS: Excise Movement and Control System

																		Business Thread: 		Excise
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[bookmark: _Introduction][bookmark: _Ref12270897][bookmark: _Toc200630266]Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc200630267]Document purpose

The purpose of this document is to define the scope for the Functional Excise System Specifications (FESS) and the Design Document for National Excise Applications (DDNEA) for EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release.

The EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release of FESS and of DDNEA, implements corrective and evolutive Request for Changes (RFCs) on the already agreed scope for changes that have been revealed during the central and national development activities and some documentation RFCs.

It shall be noted that the deployment of RFCs related to message exchanges between AES and EMCS Applications in the National Domain without any impact on the Common Domain (see Section 3.2) will take place as per each NA’s planning, whereas the deployment of all other RFCs (see Section 3.1) will take place as per the EMCS Master Plan [R06].

[bookmark: _Toc40887479][bookmark: _Toc173980624][bookmark: _Toc200630268]Target audience

The target audience for this document includes:

DG TAXUD IT and Business Units;

National Administrations;

Participating contractors, i.e. ITSM Operations, ITSM3-TES, Development and QAC.

[bookmark: _Toc175044142][bookmark: _Toc175155696][bookmark: _Toc173199534][bookmark: _Toc173237114][bookmark: _Toc200630269]Scope

This document records the RFCs that are implemented in FESS and in DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release. 

The RFCs included in this document are a subset of the RFCs listed in the “Functional Excise System Specification (FESS) List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations” [R03] and in the "Design Document for National Excise Applications for EMCS List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations" [R05].

From February 2024 to July 2024, six webinars took place to prepare the changes for Phase 4.2; three webinars only with NAs’ EMCS representatives invited and another three webinars also with NAs’ AES representatives invited and focusing on changes related to the AES-EMCS interface. Moreover, a Fiscalis workshop took place in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024, where NAs’ EMCS representatives were invited to discuss specific changes for Phase 4.2. Related presentations from these meetings can be found in PICS.

The Release Scope Document v1.00 was published to the Heads of Delegations to the Committee on Excise Duties. The deadline for comments was until 20/09/2024.

The RFCs are split into two Sections, whereby the Section 3.1 includes all RFCs that have to be deployed according to the EMCS Master Plan [R06] and the Section 3.2 lists the RFCs that can be deployed according to the national planning upon the readiness of the national AES and EMCS interface.

The submitted comments were discussed and agreed during the EMCS Phase 4.2 Webex meetings. The Release Scope Document v2.00 was created and approved by the Heads of Delegations to the Committee on Excise Duties on 19/11/2024.

The approved changes were implemented by the EMCS Central Project Team in DDNEA v3.23 and FESS v4.21. During the implementation process, few corrective adjustments were raised for RFCs FESS-307, FESS-321, FESS-331, FESS-332, FESS-343, DDNEA-P4-379, DDNEA-P4-381 and DDNEA-P4-376. In parallel, a question raised by an NA in PICS raised additional corrective adjustments for RFCs FESS-345 and DDNEA-P4-383. Revised versions of all aforementioned RFCs were incorporated in the current Release Scope Document v2.10 to be aligned with the approved versions of the specifications.

DDNEA v3.23 was published on CIRCABC on 09/01/2025 and FESS v4.21 was published on CIRCABC on 14/03/2025 for NAs’ review. During the review cycle for DDNEA v3.23, no comments were raised by NAs, thus it was approved without comment. During the review cycle for FESS v4.21, three (3) comments were raised by NAs, which were integrated in FESS v4.22. FESS v4.22 was approved and published on CIRCABC on 06/05/2025.

The following color code is applied in the Release Scope Document v2.10:

· Green font indicates the material that was added and red font & strike through stands for the removed text in comparison to the Release Scope Document v1.00v2.00;

· Inside the RFCs, the changes to be implemented on the existing text of the specifications (FESS and DDNEA) are highlighted in yellow, whereas the text of newly added scenarios is highlighted in green.

The full list of the RFCs that will behave been implemented in FESS and DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 corrective and evolutive release is the following.  

1. 40 FESS RFCs:

· FESS-307;

· FESS-309;

· FESS-310;

· FESS-311;

· FESS-312;

· FESS-313;

· FESS-314;

· FESS-315;

· FESS-316;

· FESS-317;

· FESS-318;

· FESS-319;

· FESS-320;

· FESS-321;

· FESS-322;

· FESS-323;

· FESS-324;

· FESS-325;

· FESS-326;

· FESS-327;

· FESS-328;

· FESS-329;

· FESS-330;

· FESS-331;

· FESS-332;

· FESS-333;

· FESS-334;

· FESS-335;

· FESS-337;

· FESS-338;

· FESS-339;

· FESS-341;

· FESS-342;

· FESS-343;

· FESS-345;

· FESS-346;

· FESS-347;

· FESS-348;

· [bookmark: _Hlk171670645]FESS-349;

· FESS-350.



2. 28 DDNEA RFCs:

· DDNEA-P4-359;

· DDNEA-P4-360;

· DDNEA-P4-361;

· DDNEA-P4-363;

· DDNEA-P4-364;

· DDNEA-P4-365;

· DDNEA-P4-366;

· DDNEA-P4-367;

· DDNEA-P4-368;

· DDNEA-P4-369;

· DDNEA-P4-370;

· DDNEA-P4-371;

· DDNEA-P4-372;

· DDNEA-P4-374;

· DDNEA-P4-375;

· DDNEA-P4-376;

· DDNEA-P4-378;

· DDNEA-P4-379;

· DDNEA-P4-380;

· DDNEA-P4-381;

· DDNEA-P4-383;

· DDNEA-P4-384;

· DDNEA-P4-385;

· DDNEA-P4-386;

· DDNEA-P4-387;

· DDNEA-P4-388;

· DDNEA-P4-389;

· DDNEA-P4-390.

It shall be noted that the status of RFCs FESS-343 / DDNEA-P4-381 and FESS-345 / DDNEA-P4-383 was updated to “Accepted” (instead of “Implemented”), as per below justification:

· FESS-343 / DDNEA-P4-381: The newly introduced business rule BR056 is applicable both in IE818 and IE881 messages. However, the IE881 message has not been included in the description of BR056, either in FESS v4.22 or in DDNEA v3.23. Therefore, the respective RFCs will remain in status “Accepted”, until they are fully implemented in the next FESS / DDNEA releases. Related KE25452 has been registered;

· FESS-345 / DDNEA-P4-383: The “Comments” field of the newly introduced business rules BR052, BR053, BR054 and BR055 is incorrectly filled with “Subject to national implementation”, instead of “N/A”, both in FESS v4.22 and in DDNEA v3.23. Therefore, the respective RFCs will remain in status “Accepted”, until they are fully implemented in the next FESS / DDNEA releases. Related KE25453 has been registered.

[bookmark: _Toc200630270]Applicability

This document is applicable to the previous versions of FESS and DDNEA for Phase 4, FESS v4.12 and DDNEA v3.19.

[bookmark: _Toc200630271]Structure

This document is organised as follows:

Chapter 1 – Introduction: Introduces the purpose and scope of this document;

Chapter 2 – Overview of Changes for this Release: Groups RFCs by release number;

Chapter 3 – Change Requests: Lists and describes the RFCs in sequential order;

Chapter 4 – Annexes: Provides a series of files with more information about RFCs.

[bookmark: _Toc200630272]Reference documents

The table below lists the documents that are referred to in the current document.

		Ref.

		Title

		Originator

		Version

		Date



		[bookmark: RD_GLT]R01

		Excise Glossary of Terms (GLT)

		ITSM3-TES

		2.09

		03/08/2016



		[bookmark: RD_FESS]R02

		Functional Excise System Specifications (FESS)

		SOFT-DEV

		4.12

4.22

		01/03/2023

11/04/2025



		[bookmark: RD_FESS_RFC_List]R03

		Functional Excise System Specification (FESS) List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations

		ITSM3-TES

		7.29

7.32

		23/10/2024

23/05/2025



		[bookmark: RD_DDNEA]R04

		Design Document for National Excise Applications for EMCS Phase 4.2 (DDNEA for Phase 4.2)

		SOFT-DEV

		3.19

3.23

		21/08/2024

08/01/2025



		[bookmark: RD_DDNEA_RFC_List]R05

		Design Document for National Excise Applications (DDNEA) List of Requests for Change and EMCS Change Advisory Board Recommendations

		ITSM3-TES

		4.44

4.45

		23/10/2024

23/05/2025





		[bookmark: RD_Master_Plan]R06

		EMCS Master Plan

		DG TAXUD

		3.00

		30/07/2021





[bookmark: _Toc200630294]Table 1: Reference documents

[bookmark: _Toc200630273]Applicable documents

The table below lists the documents with which the current document must be compliant.

		[bookmark: _Toc9855251][bookmark: _Toc424222772]Ref.

		Title

		Originator

		Version

		Date



		A01

		EMCS Change Management Process

		DG TAXUD

		2.00

		30/01/2014





[bookmark: _Toc200630295]Table 2: Applicable documents

[bookmark: _Toc200630274]Abbreviations & acronyms

For a better understanding of the present document, the following table provides a list of the principal abbreviations and acronyms used.

See also the ‘list of acronyms’ on TEMPO.

		Abbreviation/Acronym

		Definition



		AES

		Automated Export System



		ARC

		AAD Reference Code



		CCN

		Common Communication Network



		CCN/CSI

		Common Communication Network/Common System Interface



		CD

		Common Domain



		CDEA

		Centrally Developed Excise Application



		CLD

		Collaboration Diagram



		CN

		Combined Nomenclature



		CS/MIS

		Central Services – Management Information System



		CS/MISE

		Central Services – Management Information System for EMCS



		CS/RD

		Central System – Reference Data



		CTA

		Conformance Testing Application



		DB

		Data Base



		DDNEA

		Design Document for National Excise Applications



		DG TAXUD

		Directorate-General Taxation and Customs Union



		e-AD

		Electronic Administrative Document



		EBP

		Elementary Business Process



		EcOp

		Economic Operator



		ECP

		Excise Computerisation Project



		ECS

		Export Control System



		ECWP

		Excise Computerisation Working Party



		ED

		External Domain



		EMCS

		Excise Movement and Control System



		EMCS CAB

		EMCS Change Advisory Board



		EOL

		Excise Office List



		EORI

		Economic Operators Registration and Identification



		FESS

		Functional Excise System Specifications



		GLT

		Glossary of Terms



		IE

		Information Exchange



		ITSM

		Information Technology Service Management



		ITSM TES

		ITSM Trans-European Systems



		LRN

		Local Reference Number



		MRN

		Movement Reference Number



		MS

		Member State



		MSA

		Member State Administration



		MVS

		Movement Verification System



		N/A

		Not Applicable



		ND

		National Domain



		NEA

		National Excise Applications



		QAC

		Quality Assurance Contractor



		RFC

		Request for Change



		RoR

		Report of Receipt



		SAD

		Single Administrative Document



		SEED

		System for Exchange of Excise Data



		STD

		State Transition Diagram



		TBD

		To Be Determined



		XML

		eXtensible Mark-up Language



		XSD

		Directory With XML Schemas





[bookmark: _Reference_Documents][bookmark: _Toc11335282][bookmark: _Toc200630296]Table 3: Abbreviations and acronyms

[bookmark: _Toc200630275]Definitions

Readers are referred to the EMCS Glossary of Terms [R01] for more detailed definitions of terms where necessary.
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[bookmark: _Toc200630277]Changes related to the FESS for EMCS Phase 4.2

		Release

		RFC

		RFC Label

		Category of Change

		Status

		Release Date



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-307

		Change in the multiplicity of data groups in the export-related IEs so that they are aligned with the AES/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-309

		Update in the <Invalidation Date> data item of IE836/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-310

		Updates in relation to Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-311

		Update of business codelist CL Packaging Codes/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-312

		Removal of NA-NL from CL National Administration - Degree Plato/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-313

		Missing state transition from Figure 117: STD at Destination - Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-314

		Wording error in condition C051/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-315

		Update the wording of EMCS conditions/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-316

		Change the wording of condition C213/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-317

		Local clearance, removal of Business rules: BR036, BR037, BR038, BR039, BR040/Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-318

		Updates in relation to the Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage (ABV)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-319

		Change of Destination with unchanged Consignee and changed Destination Type Code/Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-320

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-321

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-322

		Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-323

		Addition of the new data item 'Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG' in the IE815/IE801 messages/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-324

		Update of rules R271 – R276

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-325

		Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-326

		Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-327

		Change the wording in FESS documentation

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-328

		Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-329

		Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-330

		Inclusion of CN Code ‘24041100’ in the business codelist BC37/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-331

		Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-332

		Align the structure of IEs in FESS with DDNEA Appendix D/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-333

		Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-334

		Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-335

		Change the Condition C066 to a Rule/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-337

		Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-338

		Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-339

		Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2 and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-341

		Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-342

		Moving the Data Item "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" under the Data Group "EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE" of IE829/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

TBD

		FESS-343

		New business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 – Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 – Manual Closure Response/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v4.20

TBD

		FESS-345

		Validations regarding the usage of temporary authorisations in e-AD/e-SAD/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Scheduled

Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-346

		Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-347

		Update of SEED RAD and RADM non-functional requirements in alignment with overall TAXUD targets/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-348

		Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-349

		Deprecation of MVS messages

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025



		v4.20

v4.22

		FESS-350

		Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		Review

		Scheduled

Implemented

		Q1/2025

06/05/2025
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		Release

		RFC

		RFC Label

		Category of Change

		Status

		Release Date



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-359

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-360

		Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-361

		Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-363

		Update of rules R271 – R76

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-364

		Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-365

		Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-366

		Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-367

		Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-368

		Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-369

		Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-370

		Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-371

		Update of the wording of the technical rule TR0104/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-372

		Change the Condition C066 to a Rule/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-374

		Implementation of the control messages in the exchanges between EMCS and AES

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-375

		Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-Ads

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-376

		Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2CS/MISE and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-378

		Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-379

		Update of the DDNEA XSDs regarding the multiplicity defined as maxOccurs="unbounded"/ Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-380

		Moving the Data Item "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" under the Data Group "EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE" of IE829/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

TBD

		DDNEA-P4-381

		New business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 - Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 - Manual Closure Response/Rev1 

		Review

		Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v3.25

TBD

		DDNEA-P4-383

		Validation of temporary certified consignee information at dispatch in e-SAD/e-AD/Rev1Rev2

		Review

		Accepted

		Q1/2025

TBD



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-384

		Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-385

		Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-386

		Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-387

		Deprecation of MVS messages

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-388

		Misalignment in the structure of the IE537 and IE839 messages

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-389

		Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025



		v3.25

v3.23

		DDNEA-P4-390

		Figure 5: Information Exchange Map of EMCS Phase 4 – Figure update according to the current phase

		Review

		Accepted

Implemented

		Q1/2025

20/05/2025
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FESS–307 – Change in the multiplicity of data groups in the export-related IEs so that they are aligned with the AES/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-307



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM590537



		Known Error

		KE23380



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		21/04/2023



		Requester

		NA-LV









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

The current RFC describes the changes that have to be done in the FESS documentation. In the former, it is described that in three export-related IEs, namely ‘Notification of Accepted Export’ (IE829), ‘Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor’ (IE836) and ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD’ (IE839), the multiplicity of certain data groups concerning e-ADs as previous documents for Export declarations was erroneously 99x. The multiplicity shall be correctly updated to 999x, to be in alignment with the fact that the AES message ‘Export Declaration’ (IE515) can concern up to 999x e-ADs, as previous documents.

More specifically, for the ‘Notification of Accepted Export’ (IE829) message, it shall be modified so that up to 999x e-ADs can be depicted with the receipt of the related AES-P1 message ‘Export Declaration Acceptance notification to MSA of Export’ (IE539) or ‘Release for Export Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE535).

For the ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD’ (IE839) message, it shall be modified so that up to 999x e-ADs can be depicted with the receipt of the related AES-P1 message ‘e-AD Negative Cross-check Result’ (IE537) or the ‘Non-release for Export Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE534).

For the ‘Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor’ (IE836) it shall be modified so that up to 999x e-ADs can be depicted with the receipt of the related AES-P1 message ‘Invalidation notification of MSA of Export’ (IE536). In addition, the data group “GOODS SHIPMENT” shall be entirely removed from the message structure of IE836, as per RFC FESS-337.

This analysis has found inconsistency in IE536 as well for which the AES project team has been informed.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis described in the [Problem Statement], the following changes shall be performed in the FESS documentation: 

· The data set for IE829 - NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT (C_EXP_NOT) shall be changed as follows:



FROM

MESSAGE	1x	R

---HEADER	1x	R

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD	 99x	R

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE	1x	R



TO

MESSAGE	1x	R

---HEADER	1x	R

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD 999x	R

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE	1x	R



· The data set for IE836 “Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor” (C_INV_DIS) shall be updated as follows:



FROM

MESSAGE	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT	99x	R

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R

------CUSTOMS OFFICE OF EXPORT	1x	R

------MSA OF EXPORT	1x	R

------GOODS SHIPMENT	1x	R

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT	99x	O



TO

MESSAGE	1x	R

---EXCISE MOVEMENT	999x	R

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R

------CUSTOMS OFFICE OF EXPORT	1x	R

------MSA OF EXPORT	1x	R

------GOODS SHIPMENT	1x	R

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT	999x	O





· The data set for IE839 “Customs Rejection of e-AD” (C_CUS_REJ) shall be changed as follows:



 FROM

MESSAGE	1x	R	

---HEADER	1x	R	

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R	

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O	

---REJECTION	1x	R	

---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION	1x	D	C117

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x	D	C212

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT	999x	R	

------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------N_NON_DES	1x	D	C212

---C_EAD_VAL	99x	D	C212

---N_EAD_SUB	1x	D	C212



TO

MESSAGE	1x	R	

---HEADER	1x	R	

---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER	1x	R	

---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE	1x	O	

---REJECTION	1x	R	

---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION	1x	D	C117

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x	D	C212

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT	999x	R	

------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT	1x	D	C213

------N_NON_DES	1x	D	C212

---C_EAD_VAL	999x	D	C212

---N_EAD_SUB	1x	D	C212





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium because of the development stage of EMCS Phase 4.1);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).

CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the change is not implemented the messages IE829, IE836 and IE839 will not be in alignment with the AES messages, which may concern up to 999x e-ADs as previous documents for an Export declaration. 



		Risk assessment

		[bookmark: _Hlk135150057]There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23380 is directly applicable in EMCS Phase 4.1. This RFC entails only an update in FESS/BPMs specification.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23380. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-345;

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-053, TRP-P4-077, FESS-337.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024Written approval procedure via e-mail on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:3] [3:  FESS-307 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 16/05/2023.] 












		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD















FESS-309 – Update in the <Invalidation Date> data item of IE836/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-309



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM623659



		Known Error

		KE23805



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		04/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-HU









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As per NA-HU, there is a contradiction in the data item <Invalidation Date> of the IE836 message. 

More specifically, the <Invalidation Date> refers to a date, but the data item currently has the format ‘an10’. In addition, the <Invalidation Date> data item is present in the IE836 message, which is generated based on the corresponding data item of the AES IE536 message, in which the respective <Invalidation Date> data item follows the YYYY-MM-DD pattern.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement] and to be in consistency with the specifications of EMCS, in which the related to date data items follow a certain format, class ‘Invalidation Date’ shall be updated as follows in the IE836 information exchange: 

FROM

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R		

MRN		       R	an18	

Invalidation date      R	an10	



TO

------EXPORT OPERATION	1x	R		

MRN		        R	an18	

Invalidation date       R	date



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there shall be inconsistency in the format of the data item <Invalidation Date> of IE836.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23805 is directly applicable in EMCS Phase 4.1. This RFC entails only an update in FESS/BPMs specification.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23805. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs:-;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-347;

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-063, TRP-P4-089.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:4] [4:  FESS-309 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 12/09/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD















FESS-310 – Updates in relation to Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-310



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM632104



		Known Error

		KE23873



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/10/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the analysis of the issue IM620272 regarding how to fill the Data Item 'Diagnosis code' of IE839 – ‘Customs rejection of e-AD’ and in relation to the updates in the description of the condition C213 of IE839 resulting from IM612576, the codes of the codelist TC72 were re-assessed, and the following issues have been identified:

1. When in the IE839 message the UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result = ‘0’, AES reports back to EMCS  “the case of a missing UBR”. AES does not explicitly distinguish whether the “missing UBR” corresponds to the case of Diagnosis Code 2: ‘Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD’, or Code 3: ‘No corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration’. Thus, Validation Result = ‘0’ could correspond to either of the codes; 

2. Diagnosis Code ‘5’ is obsolete at that point of the flow when the IE839 message is sent, since at that step EMCS would have already provided the IE801 back to AES. When AES requests from EMCS for an e-AD that does not have destination type code ‘Export’, EMCS should respond negatively to such a request via the IE832 - E-AD REQUEST REJECTION message; 

3. With the new wording of C213, it is possible to report discrepancies both in COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT, thus a new diagnosis code will be needed for this case too.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs, per corresponding numbered item in the [Problem Statement]:

· In relation to item [1] from the [Problem Statement]:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, the name of value ‘2’ shall be updated respectively from "Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD" to "Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration";

· Ιn the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, the name of value ‘3’ shall be updated respectively from "No corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration" to "(reserved)";



· In relation to item [2] from the [Problem Statement]:

· The following update shall be performed in the Excise BPMs, in the 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM folder:



The FESS specifications shall be enhanced with a clarification regarding the case when the e-AD requested from AES via IE532 does not have destination type code = Export.  More specifically, the description of the Task “Task Identify if e-AD is available and at the correct state”, which is used in the Process L4-CORE-01-27-‘Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch same as the MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ and Process L4-CORE-01-28-‘Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’, will be updated to become: “The MSA identifies if the e-AD is available (that is, the ARC is correct and the destination type code of the e-AD is Export) and at the correct state”.



· In addition, in the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, the name of value ‘5’ shall be updated respectively from "The destination type code of the e-AD is not export" to ‘(reserved)’.



· In relation to item [3] from the [Problem Statement]:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC72 – Diagnosis Code, value ‘7’ - "Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match" shall be added.   



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (Medium).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there shall not be a Diagnosis code available for the case of discrepancies reported in both COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT of the IE839 message. In addition, there shall not be available a corresponding Diagnosis code for the case of UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result = ‘0’. Lastly, there will not be in place an adequate validation in place for the case that AES requests from EMCS via the IE532 message for an e-AD that does not have destination type code = Export. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The Known Error KE23873 is directly applicable in EMCS Phase 4.1. This RFC entails only an update in FESS/BPMs documentation. 



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23873. This RFC is fixing only documentation issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-348; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-070, TRP-P4-096.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:5] [5:  FESS-310 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 11/10/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-311 – Update of business codelist CL Packaging Codes/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-311



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of Functionality



		Incidents

		IM621170



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		19/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-CY









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

It was identified by NA-CY that there are some values missing from the business codelist BC17 – Packaging Codes. Consequently, the NEA of Cyprus rejected an IE801 message, sent by NA-PT, as out-of-sequence, due to the non-existence of the value “BW” in codelist BC17 –  Packaging Codes. The values of said codelist are extracted from SEED and should be aligned with the corresponding ones originated from CS/RD2.

More specifically, the business codelist BC17 – Packaging Codes shall be updated in alignment with the codes of Annex VI of Recommendation No 21, adopted by the United Nations Centre for Trade Facilitation and Electronic Business, as outlined in Regulation (EU) 2022/1636, ANNEX II, 8. PACKAGING CODES.

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following values shall be added to the CL Packaging Codes (see also Annex 4.1):

		43

		Bag, super bulk



		44

		Bag, polybag



		1A

		Drum, steel



		1B

		Drum, aluminium



		1D

		Drum, plywood



		1F

		Container, flexible



		1G

		Drum, fibre



		1W

		Drum, wooden



		2C

		Barrel, wooden



		3A

		Jerrican, steel



		3H

		Jerrican, plastic



		4A

		Box, steel



		4B

		Box, aluminium



		4C

		Box, natural wood



		4D

		Box, plywood



		4F

		Box, reconstituted wood



		4G

		Box, fibreboard



		4H

		Box, plastic



		5H

		Bag, woven plastic



		5L

		Bag, textile



		5M

		Bag, paper



		6H

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle



		6P

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle



		7A

		Case, car



		7B

		Case, wooden



		8A

		Pallet, wooden



		8B

		Crate, wooden



		8C

		Bundle, wooden



		AA

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic



		AB

		Receptacle, fibre



		AC

		Receptacle, paper



		AD

		Receptacle, wooden



		AF

		Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 60cm



		AG

		Pallet, shrinkwrapped



		AH

		Pallet, 100cm * 110cm



		AI

		Clamshell



		AJ

		Cone



		AL

		Ball



		AV

		Capsule



		B4

		Belt



		BM

		Basin



		BW

		Box, for liquids



		CD

		Can, with handle and spout



		CM

		Card



		CN

		Container, not otherwise specified as transport equipment



		CQ

		Cartridge



		CW

		Cage, roll



		DA

		Crate, multiple layer, plastic



		DB

		Crate, multiple layer, wooden



		DC

		Crate, multiple layer, cardboard



		DG

		Cage, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP)



		DH

		Box, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP), Eurobox



		DI

		Drum, iron



		DK

		Crate, bulk, cardboard



		DL

		Crate, bulk, plastic



		DM

		Crate, bulk, wooden



		DN

		Dispenser



		DS

		Tray, one layer no cover, plastic



		DT

		Tray, one layer no cover, wooden



		DU

		Tray, one layer no cover, polystyrene



		DV

		Tray, one layer no cover, cardboard



		DW

		Tray, two layers no cover, plastic tray



		DX

		Tray, two layers no cover, wooden



		DY

		Tray, two layers no cover, cardboard



		EC

		Bag, plastic



		ED

		Case, with pallet base



		EE

		Case, with pallet base, wooden



		EF

		Case, with pallet base, cardboard



		EG

		Case, with pallet base, plastic



		EH

		Case, with pallet base, metal



		EI

		Case, isothermic



		FB

		Flexibag



		FE

		Flexitank



		FT

		Foodtainer



		FW

		Cart, flatbed



		FX

		Bag, flexible container



		GL

		Container, gallon



		GR

		Receptacle, glass



		GU

		Tray, containing horizontally stacked flat items



		GY

		Bag, gunny



		HA

		Basket, with handle, plastic



		HB

		Basket, with handle, wooden



		HC

		Basket, with handle, cardboard



		HN

		Hanger



		IA

		Package, display, wooden



		IB

		Package, display, cardboard



		IC

		Package, display, plastic



		ID

		Package, display, metal



		IE

		Package, show



		IF

		Package, flow



		IG

		Package, paper wrapped



		IH

		Drum, plastic



		IK

		Package, cardboard, with bottle grip-holes



		IL

		Tray, rigid, lidded stackable (CEN TS 14482:2002)



		JB

		Bag, jumbo



		KI

		Kit



		LE

		Luggage



		LT

		Lot



		LU

		Lug



		LV

		Liftvan



		MA

		Crate, metal



		ME

		Container, metal



		JB

		Bag, jumbo



		KI

		Kit



		LE

		Luggage



		LT

		Lot



		LU

		Lug



		LV

		Liftvan



		MA

		Crate, metal



		ME

		Container, metal



		MR

		Receptacle, metal



		MW

		Receptacle, plastic wrapped



		NA

		Not available



		NF

		Unpacked or unpackaged, single unit



		NG

		Unpacked or unpackaged, multiple units



		NU

		Net, tube, plastic



		NV

		Net, tube, textile



		O1

		Two sided cage on wheels with fixing strap



		O2

		Trolley



		O3

		Oneway pallet ISO 0 – ½ EURO Pallet



		O4

		Oneway pallet ISO 1 – 1/1 EURO Pallet



		O5

		Oneway pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet



		O6

		Pallet with exceptional dimensions



		O7

		Wooden pallet  40 cm x 80 cm



		O8

		Plastic pallet SRS 60 cm x 80 cm



		O9

		Plastic pallet SRS 80 cm x 120 cm



		OA

		Pallet, CHEP 40 cm x 60 cm



		OB

		Pallet, CHEP 80 cm x 120 cm



		OC

		Pallet, CHEP 100 cm x 120 cm



		OD

		Pallet, AS 4068-1993



		OE

		Pallet, ISO T11



		OF

		Platform, unspecified weight or dimension



		OG

		Pallet ISO 0 – ½ EURO Pallet



		OH

		Pallet ISO 1 – 1/1 EURO Pallet



		OI

		Pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet



		OJ

		¼ EURO Pallet



		OK

		Block



		OL

		1/8 EURO Pallet



		OM

		Synthetic pallet ISO 1



		ON

		Synthetic pallet ISO 2



		OP

		Wholesaler pallet



		OQ

		Pallet 80 X 100 cm



		OR

		Pallet 60 X 100 cm



		OS

		Oneway pallet



		OT

		Octabin



		OU

		Container, outer



		OV

		Returnable pallet



		OW

		Large bag, pallet sized



		OX

		A wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 67 x 135)



		OY

		A Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 72 x 135)



		OZ

		Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 60 x 16)



		P1

		CHEP pallet 60 cm x 80 cm 



		P2

		Pan



		P3

		LPR pallet 60 cm x 80 cm



		P4

		LPR pallet 80 cm x 120 cm



		PB

		Pallet, box Combined open-ended box and pallet



		PD

		Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 100cm



		PE

		Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 120cm



		PF

		Pen



		PJ

		Punnet



		PP

		Piece



		PR

		Receptacle, plastic



		PV

		Pipes, in bundle/bunch/truss



		QA

		Drum, steel, non-removable head



		QB

		Drum, steel, removable head



		QC

		Drum, aluminium, non-removable head



		QD

		Drum, aluminium, removable head



		QF

		Drum, plastic, non-removable head



		QG

		Drum, plastic, removable head



		QH

		Barrel, wooden, bung type



		QJ

		Barrel, wooden, removable head



		QC

		Drum, aluminium, non-removable head



		QD

		Drum, aluminium, removable head



		QF

		Drum, plastic, non-removable head



		QG

		Drum, plastic, removable head



		QP

		Box, wooden, natural wood, ordinary



		QQ

		Box, wooden, natural wood, with sift proof walls



		QR

		Box, plastic, expanded



		QS

		Box, plastic, solid



		RJ

		Rack, clothing hanger



		RK

		Rack



		SB

		Slab



		SI

		Skid



		SO

		Spool



		SP

		Sheet, plastic wrapping



		SS

		Case, steel



		SV

		Envelope, steel



		SX

		Set



		SY

		Sleeve



		T1

		Tablet



		TE

		Tyre



		TG

		Tank container, generic



		TI

		Tierce



		TL

		Tub, with lid



		TT

		Bag, tote



		TV

		Tube, with nozzle



		TW

		Pallet, triwall



		UC

		Uncaged



		UN

		Unit



		VK

		Vanpack



		VN

		Vehicle



		VS

		Bulk, scrap metal



		WA

		Intermediate bulk container



		WC

		Intermediate bulk container, steel



		WD

		Intermediate bulk container, aluminium



		WF

		Intermediate bulk container, metal



		WG

		Intermediate bulk container, steel, pressurised > 10 kpa



		WH

		Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, pressurised > 10 kpa



		WJ

		Intermediate bulk container, metal, pressure 10 kpa



		WK

		Intermediate bulk container, steel, liquid



		WL

		Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, liquid



		WM

		Intermediate bulk container, metal, liquid



		WN

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, without coat/liner



		WP

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated



		WQ

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, with liner



		WR

		Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated and liner



		WS

		Intermediate bulk container, plastic film



		WT

		Intermediate bulk container, textile without coat/liner



		WU

		Intermediate bulk container, natural wood, with inner liner



		WV

		Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated



		WW

		Intermediate bulk container, textile, with liner



		WX

		Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated and liner



		WY

		Intermediate bulk container, plywood, with inner liner



		WZ

		Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood, with inner liner



		XA

		Bag, woven plastic, without inner coat/liner



		XB

		Bag, woven plastic, sift proof



		XC

		Bag, woven plastic, water resistant



		XD

		Bag, plastics film



		XF

		Bag, textile, without inner coat/liner



		XG

		Bag, textile, sift proof



		XH

		Bag, textile, water resistant



		XJ

		Bag, paper, multi-wall



		XK

		Bag, paper, multi-wall, water resistant



		YA

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel drum



		YB

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel crate box



		YC

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium drum



		YD

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium crate



		YF

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in wooden box



		YG

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood drum



		YH

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood box



		YJ

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibre drum



		YK

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibreboard box



		YL

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plastic drum



		YM

		Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in solid plastic box



		YN

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel drum



		YP

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel crate box



		YQ

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium drum



		YR

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium crate



		YS

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wooden box



		YT

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in plywood drum



		YV

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wickerwork hamper



		YW

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibre drum



		YX

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibreboard box



		YY

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in expandable plastic pack



		YZ

		Composite packaging, glass receptacle in solid plastic pack



		ZA

		Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall



		ZB

		Bag, large



		ZC

		Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall, water resistant



		ZD

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, solids



		ZF

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, solids



		ZG

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, pressurised



		ZH

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, pressurised



		ZJ

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, liquids



		ZK

		Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, liquids



		ZL

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, solids



		ZM

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, solids



		ZN

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, pressurised



		ZP

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, pressurised



		ZQ

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, liquids



		ZR

		Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, liquids



		ZS

		Intermediate bulk container, composite



		ZT

		Intermediate bulk container, fibreboard



		ZU

		Intermediate bulk container, flexible



		ZV

		Intermediate bulk container, metal, other than steel



		ZW

		Intermediate bulk container, natural wood



		ZX

		Intermediate bulk container, plywood



		ZY

		Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood



		ZZ

		Mutually defined









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then FESS will not be aligned with the changes that IE734 v3.1.0 has already introduced in production since 21/12/2023. Moreover, FESS will not be aligned with Annex II, 8. PACKAGING CODES of Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks. This RFC concerns only the documentary update of FESS that will be performed later, in the next FESS/BPMs release. The IE734 v3.1.0, which has been active in CA SEED since 21/12/2023, already includes this change.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the activation of IE734 v3.1.0 in CA SEED since 21/12/2023. This RFC is fixing only specification issues. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: IE734-053;

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:6] [6:  FESS-311 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 15/11/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		21/12/2023 (activation date for business codelist BC17 – Packaging Codes update in the IE734 v3.1.0, which was deployed in Production on 20/12/2023)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-312 – Removal of NA-NL from CL National Administration – Degree Plato/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-312



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of Functionality



		Incidents

		N/A



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		13/11/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

Due to different taxation methods for beer, NAs tax beer either to Degree Plato or Alcoholic Strength by Volume In Percentage. In the case of the Netherlands, who taxes beer to Degree Plato, they will be taxing beer to Alcoholic Strength by Volume In Percentage as of 01/01/2024. This decision has been implemented in the national legislation. As a result, NA-NL shall be removed from respective codelist. 

More specifically, the matrix model CL National Administration-Degree Plato shall be updated in alignment with the Regulation (EU) 2022/1636, ANNEX II, 13. NATIONAL ADMINISTRATION-DEGREE PLATO.

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following changes shall be performed to the matrix model CL National Administration-Degree Plato. The matrix model shall be changed as follows: 

FROM

		AT

		Austria 



		BE

		Belgium



		BG

		Bulgaria



		CZ

		Czechia



		DE

		Germany



		EL

		Greece



		ES

		Spain



		IT

		Italy



		LU

		Luxembourg



		MT

		Malta



		NL

		Netherlands



		PL

		Poland



		PT

		Portugal



		RO

		Romania







TO

		AT

		Austria 



		BE

		Belgium



		BG

		Bulgaria



		CZ

		Czechia



		DE

		Germany



		EL

		Greece



		ES

		Spain



		IT

		Italy



		LU

		Luxembourg



		MT

		Malta



		PL

		Poland



		PT

		Portugal



		RO

		Romania









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 (None).

CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (Medium);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEA:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, FESS specifications will not be correct regarding the handling of the business codelist BC109. In addition, NA-NL will erroneously be shown to tax beer to Degree Plato. Furthermore, FESS will not be aligned with the changes that IE734 v3.1.0 has already introduced in production since 01/01/2024. Moreover, FESS will not be aligned with Annex II, 13. NATIONAL ADMINISTRATION-DEGREE PLATO of Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks. This RFC concerns the documentary update of FESS that will be performed later, in the next FESS/BPMs release. The IE734 v3.1.0, which has been active in CA SEED since 01/01/2024, already includes this change.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the activation of IE734 v3.1.0 in CA SEED since 01/01/2024. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: IE734-054;

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:7] [7:  FESS-312 RFC was first approved through the written approval procedure via e-mail on 21/11/2023.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		01/01/2024 (activation date for NA-NL Plato country code update in the IE734 v3.1.0, which was deployed in Production on 20/12/2023).









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-313 – Missing state transition from Figure 117: STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-313



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM609411



		Known Error

		KE23668



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM609411, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications in the diagram ‘STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)’. More specifically, there is an arrow missing between the status ‘Exporting’ and the status ‘Accepted’ of the respective diagram and therefore the transition is not feasible. In version 3.14, as it is depicted in the scenario “Export Declaration Invalidation After Acceptance and After Release”, in the case of an Invalidation after Acceptance and after Release, the status is set to ‘Delivered’ instead of ‘Accepted’.

The EU Customs Transition Diagrams shall be updated in:

· STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1)



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise STDs, in the TIS_Excise folder.

STD at Destination – Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1) [UML2 State machine diagram]

In the STD, the following change will be performed. Please note that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC as well as in the STD in the form (received IE)^(sent IE).

· A conditional flow shall be added so that the ‘IE536^IE836’ communication of messages leads from the Product/State ‘Exporting’ back to the Product/State ‘Accepted’.

The above solution concerns only a documentary update and has already been proposed to the Member States with the Known Error KE23668, directly applicable for Phase 4.1.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a discrepancy in the STD at Destination – Export Operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different from MS of Export (part 1), due to a missing depiction of a state transition and therefore, the Excise STDs will not be aligned with the specifications.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns a documentation update. The KE23668 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and the current RFC is fixing specification issues.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23668. This RFC is fixing only specification issues. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-349; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:8] [8:  FESS-313 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-314 – Wording error in condition C051/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-314



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM611056  



		Known Error

		KE23705



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		13/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-SE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in the related incident IM611056, an error has been observed in the wording of condition C051.

More specifically, the relevant passage mentions “IF <Request Type> is ‘Request for download of the full register of economic operators’”. However, in the TC04 “Common Request Type”, the common request type with code 5 has the code description: “Request for re-synchronisation of the register of economic operators”; there is no “Request for download of the full register of economic operators” in TC04. The if-statement in condition C051 shall be changed to be in alignment with the corresponding ones from TC04.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· Class C051 will be updated as follows:



FROM

IF <Request Type> is “Request for download of the full register of economic operators”

or “Request for reference data”

THEN <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> is ‘R’

ELSE <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> does not apply.



TO

IF <Request Type> is “Request for re-synchronisation of the register of economic operators”

or “Request for reference data”

THEN <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> is ‘R’

ELSE <REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION> does not apply.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then in FESS, the wording of C051 will not be aligned with the description of code 5 from TC04. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23705 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and the current RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23705. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-350; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:9] [9:  FESS-314 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-315 – Update the wording of EMCS conditions/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-315



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM614751



		Known Error

		KE23710



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

It has been observed that the wording of some EMCS Conditions needs to be corrected, to ensure accuracy of the terminology used. More specifically, the following conditions need to be updated: 
C049, C050, C053, C054, C055, C059, C152.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· Class C049 will be updated as follows:

FROM 
IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability> is “Yes” 
THEN <Density> is ‘R’ 
ELSE <Density> does not apply 
where <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>.

TO

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability Flag> is “Yes”

THEN <Density> is ‘R’

ELSE <Density> does not apply

where <EXCISE PRODUCT.Density Applicability Flag> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>.



· Class C050 will be updated as follows: 

FROM
IF <Request Type> is “Request for reference data”
THEN <REF_REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <REF_REQUEST> does not apply.

TO
IF <Request Type> is “Request for reference data”

THEN <REFERENCE REQUEST> is ‘R’

ELSE <REFERENCE REQUEST> does not apply.



· Class C053 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STA_REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <STA_REQUEST> does not apply.

TO 
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STATISTICS REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <STATISTICS REQUEST> does not apply.





· Class C054 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STA_PERIOD> is ‘R’
ELSE <STA_PERIOD> does not apply.

TO
IF <Request Type> is “Request for SEED statistics”
THEN <STATISTICS PERIOD> is ‘R’
ELSE <STATISTICS PERIOD> does not apply.



· Class C055 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <ACO Request Type> is “Administrative cooperation”
THEN <ACO_REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <ACO_REQUEST> does not apply.

TO
IF <ACO Request Type> is “Administrative cooperation”
THEN <(ADMINISTRATIVE COOPERATION) REQUEST> is ‘R’
ELSE <(ADMINISTRATIVE COOPERATION) REQUEST> does not apply.



· Class C059 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <Type> is “Scheduled”
THEN <Downtime TO> is ‘R’
ELSE <Downtime TO> is ‘O’.

TO
IF <Type> is “Scheduled”
THEN <Downtime End Date and Time> is ‘R’
ELSE <Downtime End Date and Time> is ‘O’.



· Class C152 will be updated as follows: 

FROM 
IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is “Yes” THEN at least one of <Degree Plato> or <Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> must be given.

TO
IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability Flag> is “Yes” THEN at least one of <Degree Plato> or <Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> must be given.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the wording of the respective conditions will not be accurate in terms of the terminology used.  



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, as it concerns documentation updates. The KE23710 is directly applicable for Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be implemented in the next FESS release with no business continuity risks. The KE23710 is directly applicable for Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-351; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:10] [10:  FESS-315 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-316 – Change the wording of condition C213/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-316



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM612576, IM607465



		Known Error

		KE23800



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		18/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM612576, a misalignment has been observed by NA-RO between the DDNEA and DDNXA specifications. More specifically, in the latest DDNEA Main Document, condition C213 which governs ‘COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT’ and ‘NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT’ data groups from the IE839 message shall be updated in order to maintain consistency between DDNEA and DDNXA.

 

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed:



· Class C213 will be updated as follows: 



FROM 
IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation result> is ‘Positive’ 
THEN{ 
IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS.Diagnosis code> is ‘CN codes do not match’ 
THEN <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply 
ELSE 
IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS.Diagnosis code> is ‘Weight/mass do not match’ THEN <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ 
ELSE 
<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply 

} 

ELSE <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ AND < EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply

 

TO

IF <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation result> is equal to ‘0’

THEN {

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply AND <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS- UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> does not apply }

ELSE {

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS- UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’ AND/OR <EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION-NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS-UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT-NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is ‘R’

}



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then C213 will be in misalignment with condition C0548 of DDNXA, although the IE839 message is filled according to IE537 message of DDNXA.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23800 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues.  



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23800. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-352;

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:11] [11:  FESS-316 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-317 – Local clearance, removal of Business rules: BR036, BR037, BR038, BR039, BR040/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-317



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM617181



		Known Error

		KE23804



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		08/08/2023



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM617181, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding some existing business rules. More specifically, in the description of business rule BR036, there is an erroneous reference to the “Local Clearance” term.  Since “Local Clearance” is purely a national matter and out of scope of the current specifications, BR036 is not applicable any longer. This change was also introduced in Phase 4.1 via DDNEA-P4-353 RFC derived from KE23804.

Regarding Business Rules BR037, BR038, BR039, and BR040, these do not refer to local clearance but to validations that EMCS performed between the Export declaration and the respective e-ADs as of Phase 4.0 (when, as per the common specifications, the validation took place in EMCS). As per Phase 4.1, the AES-EMCS interface validations take place in AES, therefore those BRs are no longer applicable. Therefore, the respective BRs need to be removed.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· Classes ‘BR036’, ‘BR037’, ‘BR038’, ‘BR039’, and ‘BR040’ will be removed;



· In the data group diagram ‘OFFICE Place of Delivery’, the existing class ‘BR036’ will be removed;



· In the data group diagram ‘EXCISE MOVEMENT’, the existing classes ‘BR037’ and ‘BR040’ will be removed;



· In the data group diagram ‘E-AD/E-SAD Body’, the existing classes ‘BR037’, ‘BR038’, ‘BR039’ and ‘BR040’ will be removed.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned with the specifications, since the aforementioned business rules will be removed. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23804 is directly applicable for Phase 4.1 and the current RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23804. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-353; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-089, TRP-P4-124.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:12] [12:  FESS-317 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-318 – Updates in relation to the Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage (ABV)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-318



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM645069, IM632531



		Known Error

		KE23996



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-SI









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM645069 and IM632531, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. More specifically, there is a misalignment between the Phase 4.1 specifications and the Technical Annexes regarding the ABV (Alcoholic strength by Volume in Percentage). Condition C047 imposed on the Data Item ABV states that ABV is optional for excise products with excise product code B000, while in the Technical Annexes ABV is required for all alcoholic products (including B000). 

A draft amendment was proposed to update the Technical Annexes of the Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636, so that 17g (Alcoholic strength by Volume in Percentage) was aligned to condition C047 as of Phase 4.1.

However, ultimately, it was decided that no changes are made to 17g in the Technical Annexes. In the Technical Annexes, the Alcoholic strength by Volume in Percentage remains Required for all alcoholic products (as of version of the 5th of July 2022). Therefore, the misalignment between the Technical Annexes and the specifications needs to be addressed, by updating the specifications as per the Technical Annexes regarding the ABV. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in order to align the specifications for C047 with the description of the condition in the Technical Annexes. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· The description of condition C047, which is applied in the data item ‘Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage’ will be as follows:



FROM

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength By Volume In Percentage Applicability Flag> is “Yes”

THEN

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> is ‘R’ if the excise product code is not B000

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> is ‘O’ if the excise product code is B000

ELSE

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> does not apply

WHERE

<EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength Applicability> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>. 



TO

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength By Volume In Percentage Applicability Flag> is “Yes”

THEN

<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> is ‘R’

ELSE 
<Alcoholic Strength by Volume in Percentage> does not apply

WHERE

<EXCISE PRODUCT.Alcoholic Strength Applicability> is the indicator (associated to each excise product) retrieved from the list of <EXCISE PRODUCT>.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment between the FESS specifications and the Technical Annexes regarding ABV.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The Known Error KE23996 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1, and this RFC is fixing specifications issues. 



		Deployment approach

		 N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23996. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-354; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-123.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:13] [13:  FESS-318 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-319 – Change of Destination with unchanged Consignee and changed Destination Type Code/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-319



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM628631



		Known Error

		KE23995



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		21/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

According to IM628631, it has been observed by NA-AT that different approaches are being followed by the MSAs regarding the Change of Destination in the following cases: 

Change of Destination without change of the Consignee and: 

- change of Destination Type Code from code 1 (Destination – Tax warehouse) to code 4 (Destination – Direct delivery) and vice versa,  

- change of Destination Type Code from code 2 (Destination – Registered consignee) to code 4 (Destination – Direct delivery) and vice versa. 

The common specifications allow for such changes of destination to take place. The particular scenario is not common and until now it had not been explicitly specified in the common specifications, in the scenarios related to Change of Destination (under section II.I.5 “Change of Destination” of the DDNEA Main Document).  

Therefore, the FESS specifications shall be updated to explicitly mention that for those particular cases the scenario described under section II.I.5.5 “Change of Place of Delivery” applies (meaning that the MSA of Dispatch receives and validates the IE813 message and then sends an IE813 message to the MSA of Destination and not an IE801 one).



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs, in the 03_EBP L4  Functional Requirement BPM folder. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

· In FESS/BPMs for EMCS Phase 4.1, the description under “L4-CORE-01-15-Perform Change of Destination indicating Change of Place of Delivery” shall be enhanced with a clarification:



“The purpose of this process is to describe the change of destination of a movement indicating Change of

Place of Delivery.

The process is triggered when a Change of destination indicating Change of Place of Delivery is available at

MSA of Dispatch.* 

This scenario also applies in the case of:

- change of Destination Type Code from code 1 (Destination - Tax warehouse) to code 4 (Destination - Direct delivery) and vice versa, 

- change of Destination Type Code from code 2 (Destination - Registered consignee) to code 4 (Destination - Direct delivery) and vice versa.

The EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch forwards the Change of Destination (IE813) to the

MSA of Destination and the process continues.

After the receipt of the change of destination (IE813), the EMCS at MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export 

proceeds with validating its data, by using the “L4-CORE-01-03-Perform validation of Common Domain 

message” sub-process. Then, the EMCS at MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export proceeds with the handling 

of the validation results by using the “L4-CORE-01-05-Handle validation Results of Common Domain 

message” process. Depending on the outcome (end event) of the “L4-CORE-01-05-Handle validation 

Results of Common Domain message” process, the following may happen:

b. If a refusal message (IE917/IE906) is sent to the MSA of Dispatch (since the change of destination was 

found invalid), the whole process ends at this point;

b. If the change of destination is recorded (since the change of destination was found valid), the process 

continues.

Then, the EMCS at MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export sets state of the e-AD/e-SAD to Accepted. After 

this:

• In case of MSA of Export (i.e. for Duty Suspension movements), the whole process ends here;

• In case of MSA of Destination, the EMCS at MSA of Destination forwards the Change of Destination 

(IE813) to the Consignee and the whole process ends.”



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the specifications will not explicitly define that the IE813 message should be sent by the MSA of Dispatch via the common domain for the Change of Destination scenarios described in the problem statement of this RFC.  



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. The KE23995 is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.0 and Phase 4.1, and RFC is fixing specifications issues.



		Deployment approach

		The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23995. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-355; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-xxx.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:14] [14:  FESS-319 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-320 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-320



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		KE24027



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		16/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

Stemming from issue IM634903, the KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications and a workaround solution for the procedures following an e-AD Request Rejection. 

More specifically, in case the Export declaration contains multiple ARCs, AES sends multiple e-AD requests (IE532) per ARC. If AES receives at least one negative response with the IE832 message for an ARC, this leads to the rejection of the entire export declaration. Then, at the EMCS side, all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration should be in the “Accepted” state, both at the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch. The KE24027 was proposed since the AES specifications did not foresee a message to be sent to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and its included ARCs. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832 message, found the included ARCs in the export declaration message on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC number included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number was proposed to be used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. When EMCS receives IE532 - e-AD Request messages for an Export Declaration message and EMCS responds to at least one e-AD request with an IE832 - e-AD Request Rejection message, then the Export declaration gets rejected at the Customs Office of Export and AES should send the IE519 message to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and which are the included ARCs. 

The MSA of Export should then proceed to update the states so that all the e-ADs of the Export declaration are in the “Accepted” state. Then, the MSA of Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and its included ARCs via an IE839 message (with a new rejection reason equal to “e-AD Request Rejection”). In this manner, the states can become “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch, too. 

Lastly, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection” and KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages. 

In particular, for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to e-AD request rejection, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while, in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the export declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workaround KE24040 of Phase 4.1).The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC FESS-322. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. It shall be noted that the updates to the text have been marked with yellow highlight. 



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-26 Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension’ will be updated as below, in order to reflect that AES at the Customs Office of Export will send the IE519 message, following an e-AD request rejection, in order to inform EMCS about the rejection of the Export declaration (IE515) due to e-AD request rejection and what are the included ARCs in the Export declaration. More specifically:



“ 

[…]When the MSA of Dispatch is the same as the MSA of Export, the process is as follows:  

  At the Customs Office of Export: [...]

 e. If the e-AD Request is rejected, the Customs Office of Export receives the e-AD Request Rejection (IE832) from the MSA of Dispatch. Then the Customs Office of Export records the e-AD request rejection and proceeds with sending the IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) message to the MSA of Dispatch, where the received IE519 is handled. The flow at the Customs Office of Export then leads back to the bullet point of step b. [...]



When the MSA of Dispatch is different than the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, the process is as follows:

        At the Customs Office of Export: [...]

e. If the e-AD Request is rejected, the Customs Office of Export receives the e-AD Request Rejection (IE832) from the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. Then the Customs Office of Export records the e-AD request rejection and proceeds with sending the IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) message to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, where the received IE519 is handled. 	The flow at the Customs Office of Export then leads back to the bullet point of step b […]

“



· The objective of the Process  ‘L4-CORE-01-27-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch same as the MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ will be updated as below, to reflect also the handling by the MSA of Dispatch of a received IE519 message due to e-AD request rejection, as well as the workaround solution in which EMCS retrieves on its own the ARCs in the rejected Export Declaration (Amendment) message.



“

[…] In the case of the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch notifies the Customs Office of Export for the non-available e-AD. The message IE832 is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch and is sent to the Customs Office of Export. The process terminates with “e-AD is not available at this MSA of Dispatch. (It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, a workaround solution in EMCS should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration.  The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513), as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message”[…]

In case that the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch receives an export declaration rejection notification with the IE519 message (due to either e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation),  (from L4-CORE-01-26), it shall “Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or  Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation”, “Notify Consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation” and “Set e-AD State to ‘Accepted' at the MSA of Dispatch”. The ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD/e-SAD’ (IE839) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Dispatch and sent to Consignor. The process terminates with the end event “Export Declaration Rejected. […]”

”



In addition, the task of this Process ‘Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation’ will be updated to reflect that the rejection of Export declaration that is recorded upon reception of a IE519 can also be due to an e-AD request rejection. The task also appears in the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’.



More specifically, the updates shall be:

Task Name: Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation’

Description: The MSA records the rejection of export declaration either due to e-AD request rejection or Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation



Lastly, the task of this Process ‘Notify Consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation’ will be updated to reflect the different reasons for which the Consignor might be notified by the MSA of Dispatch for a rejection of export declaration (i.e. due to either e-AD request rejection, negative cross-check or Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration/Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation). The task also appears in the process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’.



More specifically, the updates shall be:

Task Name: Notify Consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation

Description: The MSA of Dispatch notifies the consignor on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation.

Previous Objects:

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to Negative Cross-Check Validation

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’, will be updated as follows, to reflect also the handling by the MSA of Export of a received IE519 message due to e-AD request rejection, as well as the workaround solution in which EMCS retrieves on its own the ARCs in the rejected Export Declaration (Amendment) message.



“ 

[…] In case that the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export shall “Notify AES of the non-available e-AD”. The “e-AD Request Rejection” (IE832) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and sent to Customs Office of Export. The process ends with “eAD is not available and not in the correct state at this MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. (It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration. The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513), as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message.   […]

In case that the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export receives an export declaration rejection notification (due to either e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation), it shall “Record Rejection of Export Declaration due e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation”, “Notify MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation” and finally, “Set e-AD state at MSA of Destination/MSA of Export as 'Accepted'”. The message “Customs Rejection of e-AD” (IE839) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and sent to the MSA of Dispatch”.

“



The task of this process ‘Notify MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation’ will be updated to reflect the different reasons for which the MSA of Dispatch might be notified by the MSA of Export for a rejection of export declaration (i.e. due to either e-AD request rejection, negative cross-check or Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration/Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation). 



More specifically, the updates shall be:

Task Name: Notify MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation’

Description: The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export notifies the MSA of Dispatch on rejection of export declaration due to negative cross-check validation

Previous Objects:

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to Negative Cross-Check Validation

Record Rejection of Export Declaration due to e-AD request rejection or due to Cancellation of the Pre-lodged Export Declaration or Timer Expiry to Receive the Export Presentation



Lastly, the model graphics of the processes L4-CORE-01-26, L4-CORE-01-27 and L4-CORE-01-28 will be updated as applicable to reflect the aforementioned updates. 



· In TC ‘Customs Rejection Reason Code’, a new value ‘x’ will be added with description 'e-AD Request Rejection'.



· The class C212, which is applied in data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs, the final proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2 can be found in Annex 4.5.

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'e-AD Request Rejection'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

         <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



· Updates in the State Transition Diagrams.

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States:

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is same as MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” via IE519 [e-AD request Rejection].



STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted” to “Accepted” via IE839[e-AD request Rejection];

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” via IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).

STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export”, to “Accepted” via IE519[e-AD request Rejection] ^ IE839[e-AD request Rejection]; 

· Update of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” from to IE532^IE832(after amendment of Export declaration) IE532^IE832.IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can obtain the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration message (IE515) (i.e. via the respective IE519 message sent by AES, which informs about the export declaration rejection due to e-AD request rejection and includes the full list of e-AD(s)). Thus, the related workarounds should still be applicable, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration, upon rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-359; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-322.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:15] [15:  FESS-320 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













FESS-322 – Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-322



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM644206



		Known Error

		KE24040



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-IT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

Stemming from the issue IM644206, the KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request and proposed a workaround so that the MSA of Export could obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message, as this had not been foreseen in the specifications. The logic of the workaround is that the MSA of Export gets the included ARCs in the rejected IE513 messages on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the IE513 and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The workaround is not error-proof though. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the IE513. However, it has been pointed out that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. Further to this, the workaround was based on the logic that AES sends a different IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513 message. However, according to the existing AES specifications, this should happen only for “new or modified” e-ADs in IE513 message.

Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic of Export Declaration Amendment. The KE24040 will be incorporated into the specifications and the necessary modifications in the AES specifications should take place, so that AES sends an IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513 message.

As noted before, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message. The list of e-ADs is needed:

· so that the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch can perform any necessary state transitions, following a rejection of the IE513 message due to either an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832) or due to a negative cross-check result (IE537). This has been explained in the RFCs FESS-320 and FESS-321 respectively;

· so that the MSA of Export finds whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of any excluded e-ADs should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export and at the MSA of Dispatch. 

The procedure that follows in case any excluded e-AD(s) are found, is further described in the related RFC FESS-346.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. It shall be noted that the updates to the text have been highlighted with yellow colour. 



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-27-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch same as the MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ will be updated as below, to reflect how the case of export declaration amendment with update of ARCs is handled. 



“ […]

 a. At the MSA of Dispatch, the process can be triggered when an e-AD Request arrives from the Customs Office of Export, i.e. “e-AD Request Received”. [In case an e-AD Request (IE532) for an LRN is received after the reception of the ‘Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE539) message for the same LRN, EMCS will consider that this e-AD Request has been received for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513). The MSA of Dispatch should find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of any excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch and the Consignor should be informed via the respective IE839 message.

The MSA of Dispatch can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. 

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES. 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES. 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Dispatch on its own, from the IE532 messages received by AES for the IE513 message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message.  […].“



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities’ will be updated as below, to reflect how the case of export declaration amendment with update of ARCs is handled.



“ […]

At the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export:

The process can be triggered when an ‘e-AD Request’ (IE532) arrives from the Customs Offices of Export, i.e. “e-AD Request Received”. [In case an e-AD Request (IE532) for an LRN is received after the reception of the ‘Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export’ (IE539) message for the same LRN, EMCS will consider that this e-AD Request has been received for an Export Declaration Amendment message (IE513). The MSA of Export should find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of the excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Destination/Export. Then, the MSA of Destination/Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch regarding the excluded e-AD(s), via the respective IE839 message, so that the states are “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. The MSA of Dispatch shall then proceed to inform the Consignor via the IE839 message.

The MSA of Destination/Export can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. More specifically,

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES. 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES; 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Destination/Export on its own, from the IE532 messages received by AES for the IE513 message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message […].”





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513 message, while it was included in the initial export declaration.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-361; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-320, FESS-321, FESS-346.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:16] [16:  FESS-322 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-323 – Addition of the new data item ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ in the IE815/IE801 messages/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-323



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM612104



		Known Error

		KE23707



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-IT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM612104, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. As per NA-IT, the data item ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ is missing in the IE815/IE801 messages.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], a new technical term will be added in both IE801 and IE815 MADs. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.  

More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows:

· IE801 – E-AD/E-SAD (C_EAD_VAL)

· New technical term (data item) ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ will be created with the following attributes and will be added under ‘(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD’:   D     a2	BC12	C002 	

· IE815 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF E-AD/E-SAD (N_EAD_SUB) 

· New technical term (data item) ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ will be created with the following attributes and will be added under ‘(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD’:   D     a2	BC12	C002 	

Therefore, the structure of the technical term ‘(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD’ in both MADs will be the following:

---(BODY) E-AD/E-SAD 

(…) 		 

Independent Small Producers Declaration	O	an..350			

Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG 	D	a2	BC12	C002 	 

(…)



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the data item ‘Independent Small Producers Declaration_LNG’ will be missing, and therefore the FESS will not be aligned with the changes proposed for DDNEA and with Table 1 of Technical Annex I of the Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/263.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns a documentary update. The RFC is fixing specifications issues. In terms of the KE23707, the xsd file has been provided and is directly applicable for EMCS Phase 4.1. 



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE23707. This RFC is fixing only specification issues.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-362; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-306 (already implemented in EMCS Phase 4.1), CTP-P4-055, TRP-P4-082.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024[footnoteRef:17] [17:  FESS-323 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #208 on 20/03/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		13/02/2024 (Milestone Mo)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-324 – Update of rules R271 – R276

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-324



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM567289



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/12/2022



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During Conformance Testing, it was detected that a few test cases were failing due to violations of one of the rules introduced for NA-XI, i.e. R271, 272, R273, R274, R275 and R276. However, it shall be highlighted that in case where more than one of the NA-XI introduced rules are applied on a single message (e.g. in IE840), then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland. Therefore, rules R271 – R276 will have to be enhanced for clarity purposes and in alignment with Phase 3 RFCs DDNEA-P3-291 and FESS-258.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed:

· Classes R271, R272, R273, R274, R275 and R276 shall be updated with the inclusion of the following phrase at the end of the existing wording of the rules: 

                   (…)



Note: In the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents: 

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium); 

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None); 

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High). 

CDEAs: 

· Central SEED v1 application (None); 

· CTA (None); 

· CS/MISE (None). 



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, FESS specifications will not make clear that in the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-363;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-125, DDNEA-P3-291, FESS-258.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review; 

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-325 – Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-325



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681399



		Known Error

		KE24439



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681399, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. More specifically, due to the obsolesce of the use of the term ‘SAD – Single Administrative Document’, there is a need for removing, replacing and renaming the respective term in the common specifications for EMCS in order to be aligned with current Customs procedure and to reflect Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.

(Note: The paper-based SAD is still provided in Customs legislation for those cases where electronic exchange is not possible. The term 'customs declaration' is broader as it covers all types of declarations made for Customs purposes and therefore encompasses the SAD.

Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636 explains that the abbreviation 'Import SAD' is used to mean the import Customs Declaration.)

This RFC proposes the appropriate changes in FESS BPMs for rule R100, conditions C096, C097, business codelist BC106 and messages IE801/IE815.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· Class R100 shall be updated as follows:

FROM

A valid MRN or SAD Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number

SAD = Single Administrative Document



TO

A valid MRN Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number



· Class C096 shall be updated as follows:

FROM

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'R'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.



TO

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'R'

ELSE <IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.



· Class C097 shall be updated as follows: 

FROM

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'O'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.  



TO

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'O'

ELSE < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.



· In Information Exchanges, for the IE801/IE815 messages, the ‘IMPORT SAD’ Data Group and the ‘Import SAD Number’ Data Item shall be updated to ‘IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION’ and ‘Import Customs Declaration Number’ respectively.



· In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC106 – Type of Document, the name of the value ‘18’ shall be updated respectively 



       FROM

“(...) 
18: SAD (Single Administrative Document)
<TARIC code> Any TARIC code used in 'box44' of the SAD.”

  

TO

“(...) 

18: Customs Declaration <TARIC code>: Any TARIC code used in Data Element 1203000000 (sub-element 002000) of the export declaration.”



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the respective FESS specifications will not be aligned with the updated terminology regarding SAD in the current legislation. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC to BPMs. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-364, IE734-057; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-090, TRP-P4-137, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-002.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 1)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024[footnoteRef:18] [18:  FESS-330 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-326 – Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-326



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681404



		Known Error

		KE24357



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681404, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding certain EMCS codelists and the naming of the IE818 message. 

More specifically, the technical codelists TC50, TC60, and TC64, as well as the business codelists BC107 and BC46, need to be updated in order fix certain specifications misalignments. In more detail, 

· In the technical codelist TC50 - Status Type, the code ‘X12’ is related to Local Clearance, however Local Clearance is not applicable in Phase 4.1;

· In the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type and  Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type:

· the description of code ‘IE803’ is “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD”, while it should refer to both e-AD/e-SAD;

· the description of code ‘IE839’ is erroneously “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT”, while the name of the message IE839 is “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”;



· In the Business Codelist BC107 – Manual Closure Request Reasons, code ‘1’ has the erroneous description “Export closed but no IE518/IE598 available”, while it should be “Export closed but no IE598 available”, since IE518 is not applicable for the respective scenario;

· In the Business Codelist BC46 – Reasons for Unsatisfactory Receipt or Control Report, the description of the code ‘5’ is erroneously “Report by ECS’, while it should refer to AES instead of ECS.

Furthermore, regarding the discrepancy in the IE818 message, the naming of the certain message has erroneously remained as “ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT” throughout EMCS specifications. Therefore, it needs to be updated to be aligned with the name of the value “IE818” as exists in the technical codelists TC60/TC64 and the current legislation as amended under the Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2024/289 of 12 January 2024, i.e. “ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT”.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC50 – Status Type, the name of value ‘X12’ shall be updated respectively from "Accepted for Export" to "reserved", since it is related to Local Clearance which is no longer applicable;

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type, the values shall be updated as follows:

· The name of the value ‘IE803’ shall be updated respectively from “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD" to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”;

· The name of the value ‘IE810’ shall be updated respectively from “CANCELLATION OF E-AD" to “CANCELLATION OF AN E-AD";

· The name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type, the values shall be updated as following:

· The name of the value ‘IE803’ shall be updated respectively from “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD" to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”;

· The name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".



· In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC107 – Manual Closure Request Reasons, the name of the value ‘1’ shall be updated respectively from “Export closed but no IE518/IE598 available” to “Export closed but no IE598 available”;

· In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC46 – Reasons for Unsatisfactory Receipt or Control Report, the name of the value ‘5’ shall be updated respectively from “Report by ECS’ to ‘Report by AES”.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, there will be misalignments in certain codelists in the Excise BPMs specifications, as identified in the problem statement.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-365, IE734-058; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-104, TRP-P4-138, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-003, CSMISE-182.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:19] [19:  FESS-326 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-327 – Change the wording in FESS documentation

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-327



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM631681



		Known Error

		KE24043



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM631681, a misalignment has been observed by NA-BE in the FESS specifications. More specifically, in the EU Customs Functional Requirements BPM Report for Core, under chapter “5.24. Process L4-CORE-01-28-Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension for the case of having MSA of Dispatch different than MSA of Export-Customs Formalities”, there is an erroneous wording that needs to be changed.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. The text shall be updated as highlighted in yellow:

“(...) c. Depending on the e-AD state received (availability and status), one of the following occur:

In case that the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export shall “Notify AES of the non-available e-AD”. The “e-AD Request Rejection” (IE832) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and sent to Customs Office of Export. The process ends with “e-AD is not available and not in the correct state at this MSA of Destination/MSA of Export”.

In case that the e-AD is not available, the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export shall “Notify AES of the available e-AD”. The ‘e-AD” (IE801) is generated by the EMCS at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export and is sent to Customs Office of Export. (...)”





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be an erroneous wording in the FESS specifications.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns only a documentation update in the FESS specifications. 



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be implemented in the next FESS/BPMs release. The 



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-328 – Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-328



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681401



		Known Error

		KE24405



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In the Annex of Directive 2022/1636, Table 8, which refers to the IE839 message, is named “Customs rejection of electronic administrative document (not applicable to e-SAD)”. Therefore, in order to be aligned, the naming “Customs rejection of e-AD” has been used in the specifications. This should also apply to the technical codelists TC60 and TC64, where the code IE839 is present, and the name of the code shall be changed to “Customs rejection of e-AD”.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type, the name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD";

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type, the name of the value ‘IE839’ shall be updated respectively from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned with the correct name of the IE839 message.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-366; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-136, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-004.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-329 – Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-329



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681406



		Known Error

		KE24363



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the update of the Technical Annexes I and II of the Council Directives, it was identified that the data item ‘Member State Code’ in the IE701 message does not have attached to it the Business Codelist BC11 - National Administrations. In the current structure of IE701, BC11 is already attached to the ‘Member State Code’ data item under ‘E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST’ and ‘LIST OF MEMBER STATES’ data groups. It also needs to be attached to the data item ‘Member State Code’ in the IE701 for alignment purposes.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

More specifically, the existing MAD for IΕ701 – COMMON REQUEST (C_REQ_SUB) will be updated so that the technical term (data item) “Member State Code” under “REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION”, is linked to BC11.



Therefore, the structure of the “REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION”, will be the following:



---REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION

Period from date            R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Period to date                 R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Extraction                      O         n1      TR9110

Member State Code	O	a2     BC11





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then in the FESS specifications, the business codelist BC11 will not be linked to the IE701 data item ---REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION. Member State Code.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-367; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-091, TRP-P4-126.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-330 – Inclusion of CN Code ‘24041100’ in the business codelist BC37/Rev1 

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-330



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681414



		Known Error

		KE24354



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681414, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications. More specifically, in Annex 4 Codelists of the FESS documentation, in the business codelist ‘BC37 - CN Codes’ there is a missing CN Code with the value “24041100” which was introduced with FESS-286 and therefore its description already exists. It shall be noted that the CN Code with the value “24041100” has already been implemented in production (activation date of the CN Code in SEED was on 15/05/2022). This RFC addresses only the issue regarding the documentary misalignment in FESS.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

In the matrix model of the Business Codelist BC37 – CN Codes, the value ‘24041100’ shall be added to existing name “Products intended for inhalation without combustion containing tobacco or reconstituted tobacco”.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS will not be aligned with the changes proposed by FESS-286 RFC. Furthermore, FESS will not be aligned with the changes that IE734 v2.76.1 has already introduced in production since 15/05/2022.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns only a documentation update. The CN Code with the value “24041100” has been already implemented in production (the IE734 v2.76.1, which has been active in CA SEED since 15/05/2022, includes this CN code) and this RFC is fixing specifications issues regarding how this CN code is represented in FESS.



		Deployment approach

		N/A

The change in the system has already been deployed in production via the KE24354. This RFC is fixing only the FESS specification issue. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-286.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024[footnoteRef:20] [20:  FESS-330 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-331 – Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-331



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681415



		Known Error

		KE24355



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/09/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

Misalignments between FESS and DDNEA specifications have been identified regarding the way that IE714 – REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF) message is depicted. In order to accomplish alignment horizontally (FESS-DDNEA-XSDs), the FESS shall be updated. In particular, the discrepancies concern the name of the existing Data Elements (Data Groups and Data Items), the format of a Data Item and the addition of new Data Items. Therefore, the message structure of IE714 shall be updated in FESS, to follow the DDNEA approach, since in all previous DDNEA releases (EMCS Phase 3.2 and onwards) the structure has been the same without causing any errors. More specifically regarding IE714:

· In FESS there is a Data Group named ‘REJECTION FOR IE714’ while in DDNEA the same one is named ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’;

· In FESS, there is a Data Item named ‘Rejection Reason Code’ under Data Group ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ with format ‘n..2’ while in DDNEA the same one is named ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ with format ‘n..3’. The name of the Data Item shall follow the DDNEA approach. The format of the Data Item shall be updated in order to be aligned with the format of TC63;

· In FESS the Data Item ‘Rejection Date and Time’ under Data Group ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ is redundant, since it does not exist in DDNEA;

· In FESS, four (4) new Data Items shall be introduced under Data Group ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ to be aligned with DDNEA.

A misalignment has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding the format of a data item. More specifically, in the IE714 – REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF) message, the Data Item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ under the ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ Data Group has format ‘n..5’. However, in the respective Data Item, is applied the technical codelist TC63, which has format ‘n..3’. Therefore, the format of the Data Item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ shall be updated in order to be aligned with the format of TC63.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· The name of Data Group <REJECTION FOR IE714> of IE714 message shall be updated to <FUNCTIONAL ERROR>;

· The Data Item <Rejection Reason Code> under Data Group <FUNCTIONAL ERROR> of message IE714 shall be updated to <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code>. The format of the Data Item <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code> shall be updated to ‘n..3’;

· The Data Item <Rejection Date and Time> under Data Group <FUNCTIONAL ERROR> of IE714 message shall be removed;

· The following Data Items shall be introduced under Data Group <FUNCTIONAL ERROR> of IE714 message, with the following details:

· <Error Reason> an..350 (Required);

· <Error Location> an..350 (Optional);

· <Action Identification> an..20 (Required);

· <Original Attribute Value> an..350 (Optional).



Note: Only the update of the format of the Data Item <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code> from ‘n..5’ to ‘n..3’ impacts DDNEA. The rest updates are already correctly depicted in DDNEA.

· The format of the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> technical term shall be updated to ‘n..3’. 



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the format of <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code> data item will not be consistent with the format of the technical codelist TC63, which is applied to it. For the remaining introduced updates, in case they are not implemented, FESS will remain misaligned with DDNEA Specifications.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC, describing the format update of Data Item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-368; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-127, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-005.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024Written Approval Procedure via email on 12/06/2025[footnoteRef:21] [21:  FESS-331 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-332 – Align the structure of IEs in FESS with DDNEA Appendix D/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-332



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681407



		Known Error

		KE24362



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/09/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the update of the Technical Annexes I and II of the Council Directives, it was identified that the structure of several IEs is not aligned with the structure of the messages in DDNEA Appendix D. 
More specifically, the following messages need to be updated: IE701, IE819 and IE713.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

In Annex 5 Information Exchanges, the structure of IE701, IE819 and IE713 messages shall be updated according to the structure of the respective messages in DDNEA Appendix D. Please note that all amendments are highlighted in yellow (and strikethrough for removals).   



IE701 common request C_REQ_SUB

C_REQ_SUB

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE701 (R) 1x

---E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST (D) 1x C052

------RA_PRIMARY CRITERION (R) 99x

---------RA_PRIMARY VALUE (O) 99x

---STA_REQUEST (D) 1x C053

------LIST OF MEMBER STATES CODE (R) 99x

---STA_PERIOD (D) 1x C054

---REF_SYNCHRONISATION (D) 1x C051

---REF_REQUEST (D) 1x C050

------LIST OF CODES CODE FOR IE701 (O) 99x





C_REQ_SUB 

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE701 (R) 1x 

Request Type n1 (R) 1x TC04

Request Message Name a..9 (D) 1x C044 TC05

Requesting Office an8 (R) 1x R032 R236

Request Correlation Identifier an..44 (D) 1x C108 R193

Start Date date (D) 1x C134

End Date date (D) 1x C134

Single Date date (D) 1x C135

---E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST (D) 1x C052 

Member State Code a2 (R) 1x BC11 

------RA PRIMARY CRITERION (R) 99x 

Primary Criterion Type Code n..2 (R) 1x TC06

--------RA PRIMARY VALUE (R) 99x 

Value an..255 (R) 1x R249

---STA_REQUEST (D) 1x C053 

Statistic Type n1 (R) TC07 

------LIST OF MEMBER STATES (R) 99x 

Member State Code a2 (R) 1x BC11 

---STATISTICS PERIOD (D) 1x C054 

Year n4 (R) 1x R232 

Semester n1 (D) 1x C133 TC94

Quarter n1 (D) 1x C133 TC95 

Month n..2 (D) 1x C133 TC96 

---REF_SYNCHRONISATION (D) 1x C051

Period from date date (R) 1x TR9115 TR9080 

Period to date date (R) 1x TR9115 TR9080

Extraction n1 (O) 1x TR9110

Member State Code a2 (O) 1x 

---REF_REQUEST (D) 1x C050 

Common Risk Assessment Criteria flag n1 (O) TC27 

------LIST OF CODES CODE (O) 99x 

Requested List of Code n..2 (O) 1x TC25





IE819 alert or rejection of an e-AD/e-SAD (C_REJ_DAT)

C_REJ_DAT

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE819 (R) 1x

---TRADER CONSIGNEE FOR IE819 (D) C116

---EXCISE MOVEMENT FOR IE819 (R)

---OFFICE OF DESTINATION FOR IE819 (R) 1x

---ALERT (R) 1x

---ALERT OR REJECTION OF MOVEMENT REASON CODE n..2 (D) 9x C032



C_REJ_DAT 

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE819 (R) 1x

Date and Time of Validation of Alert Rejection dateTime (D) 1x C149


---TRADER CONSIGNEE FOR IE819 (D) C116

Trader Identification an..16 (D) 1x C010 R271 R045 BR021 R272

Trader Name an..182 (R) 1x

Street Name an..65 (R) 1x

Street Number an..11 (O) 1x

Postcode an..10 (R) 1x

City an..50 (R) 1x

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12

EORI Number an..17 (D) 1x C180



---EXCISE MOVEMENT (R) 
ARC an21 (R) 1x R273 BR020 R030

Sequence Number n..2 (R) 1x R232



--- OFFICE OF DESTINATION FOR IE819

Office Reference Number an8 (R) 1x BR026 BR027 R236 R032


--- ALERT (R) 1x

Date of Alert date (R) 1x

Movement Rejected flag n1 (R) 1x TC27


--- ALERT OR REJECTION OF MOVEMENT REASON CODE n..2 (D) 9x C032

Alert or Rejection of Movement Reason Code n..2 (R) BC22

Complementary Information an..350 (D) 1x C161

Complementary Information_LNG a2 (D) 1x C002 BC12




IE713 incremental update or full register of economic operators (C_QRO_DAT)

C_QRO_DAT

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE713	1x	R	

---TRADER AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

------ACTION	1x	R	

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

------OPERATOR ROLE	9x	O	

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

------(USING) TAX WAREHOUSE	999x	D	C009

---TAX WAREHOUSE	   9999x 	D	C141

------ACTION	1x	R	

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

---TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

------ACTION	1x	R	

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

------(LINKED TO TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION) TRADER	1x D	C209

------TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION DETAILS	999x	R	





C_QRO_DAT

---ATTRIBUTES FOR IE713	1x	R

Incremental Message Type	R	n1	TC21
Request Correlation Identifier      D      an..44       C136     R193

---TRADER AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

	Trader Excise Number	R	an13		R070

	VAT Number	 O	an..14		

	Authorisation Begin Date	R	date		

	Authorisation End Date	      O	 date		

	Operator Type Code	R	n1	TC65	R206

	Reference Number of Excise Office	R	an8	R214

	Global Excise Trader Identifier	   O	   an22		R266

------ACTION	1x	R	

Operation   R	 a1	TC24	BR044 	R007 	R267 	R268 	R269

Activation Date	      R	    date	    C001       R230

Action identification	R	an..20		TR9001

Responsible Data Manager	O	an..35		

Modification Date and Time	D	dateTime	C163

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R

Name	R	an..182		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

Country Code	R	a2	BC11	

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

City	R	an..50		

Postcode	R	an..10		R270

------OPERATOR ROLE	9x	O

Operator Role Code	R	n1	TC69	R026   R265	

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

Excise Products Category Code	R	a1	BC66	R208

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

Excise Product Code	R	an4	BC36	R207 R209 R264

------(USING) TAX WAREHOUSE	999x	D	C009

Reference of Tax Warehouse	R	an13	R204    R070

---TAX WAREHOUSE	9999x	D	C141

Reference of Tax Warehouse	R	an13	R070    R205

Validity Begin Date	R	date		

Validity End Date	O	date		

Reference Number of Excise Office	R	an8		R214

------ACTION	1x	R

Operation	R	a1 TC24 BR044 R007 R267 R268 R269

Activation Date	      R	 date	 C001 	R230

Action identification	R	an..20		TR9001

Responsible Data Manager	O	an..35		

Modification Date and Time	D	dateTime	C163

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R

Name	R	an..182		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12		

---------ADDRESS	1x	R	

Country Code	R	a2	BC11	

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

City	R	an..50		

Postcode	R	an..10     R270

------EXCISE PRODUCTS CATEGORY	999x	D	C139

Excise Products Category Code    R    a1    BC66    R208

------EXCISE PRODUCT	999x	D	C139

Excise Product Code    R    an4   BC36   R207   R209   R264

---TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION	9999x	D	C141

Temporary Authorisation Reference	R	an13		R040

Operator Type Code	R	n1	TC110	

Reference Number of Issuance Office	R	an8		R214

Date of Expiry	   R	date		

Re-usable Temporary Authorisation flag	R	n1	TC27

VAT Number	O	an..14		

Authorisation Begin Date	R	date		

Small Wine Producer	O	n1	TC27

------ACTION	1x	R	

Operation	R	a1	TC24 BR044 R007 R267 R268 R269

Activation Date 	R	date	C001     R230

Action identification	R	an..20		TR9001

Responsible Data Manager	O	an..35		

Modification Date and Time	D	dateTime		C163

------NAME AND ADDRESS	99x	R

Name	R	an..182		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12	

---------ADDRESS	1x	R

Country Code	R	a2	BC11	

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

City	R	an..50		

Postcode	R	an..10	R270

------(LINKED TO TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION) TRADER 1x   D	C209

Trader Excise Number	 D	 an13   BR051   C157   R233

Trader Name	R	an..182		

Street Name	R	an..65		

Street Number	O	an..11		

Postcode	R	an..10		

City	R	an..50		

NAD_LNG	R	a2	BC12

------TEMPORARY AUTHORISATION DETAILS	999x	R

Excise Product Code      R   an4	   BC36	     R209    R212     R264

Quantity	R	n..15,3		R232	




		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· SEED CTP (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment between the FESS and the DDNEA specifications regarding the message specifications of the respective messages.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since it concerns only a documentation update in the FESS specifications. 



		Deployment approach

		N/A 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: SEED-CTP-011.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Table 4 of Annex 1 to Implementing Regulation (EU) 2016/323 (to align with proposed change to IE701)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024Written Approval Procedure via email on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:22] [22:  FESS-322 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-333 – Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-333



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM645904



		Known Error

		KE24456



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		23/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-SK









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

A discrepancy has been observed by NA-SK in the FESS specifications regarding the multiplicity of the data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS in the IE839 message, in relation to the corresponding message structure of the IE537 message of AES. 

More specifically, in the IE537 message, the negative cross-check results are reported under the structure:

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD 999x R 

------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT 999x R

On the other hand, in the IE839 message, the corresponding message structure for reporting negative cross-check results is:

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x D

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT 999x R	

Therefore, the multiplicity of <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> data group in the IE839 message should be changed to be in full alignment with the IE537 message of AES.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the FESS documentation:

· The data set for IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD (C_CUS_REJ) shall be changed:

FROM

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    99x	D	C212

(...)

 

TO

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    999x	D	C212

(...)





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the multiplicity of the data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS of IE839 will not be in alignment with the multiplicity of the corresponding data group EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD in the IE537 message of AES.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-369; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-092, TRP-P4-128, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-006.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-334 – Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-334



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM646712



		Known Error

		KE24457



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/10/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM646712, a discrepancy has been observed in the FESS specifications regarding condition C147. More specifically, the condition needs to be updated since the naming of ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group needs to be corrected to become ‘EΧPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION’. During the update of Phase 4.1 specifications, the wording of the ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group had been changed from 'EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES' to 'EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION'. However, condition C147 was not updated accordingly to reflect the respective change.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Class C147 will be updated as follows:

FROM   

“IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’ 

THEN 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> is ‘R’ 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> does not apply 

ELSE 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> does not apply 

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ ”

 

TO   

“IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’ 

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> is ‘R’ 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> does not apply 

ELSE 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> does not apply 

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ ”





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the description of condition C147 will be in misalignment with the specifications, as these had been updated for Phase 4.1.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-370; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-129, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-007.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-335 – Change the Condition C066 to a Business Rule/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-335



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681403



		Known Error

		KE24417



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM681403, a discrepancy has been observed regarding condition C066, which is imposed on the Required data item ‘Date and Time of Update Validation’. The wording of C066 is not related to controlling the optionality of the respective data item. Therefore, condition C066 shall be deprecated and replaced by a new business rule BRxxxBR057, which will have the same wording as the condition. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· Class C066 shall be removed from the ‘Date and Time of Update Validation’ technical term, which is linked to the data group diagram ‘(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD for IE801’;

· A new class BRxxxBR057 shall be added to the ‘Date and Time of Update Validation’ technical term, which is linked to the data group diagram ‘(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD for IE801’.

More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows: 

A new class ‘BRxxxBR057’ will be created and associated with the <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item of the IE801 message with the following details:



BR ID: BRxxxBR057

  

BR Category: Relation

  

BR Description: It is obligatory that if Sequence Number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD>​ data item, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination.

    

FESS Validation Rule: If sequence number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD> data item, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination



IE: 

· IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD)



Data Item: 

(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD. Date and Time of Update Validation



Optionality: Mandatory



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then condition C066 will be erroneously imposed on a Required data item, whilst its wording does not control the optionality of the data item.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-372; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-093, TRP-P4-131, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-009.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:23] [23:  FESS-335 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-337 – Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-337



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM612741



		Known Error

		KE23708



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		19/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-DE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

The initial issue reported by NA-DE as part of IM612741 concerned the misalignment between the optionality of the Data Group GOODS SHIPMENT between the IE536 – Invalidation Notification to MSA of Export message of AES and the IE836 – Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor message of EMCS. Following the discussion with the MSAs on 05/09/2023 and considering the late stage of developments for AES, the Known Error KE23708 - ‘Update the optionality of data groups/data items in IE836 to be in alignment with the IE536 message of AES’ was registered.  

For Phase 4.2, the issue shall be reconsidered. Although the IE536 and IE836 messages became aligned via the KE23708, the structure under GOODS SHIPMENT data group is not the correct one. More specifically, the Optional Data Group ---GOODS SHIPMENT does not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 - Export Declaration message. The correct structure according to IE515 message would be:

---GOODS SHIPMENT

------GOODS ITEM

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT.                                         

It is proposed that the message structure under GOODS SHIPMENT is removed from both the IE536 and the IE836 messages. The ARCs do not need to be defined in the IE836 message, since in case of invalidation of the Export declaration, this concerns all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. 

· The technical term ‘GOODS SHIPMENT’ (i.e. data group) will be removed from the ‘IE836 export declaration invalidation notification to MSA of dispatch/consignor C_INV_DIS’ message allocation diagram, including all the included technical terms (i.e. data items).





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment in FESS since the ‘GOODS SHIPMENT’ data group will not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 message of AES.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-386; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-097, TRP-P4-135, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-018.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 9)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-338 – Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-338



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Legislation Alignment



		Incidents

		IM647115



		Known Error

		KE24064



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In IM647115, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-AT regarding condition C212.

There is a legal requirement that in case of inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be notified. 

More specifically, Article 21(4) of Directive (EU) 2020/262 states: 

“Where there are any inconsistencies between the electronic administrative document and the export declaration, the competent authorities in the Member State of export shall notify the competent authorities in the Member State of dispatch using the computerised system.”

Thus, in case of negative cross-check results between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, there should be sent an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message to the MSA of Dispatch to inform about the inconsistencies. This also applies for the case that the IE839 message sent to a particular MSA of Dispatch includes only e-ADs that were positively cross-checked.

Therefore, there is a need to update the specifications in order to allow the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’ of the IE839 message not to be required to be filled in this scenario.

A new condition CxxxC214 will be applied to the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’ to handle its optionality, which shall also control that in case of an IE839 message with only positively cross-checked e-ADs declared, this Data group is not applicable. Condition C212 shall be updated accordingly, so that it is no longer applicable for the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. 



· Update the existing MADs as follows:



· The class C212 shall be removed from the ‘NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS’ data group, which is linked to the data group diagram "EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION for IE839". 

· A new Class CxxxC214 shall be added to the ‘NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS’ data group, which is linked to the data group diagram "EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION for IE839".



· The new class CxxxC214 will have the following wording:



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result' and there are negative cross-check validation results to be reported for any of the ARCs included in the data group C_EAD_VAL

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is ‘R’ ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply



Note: in the data group C_EAD_VAL are declared all the e-ADs concerning the recipient of the IE839 message regarding the particular Export Declaration



· Class C212 to be updated as follows:



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then it will not be possible to have an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs after the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check results. Therefore, the MSA of Export will not send the IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch and the legal requirement that the MSA of Dispatch should be notified in the cases where there are inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, would not be covered for this case.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-375; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-094, TRP-P4-132, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-010, CSMISE-183.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-339 – Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2 and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-339



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM567295



		Known Error

		KE24529



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/01/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

During 2025, there will be migration of CS/MISE to CS/MIS2 to endure that statistics regarding all Customs and Excise domains are kept in one place. The present RFC describes the change that has to be performed for the IE770 message in order to align the search fields regarding the registered unavailability. There are two issues in relation to the present RFC:

1. In the CS/MISE application, the values that currently exist in the specific drop-down list for the unavailability are based on the values of the technical codelist TC87 - BUSINESS PROCESS CODE, applied on IE770.<SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY. Business Process Code> data item. 

For EMCS Phase 4.1, the “Explanation” field (in the IE770 data item and in the UI of CS/MISE) could be used to indicate the unavailability of EMCS Central Circuit, with a remark within this field that the entry is related to Duty Suspension or Duty Paid functionality. 

The specifications in EMCS Phase 4.2 shall be changed and the values in TC87 will be updated to increase clarity regarding the possible causes of the unavailability.

The new TC87 shall be updated to include distinct codes for the External/Common domain, and drill down further, by having separate codes for Duty Suspension and Duty Paid per domain.

It was agreed between the NAs during the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm (30-31/05/2024) that, in Phase 4.2, the technical codelist TC87 shall be updated so that it distinguishes between the two functionalities (Duty Suspension and Duty Paid).

2. A renaming of the Data Item(s): Explanation and Explanation_LNG, that belong to the Data Group <SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY> of IE770, will be implemented, for alignment purposes.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs.

· In the matrix model of the codelist TC87- Business Process Code the following updates shall be performed:

· Value ‘2’ shall be changed to ‘2- EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension’;

· Value ‘3’ shall be changed to ‘3- EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension’; 

· Value ‘6- EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Paid’ shall be added;

· Value ‘7- EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Paid’ shall be added.



· In the IE770 message the following change will be implemented:

FROM

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

	Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime           C059

	Explanation	                          O	an..350	

	Explanation_LNG      		D          a2	BC12    C002



TO

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

             Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime           C059

	Justification	                          O	an..350	

	Justification_LNG      		D          a2	BC12    C002



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned regarding the proposed update in codelist TC87 and regarding the renaming of the respective data items in IE770.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since for FESS it concerns a documentation update only.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.

During 2025, CS/MISE will be migrated to CS/MIS2, which is a joint statistics tool for Customs and Excise Domain, thus this change will be implemented in CS/MIS2 as well.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-376; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-098, TRP-P4-139, CSMISE-179.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:24] [24:  FESS-339 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-341 – Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-341



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM638230



		Known Error

		KE24530



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In IM638230, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-AT regarding the filling of the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group in the IE829 and IE839 messages. For an Export-related movement, since a Consignee is understood to be the person representing the Consignor at the office of export, there have been two issues identified. 

More specifically, in the data group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER of IE829 and IE839 messages, for the case of “Destination Type Code = Export”, the “TraderID” and “EORI Number” data items are optional, and the required data items name and address are not sufficient for a unique identification of the Consignee Trader.  

Further to this, in the most common case, the Consignors of e-ADs do not know beforehand who is going to submit the export declaration, so as to declare this in the e-AD. Indeed, it is very likely that the different e-ADs that are included in the same Export declaration have different values under the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group.

On the other hand, the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group has only a multiplicity of 1x in the IE829 and IE839 messages. Thus, it is not clear with what values should the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group be filled in the IE829 and IE839 messages in the case where the respective data group is different in the included e-ADs. 


Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· The existing MADs will be updated as follows:

· IE829 – NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT (C_EXP_NOT)

· The existing technical term (data group) “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER” will be updated to: “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER”: 1x	O

· IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD (C_CUS_REJ)

· The existing technical term (data group) “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER” will be updated to: “(CONSIGNEE) TRADER”: 1x	O



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be aligned with the specifications. It shall be noted that there are not any significant business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns a documentation update only.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-378; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-099, TRP-P4-140, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-011.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr) 

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-342 – Moving the Data Item 'Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export' under the Data Group 'EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE' of IE829/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-342



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM689040



		Known Error

		KE24532



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In IM689040, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-RO in the FESS specifications regarding the "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" data item under the "EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group of the IE829 message. More specifically, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” acts as a flag regarding whether the IE829 message reports that the Export Declaration has been accepted, or that the goods have been released for Export. 

Therefore, it has erroneously been listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs included in the Export Declaration.  

Consequently, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” shall be moved under the data group “EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE”, which has multiplicity 1x and refers to the Export Declaration and its acceptance or release.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· The existing MADs will be updated as follows:

· IE829 – NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTED EXPORT (C_EXP_NOT)

The existing technical term (data item) “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” will be removed from “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD” and will be added under “EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE” with the following attributes:  

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

Reference Number of Sender Customs Office	R	an8	R032     R236

Identification of Sender Customs Officer            O       an..35

Date of Acceptance	                                       D        date	C222

Date of Release	                                                    D        date        C222

Document Reference Number	                          R       an..21	R100

Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export   R   n1 TC27



· Class C222 will be updated as follows:



FROM

IF <EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

< EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’



TO

IF <EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the existing data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” will still be erroneously listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD” data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs that are included in the Export Declaration.   



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-380; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-095, TRP-P4-133, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-013, CSMISE-180.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Table 7 of Annex I to delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:25] [25:  FESS-342 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-343 – New business validation on the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 – Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 – Manual Closure Response/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-343



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM691016



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-ΒΕ









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In IM691016, NA-BE proposed the introduction of an additional business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products" data item of the IE818 (Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export) message:



---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products        R         date                 BR023

 

More specifically, the existing BR023 checks that the submission date of the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of arrival of excise products declared in the draft report of receipt/export. The inclusion of an additional Business Rule has been proposed in order to check that the date of arrival of excise products that is declared in the Report of Receipt/Export is also equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD.

This will prevent the case of IE818 messages received from other NAs in which the date of arrival of excise products is earlier than the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD. 

Upon further analysis, it has been concluded that this new business rule shall also be included in the IE881 (Manual Closure Response) message, which also incorporates the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products" data item.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], a new Business Rule shall be imposed on the occurrences of the data item Date of Arrival of Excise Products in the IE818 – ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT message and the IE881 – MANUAL CLOSURE RESPONSE (C_MNC_RES) message.

The following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. 
More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows: 

1. A new class ‘BRxx1BR056’ will be created and associated to the <Date of Arrival of Excise Products> data item of the IE818 message and the IE881 message with the following details:



BR ID: BRxx1BR056

  

BR Category: Relation

  

BR Description: It is obligatory that the Date of Arrival of Excise Products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the Date of Dispatch that is included in the e-AD/e-SAD message.

    

FESS Validation Rule: The date of arrival of excise products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of dispatch in the e-AD/e-SAD



IE: 

· Draft IE818 (draft report of receipt/export)

· Draft IE881 (draft manual closure response)



Data Item: 

REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT.Date of Arrival of Excise Products

ATTRIBUTES.Date of Arrival of Excise Products



Optionality: Mandatory 





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then FESS will not be updated to validate that the date of arrival of excise products in the draft Report of Receipt/Export and the Manual Closure Response is equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD. 



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-381;

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-096, TRP-P4-134, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-014.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 6)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024Written Approval Procedure on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:26] [26:  FESS-343 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20TBD

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















FESS-345 – Validations regarding the usage of temporary authorisations in e-AD/e-SAD/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-345



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM629844



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		18/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion at the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As per IM629844, NA-BE raised the issue at the ECWP meeting in September 2023 that there should be a requirement in the common specifications to validate e-SAD regarding the temporary certified consignee authorisations used. More specifically, a SEED authorisation of type temporary certified consignee which is marked as not re-usable, should only be validated for a single e-SAD. In addition, summing up the quantities in the different e-SADs having the same temporary certified consignee should not exceed the quantities mentioned in the SEED authorization of this consignee. 

Further to the request by NA-BE, it shall be noted that there are three types of temporary authorisations, i.e. Temporary Registered Consignee, Temporary Certified Consignor and Temporary Certified Consignee. A temporary authorisation can cover one or several movements. In both cases, a temporary authorisation can only concern one Consignor and one Consignee for a given period of validity and a certain quantity of goods (expressed in the unit associated with the product code).

According to the EMCS principle for semantic validations, the National Excise Application at the MSA of Dispatch has to validate successfully the business compliance of the messages before transmission. It is the responsibility of the MSA of Dispatch of the Consignor related to the temporary authorisation, to validate the business content of the submitted message by the Consignor, in relation to the usage of this temporary authorisation. In order to perform the validations, the MSA of Dispatch needs to implement a mechanism to track the usage of the related temporary authorisations in all respective movements.

Thus, four new business validations should be added to check the data validity regarding the usage of Temporary Authorisations.



Proposed solution:

Three new Business Rules shall be imposed on the occurrences of the technical term Quantity in the IE801 – E-AD/E-SAD, IE815 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF E-AD/E-SAD, and IE825 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF SPLITTING OPERATION information exchanges, as well as a new Business Rule on the occurrence of the technical term Journey Time in the IE815 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF E-AD/E-SAD, IE813 – CHANGE OF DESTINATION, and IE825 – SUBMITTED DRAFT OF SPLITTING OPERATION information exchanges.



The following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs.  
More specifically, the existing MADs will be updated as follows: 

 

1. A new class ‘BRxx2BR052’ will be created and associated with the <Quantity> technical term of the IE815 message with the following details: 

 

BR ID: BRxx2BR052

   

BR Category: SEED – Registration Data 

   

BR Description: In case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary authorisation. 



Source FESS BPMs: L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

     

FESS Validation Rule: Compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).

 

IE:  Draft IE815(draft e-AD/e-SAD) 

 

Data Item: (BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A



2. A new class ‘BRxx3BR053’ will be created and associated with the <Quantity> technical term of the IE801 message with the following details: 



BR ID: BRxx3BR053

   

BR Category: SEED – Registration Data 

   

BR Description:  It is obligatory for an e-AD/e-SAD created as a result of a change of destination that in case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in seed while obtaining the temporary authorisation.



Source FESS BPMs: L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

     

FESS Validation Rule: Compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).

 

IE:  Draft IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD) 

 

Data Item: (BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity

Note: Due to the fact that the (BODY) E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity is not contained in the IE813 message, it is proposed (for consistency reasons) that the current BR is applied to the IE801 message.

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A



3. A new class ‘BRxx4BR054’ will be created and associated with the <Quantity> technical term of the IE825 message with the following details: 



BR ID: BRxx4BR054

   

BR Category: SEED – Registration Data 

   

BR Description:  In case of a temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs (per excise product and temporary registered authorisation) contained in the draft splitting operation must be within the amount declared in the temporary registered authorisation. In case of a re-useable temporary registered authorisation, the amount to be received by the temporary registered consignee should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary registered authorisation.



Source FESS BPMs: L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment 

     

FESS Validation Rule: Compared to the data declared in seed, the former e-AD, and the previous movements of the reusable temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs is less or equal to the quantity that can be used by the temporary registered authorisation (for each excise product).

 

IE:  Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation) 

 

Data Item: (BODY)E-AD.Quantity

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.N/A



4. A new class ‘BRxx5BR055’ will be created and associated with the <Journey Time> technical term of the IE815, IE813, and IE825 messages with the following details: 



BR ID: BRxx5BR055

   

BR Category: Relation 

   

BR Description:  It is obligatory that the journey time of the draft message is such that the movement is completed before or at the expiry date of the temporary authorisation(s) declared in SEED.



Source FESS BPMs: 

L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

L4-CORE-01-12-Change of Destination

L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment 

     

FESS Validation Rule: The journey time allows the movement to be completed before or at the date of expiry of the temporary authorisation(s).

 

IE:  

· Draft IE815 (drafr e-AD/e-SAD);

· Draft IE813 (draft change of destination);

· Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation);

 

Data Item:

(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

(UPDATE) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

(SPLIT DETAILS) E-AD.Journey Time

 

Optionality: Mandatory  

 

Comments: Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then FESS will not be updated to validate the necessary values of the temporary authorisations against SEED data.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update. 



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-383; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-100, TRP-P4-142, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-015.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 1 and Table 5 and Table 6)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/202420/05/2025[footnoteRef:27] [27:  FESS-345 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20TBD

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-346 – Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-346



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of Functionality



		Incidents

		IM660219



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		10/01/2024



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in the related RFC FESS-322, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has the delta between the ARCs included in the IE515 – Export Declaration and IE513 – Export Declaration Amendment messages, in case that any ARCs have been excluded from IE513, while they were included in the IE515 message.

In case of excluded e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be informed electronically via EMCS, so as to revert the state back to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. Currently, there is no mechanism foreseen for this case. As per the Known Error KE24040, the MSA of Dispatch can be informed outside the EMCS System and/or the TIM_EAD_ESAD for each excluded ARC will expire and the standard procedure will follow.

NA-AT has proposed to use the IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message, to inform the MSA of Dispatch that the states of the included e-AD(s) in the IE839 message should be reverted to “Accepted” due to exclusion from the IE513 message. Such an IE839 message could be sent by the MSA of Export as soon as it has the list of any excluded e-ADs from the IE513 message and has reverted their states to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export. The Consignor could also be informed by the MSA of Dispatch via an IE839 message. In order to allow having an IE839 message with such values, a new Rejection Reason Code could be added to the technical codelist TC18 – Customs Rejection Reason Code. Nevertheless, it should be emphasised that the IE839 in this case does not actually inform about any rejection of export declaration, but only about the excluded e-AD(s) from the Export Declaration Amendment. 

It shall be noted that the proposed solution for this RFC should be viewed together with the related proposed solution in the RFC FESS-322. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:

· In the matrix model of the Technical Codelist TC18 – Customs Rejection Reason Code, the value ‘6 – ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’ shall be added. 



· The condition C212, which is applied in data groups of IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs in Phase 4.2, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'





· Updates in the State Transition Diagrams.

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States:



STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  



STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the Excise BPMs will not be updated with the necessary specifications, that allow to re-use the IE839 message, so as to inform the MSA of Dispatch/Consignor, about ARC(s) removed from the Export Declaration Amendment.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-384; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-143, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-016, FESS-322.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-347 – Update of SEED RAD and RADM non-functional requirements in alignment with overall TAXUD targets/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-347



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications defect



		Incidents

		IM720745



		Known Error

		KE24664



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		29/04/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As identified by EMCS CPT, the availability requirements in FESS for SEED have not been updated since the initial version of FESS. Therefore, the availability requirements in the FESS specifications for SEED need to be updated, in order to reflect the current best service that DG TAXUD can provide to the NAs, regarding the availability of Central SEED. 

Regarding the provided service levels, TAXUD employs internal mechanisms so that the Central SEED services are delivered effectively. These mechanisms translate to a certain Availability class, which has specific values for the technical terms of: ‘Uptime Service Availability’, ‘Unplanned Downtime’ and lastly, ‘Disaster Recovery’. 

In particular to disaster recovery, this refers to the ability to protect the application/data from major unplanned/natural outages at a production site. It shall be noted that there are not any particular legal requirements restricting the disaster recovery time. The FESS specifications currently do not cover the case for disaster recovery. Therefore, this RFC will update the FESS specifications, so that it is stated that disaster recovery will be according to the Availability class that TAXUD can guarantee to provide for the Central SEED application. 

The issue regarding the unavailability of Central SEED has been also discussed at the Fiscalis workshop on 30-31/05/2024. It has been mentioned by certain NAs that their National SEED registers can deal with the unavailability of the Central SEED, in case that the unavailability happens for a limited time period (up to one week approximately). Regarding the impact of the unavailability of Central SEED, it needs to be considered that for basic functions of EMCS (such as submission of e-AD/e-SAD), the submitted message to the National Excise Application should be validated against the National SEED application. Therefore, the main impact of the unavailability of Central SEED is in case of updates in the registration and authorisation data, which have been initiated in a National SEED register during this unavailability. In this scenario, there will be de-synchronisation of the databases of the National SEED applications of the NAs regarding the particular registration and authorisation data. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in FESS BPMs: 



· Under the L4 BPMs for ‘Registration and Authorisation Data Management’ (RADM) and ‘Reference Data Management’ (RDM), the ‘Availability Requirements’ described under the path Requirements/Requirements Trees shall be updated.



More specifically, the existing requirements: ‘Permanent Availability’, ‘High Availability’, ‘General Availability’, ‘Office Availability’, ‘Scheduled Availability’ and ‘Disconnected Availability’ will be removed as obsolete. 



A new requirement will be added as below:

Name: Provided Availability 

Description:

The availability requirements are the following: 

Uptime Service Availability: 99,4%

Unplanned Downtime: 13h (max), RPO≤1h

Disaster Recovery: Max RTO<1w, RPO≤1d

(where RPO=Recovery Point Objective, RTO=Recovery Time Objective)





· The ‘Provided Availability’ requirement will then be associated to the functionalities of SEED for ‘Reference Data Management’ (RDM) and ‘Registration and Authorisation Data Management’ (RADM). 



More specifically, in L4 BPMs, under the path Requirements/ Requirements Trees, the following functionalities of RDM and RADM are listed and each one of them will be associated to the ‘Provided Availability’ requirement.



RDM

Maintenance and dissemination of reference data other than the EOL

Consultation of public reference data by economic operators

Consultation of reference data by MSA central services



RADM

Consultation of registration data by MSA central services

Consultation of registration information by Economic Operators

Dissemination of registration data

Maintenance of the Central Register

             SEED statistics



It shall be noted that the abovementioned association of the RDM/RADM functionalities with the respective Availability Requirement will be part of the exported EU Customs Reports. More specifically, it can be found per RDM/RADM, under the section “Non-functional Requirements” of Annex 3: ‘Requirements’.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· SRD for SEED (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS specifications will not be in full alignment with the availability levels for Central SEED, as per the current service level that DG TAXUD can provide.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		N/A



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: SEED-176; 

· Other RFCs: -.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:28] [28:  FESS-347 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-348 – Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-348



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM681452



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		08/03/2024



		Requester

		ITSM3-TES









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

It has been observed that there is lack of a validation between the values of the data items Validation Result and Diagnosis code of the IE839 message, to maintain business consistency. More specifically, currently, there is no such validation, and nothing prevents the values that are set in IE839 for the Validation Result and Diagnosis code are inconsistent. 

This issue could be handled by a new rule imposed on the Diagnosis code. Such a rule could state for example that if the Validation Result is '0' then the Diagnosis Code should be '2 = Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration'. If the Validation Result is '1' and e.g. both COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT are present, then the Diagnosis Code should be '7 = Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match' etc.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs:



· Class Rxx1:

A new Class Rxx1 shall be introduced with the following wording:



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '0',

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '2' (Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration).



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND both data groups <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> and <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> are present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '7' (Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '6' (CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '4' (Weight/mass do not match).



· ΙΕ839 Message Allocation Diagram:

Data Group Diagram “UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT for IE839” shall be updated to include the new class Rxx1 applied to “Diagnosis Code” technical term.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Low);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS will be in misalignment with the specifications. There are no business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns a documentation update only.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-385; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-101, TRP-P4-144, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-017.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:29] [29:  FESS-348 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024. ] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		xx/xx/2024









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-349 – Deprecation of MVS messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-349



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Change of functionality



		Incidents

		IM722881



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		31/05/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		High



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

It has been observed that after transferring the duty-paid related information from MVS messages into ACO messages (IE721, IE867, IE868, and IE869) in Phase 4.0 (February 2023), MVS messages remain only for administrative cooperation regarding undocumented movements. Due to the low usage volume of MVS messages in the EMCS production environment and the fact that these messages currently do not have strict legal requirements it is proposed that these messages should be phased out from EMCS. On a few occasions when there is a need, MSAs can use the CCN Mail 3 to exchange such information between MSAs. The necessary actions need to be taken at the Common Specifications so that the MVS messages are correctly deprecated.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates are required in order to phase out MVS functionality from the Excise BPMs:

· Processes:

· Process L4-ACO-01-00-Administrative Cooperation shall be updated to exclude the MVS functionality;

· Process L4-ACO-01-11-Movement Verification–Request (Request) shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-12-Movement Verification-Reminder shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-13-Movement Verification-Request (Results) shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-14-Handle Deadline Extension- Movement Verification shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-23-Handle Refusal Response- Movement Verification shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-25-Movement Verification for Duty Paid Movements-Spontaneous information shall be deprecated;

· Process L4-ACO-01-27-Movement Verification–Provide Feedback shall be deprecated;

· The L1, L2, and L3 processes that are impacted by the removal of the MVS functionality shall be updated accordingly.



· The following message allocation diagrams will be removed:

· IE722 MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST (C_MVS_SUB); 

· IE723 MOVEMENT VERIFICATION ANSWER (C_MVS_ANS);

· IE724 REMINDER MESSAGE FOR MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST (C_MVS_REM);

· IE725 MOVEMENT VERIFICATION RESULTS (C_MVS_RES).



· Classes ‘C166’, ‘C167’, ‘C168’, ‘C169’, ‘C170’, ‘C171’, ‘C172’, ‘C173’, ‘C174’, ‘C175’, ‘C176’, ‘C177’, ‘C178’, ‘C179’, ‘C183’, ‘C185’, ‘C187’, and ‘C189’ will be removed;



· Classes ‘R217’, ‘R224’, ‘R229’, ‘R238’, ‘R239’, and ‘R241’ will be removed;



· Class R275 shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



TO:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



· The matrix model of the technical codelist TC99 – MV Request Type shall be removed;



· The matrix model of the technical codelist TC100 – Result Code shall be removed;



· In the matrix model of the technical codelist TC49 – Functional Error Codes, values ‘94’ and ‘95’ shall be updated:



FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.





 

TO:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (High);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (High).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the FESS will be in misalignment with the specifications due to the removal of the MVS functionality. Furthermore, since Member States do not use it or use it in very few cases, there are no business continuity risks.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC, since there is no impact on current legislation.

Nevertheless, technical and business statistics from CS/MISE, which are related to MVS messages, should be kept.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-387; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-102, TRP-P4-145, CSMISE-181.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














FESS-350 – Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-350



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		30/05/2024



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

In the discussions at the Fiscalis group on 30-31/05/2024 for the RFC FESS-321, NA-BE requested that the reception of an IE519 - EXPORT DECLARATION REJECTION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF EXPORT should always trigger the sending/forwarding of an IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD to inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the related export declaration and not only in the specific scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.

For the case of Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832), the related RFCs FESS-320 and DDNEA-P4-359 foresee a specifications’ update so that the MSA of Export sends the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch, after the reception of the IE519 due to e-AD request rejection.

In addition, in the RFC FESS-321, it is proposed that AES sends after the IE537 message, additionally, an IE519 message. For this scenario, it was already foreseen, as of Phase 4.1, that the IE839 is sent to the MSA of Dispatch, following the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check result. 

Lastly, for the business scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, it is proposed that the existing specifications are updated as applicable to specify that, after the reception of IE519, the IE839 message is sent by the MSA of Export to the MSA of Dispatch. After successful reception of the IE839 message by the MSA of Dispatch, the MSA of Dispatch should also forward the respective IE839 message to the Consignor. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the FESS BPMs. The changes have been marked with yellow highlight. 

· In ‘TC Customs Rejection Reason code, a new value ‘x’ will be added with description ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration’;



· The condition C212, which is applied in data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs in Phase 4.2, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.  



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



· Updates in the State Transition diagrams.

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States. It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC, as well as on the STDs in the form (received IE) ^(sent IE). (sent IE).

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is same as MS of Export

· The description of the existing transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519 [Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· The description of the existing transition from “Accepted” to “Accepted” via IE839 will be updated to include also the transition via IE839 [Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].  

STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· The description of the transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration]^IE839[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, the MSA of Dispatch/Consignor (as applicable) will not be properly informed, via an IE839 message with rejection reason ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration’, regarding the Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-389; 

· Other RFCs: CTP-P4-103, TRP-P4-146, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-023.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		Annexes to the Commission Delegated Regulation, supplementing Council Directive 2020/262, Annex I (Table 8)









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:30] [30:  FESS-350 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
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DDNEA-P4-359 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-359



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		KE24027



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		16/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-320, stemming from issue IM634903, the KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications and a workaround solution for the procedures following an e-AD Request Rejection. More specifically, in case the Export declaration contains multiple ARCs, AES sends multiple e-AD requests (IE532) per ARC. If AES receives at least one negative response with the IE832 message for an ARC, this leads to the rejection of the entire export declaration. Then, at the EMCS side, all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration should be in the “Accepted” state, both at the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch. The KE24027 was proposed since the AES specifications did not foresee a message to be sent to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and its included ARCs. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832 message, found the included ARCs in the export declaration message on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC number included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number was proposed to be used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that in principle there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. When EMCS receives IE532 - e-AD Request messages for an Export Declaration message and EMCS responds to at least one e-AD request with an IE832 - e-AD Request Rejection message, then the Export declaration gets rejected at the Customs Office of Export and AES should send the IE519 message to the MSA of Export to inform about the rejection of the Export declaration and which are the included ARCs. 

The MSA of Export should then proceed to update the states so that all the e-ADs of the Export declaration are in the “Accepted” state. Then, the MSA of Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and its included ARCs via an IE839 message (with a new rejection reason equal to “e-AD Request Rejection”). In this manner, the states can become “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch, too. 

Lastly, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24027 “Clarifications for the procedures after an e-AD Request Rejection”, and KE24040 – “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages.

In particular for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to e-AD request rejection, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the Export Declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workaround KE24040 of Phase 4.1).

The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC DDNEA-P4-361. 



Proposed solution:

The issues reported in the [Problem Statement] were discussed with AES Central Project Team and AES National Project Managers and the agreement is to update both DDNXA for AES and FESS&DDNEA for EMCS. Thus, there is a dependency. The following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications. 

· DDNEA Main Document



· Under section II.II.1.4 ‘Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection’, for the case that MSA of Dispatch is MSA of Export as well the paragraph below will be updated to become:



“[…] In this scenario, the e-AD request is rejected since the ARC is is not known to the MSA of Dispatch where the e-AD request is   submitted either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state in that MSA, when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ)       

II.II.1.4.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration       Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection

According to this scenario, the Consignor submits a draft e-AD (IE815: N_EAD_SUB) to the MSA of Dispatch including export as the destination type (Destination Type Code is “6 = Destination - Export”). The validation of the submitted draft e-AD passes successfully and the MSA of Dispatch returns the validated e-AD (IE801: C_EAD_VAL) back to the Consignor. Finally, the state of the movement at the MSA of Dispatch is set to “Accepted” and the TIM_EAD_ESAD timer is initiated. 

The Declarant/Representative submits an export declaration (IE515) to the Customs Export Application. This IE is not depicted in the Time Sequence Diagrams as it takes place fully in the AES system. The e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ) is sent from the Customs Export Application to another MSA of Dispatch. Thus, MSA of Dispatch 2 returns an IE832 (N_EAD_REJ) to the Customs Export Application, since the ARC is not known. either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state. Then, the Customs Export Application sends the IE519-Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export (N_EXP_REJ) message to the MSA of Dispatch, to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and the included ARCs in the declaration*. The MSA of Dispatch builds and sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) to the Consignor with rejection reason equal to “e-AD request rejection”, which includes the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. The flow ends at this point.

It should be noted that the same flow will be followed in case there is a single MSA of Dispatch, but the ARC is either wrong or not in the correct state in that MSA of Dispatch when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ).

* It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, a workaround solution in EMCS should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration).  

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message.”



· Under section II.II.2.4 ‘Export Operation at Office of Export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection, when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export’, the paragraph below will be updated to become:



“[…] In this scenario, the e-AD request is rejected since the ARC is either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state in that MSA of Destination/MSA of Export when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ)

II.II.2.4.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Request Rejection

According to this scenario, the Consignor submits a draft e-AD (IE815: N_EAD_SUB) to the MSA of Dispatch including export as the destination type (Destination Type Code is “6 = Destination - Export”). Upon successful validation of the draft e-AD, the MSA of Dispatch returns the validated e-AD (IE801: C_EAD_VAL) back to the Consignor and disseminates it to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. Finally, the state of the movement at the MSA of Dispatch is set to “Accepted” and the TIM_EAD_ESAD timer is initiated. The Declarant/Representative submits an export declaration (IE515) to the Customs Export Application. This IE is not depicted in the Time Sequence Diagrams as it takes place fully in the AES system. The e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ) is sent from the Customs Export Application to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export 2. Thus, MSA of Destination/MSA of Export 2 returns an IE832 (N_EAD_REJ) to the Customs Export Application, since the ARC is either wrong, or not for Export, or not in the correct state. Then, the Customs Export Application sends the IE519-Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export (N_EXP_REJ) message to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection and the included ARCs in the declaration*. The flow ends at this point.

It should be noted that the same flow will be followed in case there is a single MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, but the ARC is either wrong or not in the correct state in that MSA of Destination/MSA of Export when it receives the e-AD request (IE532: N_EAD_REQ).

The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export builds and sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) to the MSA of Dispatch with rejection reason equal to “e-AD request rejection”, which includes the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. The state of the e-AD(s) at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed to “Accepted”.

Then, upon reception of the IE839 message by the MSA of Dispatch, the state of the e-AD(s) at the MSA of Dispatch is changed to “Accepted” and the rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) is forwarded to the Consignor.

* It shall be noted that in the event of an IE832 and in case that AES has not implemented sending the IE519 in case of e-AD request Rejection, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon sending an IE832, which signifies the rejection of the export declaration, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration). 

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of e-AD Request Rejection for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message.

· The changes proposed above in sections II.II.1.4.1 and II.II.2.4.1 will be reflected in the respective TSD-time sequence diagrams and in the CLD-collaboration diagrams of the DDNEA Main Document. The respective TSD and CLD diagrams for section II.II.2.4.1 are provided in Annex 4.2. 



· In addition, the following updates in the State Transition Diagrams of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed.

It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC, as well as on the STDs, in the form (received IE) ^(sent IE). (sent IE).

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.1 When MS of Dispatch is MS of Export as well

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” via IE519 [e-AD request Rejection].

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted” to “Accepted” via IE839[e-AD request Rejection];

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” via IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).

STD at Destination under section II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export”, to “Accepted” via IE519[e-AD request Rejection] ^ IE839[e-AD request Rejection];

· Update of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to “Accepted” from to IE532^IE832(after amendment of Export declaration) IE532^IE832.IE839([e-AD request Rejection] after amendment of Export declaration).

The respective STDs when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (STD at Dispatch, STD at Destination) are provided in Annex 4.4.



· Appendix B - Codelists

In TC18 - Customs Rejection Reason Code, a new code ‘x’ will be added with description: 'e-AD Request Rejection'.



· Appendix D – Technical Message Structure

The condition C212, which is applied in various data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs, the final proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2 can be found in Annex 4.5.

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'e-AD Request Rejection'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R' 



· Appendix H: Directory with XML Schemas (XSDS)



The tcl.xsd file shall be impacted in order to reflect the aforementioned update in TC18.



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)


The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-320.  Moreover, the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can obtain the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration message (IE515) (i.e. via the respective IE519 message sent by AES, which informs about the export declaration rejection due to e-AD request rejection and includes the full list of ARC(s)). Thus, the related workarounds should still be applicable, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration, upon rejection of the export declaration due to e-AD request rejection. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level (addition of a new value in the technical codelist TC18) and at the semantic level regarding the coordination protocol (IE839 message regarding the e-AD Request Rejection) as well as business compliance (update of C212).

It shall be noted that a transformation solution is not suggested for this RFC. Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that they behave as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs whereas they behave in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4 .2 MSAs (only), a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC so that no syntactic violations and business continuity issues occur.  

Regarding the interaction between AES and EMCS in the National Domain, it shall be noted that the goal is to have a synchronized deployment in production of the related changes in AES and EMCS. Nevertheless, if that is not possible, there are measures in place to overcome incompatibilities. It is considered that there will be no impact on business continuity of EMCS, if the respective MSA can also support the existing workaround solution up to the moment when both AES and EMCS deployments have been completed. 



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at the end of Migration Period (Mr) due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-320;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: DDNEA-P4-361.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:31] [31:  DDNEA-P4-359 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













DDNEA-P4-361 – Export Declaration amendment; update of ARC(s)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-361



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM644206



		Known Error

		KE24040



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-IT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-322, stemming from issue IM644206, the KE24040 was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request and proposed a workaround so that the MSA of Export could obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message, as this had not been foreseen in the specifications. The logic of the workaround is that the MSA of Export gets the included ARCs in the rejected IE513 messages on its own. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the IE513 and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The workaround is not error-proof though. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the IE513 message. However, it has been pointed out that in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declaration using the same LRN. Further to this, the workaround was based on the logic that AES sends a different IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513. However, according to the existing AES specifications, this should happen only for “new or modified” e-ADs in IE513 message.

Therefore, for Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic of Export Declaration Amendment. The KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request” will be incorporated into the specifications and the necessary modifications in the AES specifications should take place, so that AES sends an IE532 message for each included e-AD in IE513 message.

As noted before, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has all the included ARC number(s) in the IE513 message. The list of e-ADs is needed:

· so that the MSA of Export and the MSA of Dispatch can perform any necessary state transitions, following a rejection of the IE513 message due to either an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832) or due to a negative cross-check result (IE537). This has been explained in the RFCs DDNEA-359 and DDNEA-360 respectively;

· so that the MSA of Export finds whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513 message, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of any excluded e-ADs should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export and at the MSA of Dispatch. 

The procedure that follows in case any excluded e-AD(s) are found, is further described in the related RFC DDNEA-P4-384.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in DDNEA:



· DDNEA Main Document 



· Under Sub-Section II.II EXPORT SCENARIOS, certain clarifications will be provided for the case of Export Declaration Amendment (IE513). More specifically, it will be added that:



The Export scenarios under II.II.1 ‘Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is MSA of export as well’ and ‘II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export’ describe the case where the Declarant/Representative sends an Export Declaration (IE515) message to the Customs Export Application. It shall be noted that the Export scenarios may also refer to the case of an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message being submitted to the Customs Export Application (following the submission of the IE515, as per the AES procedures). Neither the IE515 nor the IE513 IEs are depicted in the Time Sequence Diagrams, as they take place fully in the AES system and are not sent directly to EMCS. Regardless of whether an IE515 or an IE513 message is submitted in AES, the Export scenarios in EMCS start with the reception of the respective e-AD Request (IE532) messages. 



· Under II.II.1 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is MSA of export as well, it shall be noted that:



The MSA of Dispatch finds whether there is any e-AD excluded from the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of the excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch and the Consignor should be informed via the respective Customs Rejection of e-AD (IE839) message. 

The MSA of Dispatch can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. More specifically, 

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES; 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES. 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Dispatch on its own, from the IE532 message(s) received by AES for the IE513, as described in sections II.II.1.3 and II.II.1.4.  […]





· Under II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export, a note will be added to describe that:



The MSA of Destination/Export finds whether there is any e-AD excluded from the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration. In such case, the state of the excluded e-AD(s) should be reverted to “Accepted” at the MSA of Destination/Export. Then, the MSA of Destination/Export should inform the MSA of Dispatch regarding the excluded e-AD(s), via the respective Customs Rejection of e-AD (IE839) message, so that the states are “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. The MSA of Dispatch shall then proceed to inform the Consignor via the IE839 message.

The MSA of Destination/Export can find any excluded e-ADs in order to update their state, from the delta between the ARCs of the initial Export Declaration and the IE513 message. More specifically,

· The list of ARCs in the original Export Declaration can be retrieved from the IE539 - Export Declaration Acceptance message sent by AES. 

· The list of ARCs in the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message can be found:

· in case of acceptance of the IE513, from the new Export Declaration Acceptance (IE539) message sent by AES; 

· in case of rejection of the IE513, due to e-AD request rejection, or due to Negative cross-check results, the list of ARCs in IE513 can be retrieved by the MSA of Destination/Export on its own, from the IE532 messages received by AES for the IE513 message as described in sections II.II.2.3 and II.II.2.4. […].



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-322.  Moreover, the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how the MSA of Export can find whether there has been any e-AD excluded from the IE513, while it was included in the initial Export Declaration.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA Main Document only.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-322;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: DDNEA-P4-359, DDNEA-P4-360, DDNEA-P4-384.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:32] [32:  DDNEA-P4-361 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-363 – Update of rules R271 – R276

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-363



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM567289



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/12/2022



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As stated in the parent FESS RFC, during Conformance Testing, it was detected that a few test cases were failing due to violations of one of the rules introduced for NA-XI, i.e. R271, 272, R273, R274, R275 and R276. However, it shall be highlighted that in case where more than one of the NA-XI introduced rules are applied on a single message (e.g. in IE840), then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland. Therefore, rules R271 – R276 will have to be enhanced for clarity purposes and in alignment with Phase 3 RFCs DDNEA-P3-291 and FESS-258.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in Appendix D of the DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

Rules R271, R272, R273, R274, R275 and R276 shall be updated with the inclusion of the following phrase at the end of the existing wording of the rules: 

                    (…)

Note: In the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition, i.e. if one of the rules is validated successfully, then the message should pass the corresponding validations regarding its relevance to Northern Ireland.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents: 

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium); 

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None); 

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High). 

CDEAs: 

· Central SEED v1 application (None); 

· CTA (None); 

· CS/MISE (None). 





		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in a misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-307 and the DDNEA specifications will not make clear that in the case where more than one of the rules R271 – R276 are applied on a single message, then the corresponding validations should be performed based on a logical ‘OR’ condition.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC does not pose business continuity risks, since it concerns documentation updates only in the DDNEA.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-324;

· Children RFCs: -;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-125, DDNEA-P3-291, FESS-258.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review; 

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-364 – Removal of ‘SAD’ from Common Specifications

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-364



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681399



		Known Error

		KE24439



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-325, a discrepancy has been observed in the common specifications for EMCS. More specifically, due to the obsolesce of the term ‘SAD – Single Administrative Document’, there is a need for removing, replacing and renaming the respective term in the common specifications for EMCS in order to be aligned with current Customs procedure and to reflect Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636.

(Note: The paper-based SAD is still provided in Customs legislation for those cases where electronic exchange is not possible. The term 'customs declaration' is broader as it covers all types of declarations made for Customs purposes and therefore encompasses the SAD.

Explanatory Note 2(e) of Annex I to Delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636 explains that the abbreviation 'Import SAD' is used to mean the import Customs Declaration.)



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the following Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· Rule R100 shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

A valid MRN or SAD Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number

SAD = Single Administrative Document



TO:

A valid MRN Number confirmed against Customs data, according to the Customs case.

MRN = Movement Reference Number



· Condition C096 shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'R'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.



TO:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'R'

ELSE < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.



· Condition C097 shall be updated as follows: 

FROM:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN <IMPORT SAD> is 'O'

ELSE <IMPORT SAD> does not apply.  



TO:

IF <Origin Type Code> is "2 = Origin - Import"

THEN < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> is 'O'

ELSE < IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION> does not apply.




· In the IE801/IE815 messages, the Data Group “IMPORT SAD” and the Data Item “Import SAD Number” shall be updated as follows: 

FROM:

------IMPORT SAD

Import SAD Number R   an..21



TO:

------IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION

Import Customs Declaration Number R an..21



· Appendix F: Data Groups & Transaction Hierarchy

· The Data Group ‘IMPORT SAD’ with Identifier ‘ISF’ shall be renamed to ‘IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION’ with Identifier ‘ICD’;

· The Data Group ‘IMPORT SAD’ with Identifier ‘IMS’ shall be renamed to ‘IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION’ with Identifier ‘ICE’.



· Appendix G: Data Items

The Data Item ‘Import SAD Number’ shall be renamed to ‘Import Customs Declaration Number’. 



· Appendix E: XML MAPPING

The following updates will take place in Appendix E:

FROM:

		Data-group or Data-item

		Data Type

		XML-Tag



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD - IMPORT SAD

		

		ImportSad



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD - IMPORT SAD.Import SAD Number

		an..21 

		ImportSadNumber







TO:	

		Data-group or Data-item

		Data Type

		XML-Tag



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD – IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION

		

		ImportCustomsDeclaration



		MESSAGE - E-AD/E-SAD – IMPORT CUSTOMS DECLARATION.Import Customs Declaration Number

		an..21 

		ImportCustomsDeclarationNumber







· Appendices C (EMCS CORRELATION TABLES), H (XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)) and K (RULES AND CONDITIONS MAPPING) shall be updated accordingly. 



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents: 

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low); 

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low); 

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low). 

CDEAs: 

· Central SEED v1 application (None); 

· CTA (None); 

· CS/MISE (None). 



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in a misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-325 and the obsolete term “SAD” will remain in the DDNEA specifications.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns certain changes both at syntactic and at semantic level. 

More specifically, it concerns the update of the XML tags in relation to the <IMPORT SAD> data group and the <Import SAD Number> data item.

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files, while the receiver is not, any corresponding message sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. Therefore, as a transformation solution, it is proposed that the sending application replaces any occurrence of the <ImportCustomsDeclaration> and <ImportCustomsDeclarationNumber> XML tags with the <ImportSad> and <ImportSadNumber> XML tags respectively; 



· In the same way, if the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd files when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. To avoid such rejections, it is proposed that the receiving application replaces any occurrence of the <ImportSad> and <ImportSadNumber> XML tags with the <ImportCustomsDeclaration> and <ImportCustomsDeclarationNumber> XML tags  respectively in the received messages. 



The related semantic changes concern the update of the wording of rule R100 and conditions C096 and C097. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the aforementioned updates will be validated only at the sending side of the respective message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation deriving from the related updates by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver. Apart from this, the change constitutes only a wording correction of the used term and does not change the business validation per se. 

It is considered that the aforementioned changes have no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risk.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-325;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-090;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-137, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-002, IE734-057.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review; 

· Approval process: 

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-365 – Minor Updates in the description of EMCS Codelists/Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-365



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681404



		Known Error

		KE24357



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-326, a discrepancy has been observed in the specifications regarding some EMCS codelists and the naming of the IE818 message. 

More specifically, the technical codelists TC50, TC60, and TC64 need to be updated in order to be aligned with the current specifications, as of DDNEA v3.14. In more detail, 

· In the technical codelist TC50 - Status Type, the code ‘X12’ is related to Local Clearance, however Local Clearance is not applicable in Phase 4.1;

· In the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type and Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type:

· the description of code ‘IE803’ is “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD”, while it should refer to both e-AD/e-SAD;

· the description of code ‘IE839’ is erroneously “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT”, while the name of the message IE839 is “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”;

Furthermore, regarding the discrepancy in the IE818 message, the naming of the certain message has erroneously remained as “ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT” throughout EMCS specifications. Therefore, it needs to be updated to be aligned with the name of the value “IE818” as exists in the technical codelists TC60/TC64 and the current legislation as amended under the Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2024/289 of 12 January 2024, i.e. “ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT”.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in DDNEA:

· DDNEA Main Document

· Under section II.II.1.1.2 ‘Export confirmation of Exit’, the paragraph will be updated to become:



“[…] the MSA of Dispatch sends the Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export message (IE818: C_DEL_DAT) to the Consignor. […]”





· Under section II.II.1.2.2 ‘Export Cancellation of Exit’, the paragraph will be updated to become:



“[…]) the MSA of Dispatch sends the Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export message (IE818: C_DEL_DAT) to the Consignor. […]”



· [bookmark: _Ref458499428][bookmark: _Ref77397821][bookmark: _Ref135478917][bookmark: _Toc178390879][bookmark: _Toc191308468][bookmark: _Toc191309325][bookmark: _Toc1400634]Under section IX.I.2.2.5 ‘Encoding the CSIDD for EMCS’, the IE Name for value ‘818’ in Table 40: MsgTypId used for an Information Exchange of EMCS shall be updated from “Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export” to “Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export”.



· Under section IX.I.3 ‘Environment’, the IE Name for value ‘818’ in Table 45: Information Exchanges exchanged via the ‘Core flow’ queue shall be updated from “Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export” to “Accepted or (Partially) Refused Report of Receipt/Export”.



· Appendix B: Codelists

· In the codelist TC50 “Status Type” (applied to: IE904, IE905), the code ‘X12’ shall be modified from "Accepted for Export" to (reserved) since it is related to Local Clearance which is no longer applicable;

· In the codelist TC60 “Technical Message Type” (applied to: IE934), the codes shall be updated as following: 

· The description for the code IE803 shall be modified to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”; 

· The description for the code IE810 shall be modified to “CANCELLATION OF AN E-AD”;

· The description for code IE839 shall be modified to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”.

· In the codelist TC64 “Requested Message Type” (applied to: IE904, IE905), the codes shall be updated as following: 

· The description for code IE803 shall be modified to “NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD”;

· The description for IE839 shall be modified to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD”.



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The naming of the IE818 message shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

[bookmark: _Toc180529571]IE818 - ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT (C_DEL_DAT)

TO:

[bookmark: _Toc180529572]IE818 - ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT (C_DEL_DAT)



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)  

· In tcl.xsd, TC50 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--===== Status Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="X12">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>(reserved)</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
<!--=====Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE803">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE810">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CANCELLATION OF AN E-AD
</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”



· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
<xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD </xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”



· In tcl.xsd, TC64 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Requested Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
<xs:enumeration value="IE803">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>NOTIFICATION OF DIVERTED E-AD/E-SAD </xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”



· In tcl.xsd, TC64 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--=====Requested Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
<xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD </xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· The IE818.xsd shall be updated as follows:

“…

<!--=========================================-->

  <!--===== IE818:C_DEL_DAT -->

  <!--===== ACCEPTED OR (PARTIALLY) REFUSED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT -->

  <!--=========================================-->

…”



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS) 

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd and IE818.xsd files in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I. 





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and there will be a discrepancy in the DDNEA specifications regarding certain codelists, as described in the problem statement.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns a change at the syntactic level. The change in the XSDs concerns an update in annotations within tcl.xsd and IE818.xsd. Therefore, it is considered that this change does not pose an impact on business continuity. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-326;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-104; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-138, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-003, CSMISE-182, IE734-058.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:33] [33:  DDNEA-P4-365 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #209 on 10/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-366 – Update the description of IE839 in TC60 and TC64

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-366



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681401



		Known Error

		KE24405



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-328, the IE839 message had been updated to be used both for Export scenarios and when the origin is Import and it is considered to be a dual-purpose message. More specifically, in the Annex of Directive 2022/1636, Table 8, which refers to the IE839 message, is named “Customs rejection of electronic administrative document (not applicable to e-SAD)”. Therefore, in order to be aligned, the same title should remain as “Customs rejection of e-AD”. This change also applies to the technical codelists TC60 and TC64, where the IE839 is present, and the name shall be changed to “Customs rejection of e-AD”.  



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix B: Codelists

· In the Technical Codelist TC60 – Technical Message Type (applied to: IE934), the description for IE839 shall be modified from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD";

· In the Technical Codelist TC64 – Requested Message Type (applied to: IE904, IE905), the description for IE839 shall be modified from “REJECTION OF E-AD FOR EXPORT” to “CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD".



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

· In tcl.xsd, TC60 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--===== Technical Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD
</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· In tcl.xsd, TC64 will be updated as follows: 

“…
<!-
=========================================-->
 <!--===== Requested Message Type =====-->
<!--=========================================-
>
…..
 <xs:enumeration value="IE839">
<xs:annotation>
<xs:documentation>CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD
</xs:documentation>
</xs:annotation>
</xs:enumeration>…”

· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-328 RFC. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns a change at the syntactic level. The change in the XSDs concerns an update in annotations within tcl.xsd. Therefore, it is considered that this change does not pose an impact on business continuity. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-328;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-136.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-367 – Attach the business codelist BC11 to additional data item

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-367



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681406



		Known Error

		KE24363



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-329, a discrepancy has been observed regarding a data item of the IE701 message. More specifically, during the update of the Technical Annexes I and II of the Council Directives, it was identified that the data item ‘Member State Code’ in the IE701 message does not have attached to it the Business Codelist BC11 - National Administrations. In the current structure of IE701, BC11 is already attached to the ‘Member State Code’ data item under ‘E-AD/E-SAD LIST REQUEST’ and ‘LIST OF MEMBER STATES’ data groups. Therefore, the specifications need to be updated so that the BC11 is also attached to the data item ‘Member State Code’.

 

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The IE701 message shall be updated to become as follows:

---REFERENCE SYNCHRONISATION

Period from date     R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Period to date          R       date      TR9080     TR9115

Extraction                O         n1      TR9110

Member State Code	O	a2     BC11



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-329 RFC. The data item “Member State Code” will not have attached to it the BC11.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns a documentation update only. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-329;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-091; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-126.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #209 on 10/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-368 – Update format of the ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code’ data item

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-368



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681415



		Known Error

		KE24355



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/09/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-331, a misalignment has been observed in the specifications regarding the format of a data item. More specifically, in the IE714 – REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF) message, the format of the data item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ under the ‘FUNCTIONAL ERROR’ data group has format ‘n..5’. However, in the respective data item, is applied the technical codelist TC63, which has format ‘n..3’. Therefore, the format of the data item ‘Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’ shall be updated in order to be aligned with the format of TC63.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.   

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The format of the existing data item in the IE714 message will be modified as follows:



IE714 - REFUSAL OF UPDATE OF ECONOMIC OPERATORS (C_QRO_REF)



---FUNCTIONAL ERROR

Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code   R   n..3   TC63

	

· Appendix G: Data Items

The existing entry for the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item will be updated as highlighted below:

		Data item

		Format



		…

		….



		Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code

		n..3







· Appendix E: XML Mapping

The existing entry for the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item will be updated as highlighted below:

		Data-group or Data-item

		Data Type



		…

		….



		MESSAGE - FUNCTIONAL ERROR.Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Reason Code

		n..3







· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Tables

The following entries for the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item will be updated as highlighted below:

		Message Element

		Data Type



		…

		….



		‘MESSAGE - FUNCTIONAL ERROR.Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code’

		‘n..3’









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.1 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-331 RFC. In addition, there will be inconsistency between the format of the <Refusal of Update of Economic Operators Code> data item and the format of the technical codelist TC63, which is applied on the data item.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns only a documentation update.  



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risk.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-331;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-127, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-005.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-369 – Update of the multiplicity of the IE839 data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS from 99x to 999x

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-369



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM645904



		Known Error

		KE24456



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		23/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-SK









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-333, a discrepancy has been observed by NA-SK in the specifications regarding the multiplicity of the data group NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS in the IE839 message, in relation to the corresponding message structure of the IE537 message of AES. 

More specifically, in the IE537 message, the negative cross-check results are reported under the structure:

---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD 999x R 

------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT 999x R

On the other hand, in the IE839 message, the corresponding message structure for reporting negative cross-check results is:

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS	99x D	

---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT   999x	  R	

Therefore, the multiplicity of <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> data group in the IE839 message should be changed to be in full alignment with the IE537 message of AES.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The multiplicity of NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS data group of the IE839 message shall be changed from 99x to 999x. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

More specifically, IE839 shall be changed:

FROM:

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    99x	D	C212

(...)

 

TO:

(...)

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS    999x	D	C212

(...)



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

Appendix H shall be modified accordingly to reflect the aforementioned updates in Appendix D.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-333. In addition, the IE839 message will not be in alignment with the IE537 message of AES and there is a possibility that some negative cross-check results in IE537 could not be covered in IE839.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at syntactic level.

More specifically, it concerns the update of the ie839.xsd file in relation to the <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> data group.

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender is not aligned with the new ie839.xsd file when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the messages sent will be validated successfully by the receiver in any case. More specifically, the multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> can be up to 99x at the sending side, while the receiver can receive an IE839 with multiplicity up to 999x. Therefore, any values specified in the respective data group according to the previous format (i.e. 99x) at the sending side should also be compatible with the updated format (i.e. 999x) at the receiving side, so no further transformation actions are suggested in this case;



· In the same way, if the sender is aligned with the new ie839.xsd file, while the receiver is not, the corresponding message sent may or may not be validated successfully by the receiver, depending on the case. More specifically:



· In case the multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is up to 99x at the sending side, the messages sent will be validated successfully by the receiver, since the receiver will validate successfully an IE839 with multiplicity up to 99x in the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS>;



· In case the multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is more than 99x at the sending side, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. A transformation action is required at the sending side, so that the message structure follows the 99x multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> that the receiving side awaits. It is anticipated that there will not be any loss of business information due to the proposed message transformation. More specifically, the current specifications allow to report up to 99*999 = 98,901 UBR cross-check results in IE839 and there is no limitation for the ARC declared under the data group UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT. Therefore, it is considered that most, if not all, of the information for the UBR cross-check results in the IE839 message can be depicted in the transformed message sent, which should be compliant to the 99x multiplicity of the data group <NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> that the receiver awaits. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risk.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-333;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-092; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-128, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-006.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-370 – Update of the wording of C147 in IE839 to use the term "Export Declaration Information"

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-370



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM646712



		Known Error

		KE24457



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/10/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-334, a discrepancy has been observed in the DDNEA specifications regarding condition C147. More specifically, the certain condition needs to be updated since the naming of ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group needs to be corrected to become ‘EΧPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION’. During the update of Phase 4.1 specifications, the wording of the ‘EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES’ data group had been changed from 'EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES' to 'EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION'. However, condition C147 was not updated accordingly in order to reflect the respective change.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure 

The description of condition C147 shall be updated as follows. The updates are highlighted in yellow.



FROM:   

IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’​

THEN​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> is ‘R’​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> does not apply​

ELSE​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES.LRN> does not apply​

<EXPORT CROSS CHECKING DIAGNOSES. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ 



TO:  

IF <REJECTION.Rejection reason code> is ‘Negative Cross-check result’​

THEN​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> is ‘R’​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> does not apply​

ELSE​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION.LRN> does not apply​

<EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION. Document Reference Number> is ‘R’ 





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-334 RFC and the specifications as updated for Phase 4.1. Moreover, the wording of C147 will contain wrong terminology instead of the correct term ‘EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION’.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-334;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-129, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-007.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #210 on 25/04/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD











DDNEA-P4-371 – Update of the wording of the technical rule TR0104/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-371



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM635616, IM634343



		Known Error

		KE24458



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		17/10/2023



		Requester

		NA-FI









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

A discrepancy has been observed in the DDNEA specifications regarding the description of TR0104. In further detail, TR0104 is imposed on the dependent <HEADER> data group of the IE906 and IE917 messages, which contains the data items ‘Administrative Reference Code’ and ‘Sequence Number’. 

TR0104 states that: 

“The HEADER Data Group is required for rejecting IE717, IE801, IE802, IE803, IE807, IE810, IE813, IE818, IE819, IE837, IE861, IE871, IE904, IE905 messages.

· It must not be present for rejecting all other messages (refer to Section “Design Principles - Exception Handling - Syntactic layer” of DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 Main Document).”

The IE880 and IE881 messages include a <HEADER> data group that includes the data items ‘Administrative Reference Code’ and ‘Sequence Number’, but they are not mentioned in TR0104 in the messages for the rejection of which the <HEADER> data group is required.

Therefore, the description of TR0104 should be updated to handle the aforementioned issue.  



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure 

The description of TR0104 shall be updated as follows in order to include the IE880 and IE881 messages. The new additions are highlighted in yellow.



FROM:   

"The HEADER Data Group is required for rejecting IE717, IE801, IE802, IE803, IE807, IE810, IE813, IE818, IE819, IE837, IE861, IE871, IE904, IE905 messages, except for the cases where the data item <Administrative Reference code> is syntactically invalid or missing in the afore-mentioned messages.



It must not be present for rejecting all other messages (refer to Section “Design Principles - Exception Handling - Syntactic layer” of DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 Main Document)."



TO:   

"The HEADER Data Group is required for rejecting IE717, IE801, IE802, IE803, IE807, IE810, IE813, IE818, IE819, IE837, IE861, IE871, IE880, IE881, IE904, IE905 messages, except for the cases where the data item <Administrative Reference code> is syntactically invalid or missing in the afore-mentioned messages.



It must not be present for rejecting all other messages (refer to Section “Design Principles - Exception Handling - Syntactic layer” of DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4 Main Document)."





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a misalignment in the TR0104 specifications. TR01014 will erroneously not mention that the <HEADER> data group is required for rejecting IE880 and IE881 messages.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns only a documentation update in the DDNEA.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-130, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-008.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:34] [34:  DDNEA-P4-371 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-372 – Change the Condition C066 to a Business Rule/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-372



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM681403



		Known Error

		KE24417



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		28/07/2023



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-335, a discrepancy has been observed regarding condition C066, which is imposed on a Required data item (i.e. ---(HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Date and Time of Update Validation). More specifically, in the DDNEA v3.14 Main Document, under Section VI.I.3 Technical Message Structure, the functionality of conditions is defined as a way of controlling the optionality of a Data Group or a Data Item.  

Therefore, condition C066 shall be deprecated and replaced by a new business rule BRxxxBR057 which will have the same wording as the condition. 

 

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure



· The IE801 message shall be updated as follows:


· Removal of C066 from <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item

· Addition of a new business rule BRxxxBR057 to <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item



· Appendix J: Business Rules Catalogue 

A new Business Rule shall be added and applied in the <Date and Time of Update Validation> data item in the IE801 message with the following description:

		BR ID

		BRxxxBR057



		BR Category

		Relation



		BR Description

		It is obligatory that if Sequence Number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD> data item​, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD



		FESS Validation Rule

		· if sequence number is 1, then the Date and Time of Update Validation that is included in the draft e-ad/e-sad is equal to <EXCISE MOVEMENT.Date and Time of Validation of e-AD/e-SAD> data item, else is equal to the date and time of the change of destination.



		IE

		IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD)



		Data Item

		· (HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Date and Time of Update Validation



		Optionality

		Mandatory







· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping



· Removal of the following table entry:

· C066: IE801.MESSAGE – (HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Date and Time of Update Validation



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-335 RFC. Moreover, condition C066 will be erroneously imposed on a Required data item, whilst its wording does not control the optionality of the data item. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns a documentation update. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-335;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-093; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-131, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-009.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:35] [35:  DDNEA-P4-371 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #210 on 25/04/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-375 – Update of C212 for an IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-375



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Legislation Alignment



		Incidents

		IM647115  



		Known Error

		KE24064



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-338, a discrepancy has been observed regarding condition C212.

There is a legal requirement that in case of inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be notified. 

More specifically, Article 21(4) of Directive (EU) 2020/262 states: 

“Where there are any inconsistencies between the electronic administrative document and the export declaration, the competent authorities in the Member State of export shall notify the competent authorities in the Member State of dispatch using the computerised system.”

Thus, in case of negative cross-check results between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, there should be sent an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECCTION OF E-AD message to the MSA of Dispatch to inform about the inconsistencies. This also applies for the case that the IE839 message sent to a particular MSA of Dispatch includes only e-ADs that were positively cross-checked.

Therefore, there is a need to update the specifications in order to allow the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check result’ of the IE839 message not to be required to be filled in this scenario.

A new condition, CxxxC214 will be applied to the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’ to handle its optionality, which shall also control that in case of an IE839 message with only positively cross-checked e-ADs declared, this Data group is not applicable. Condition C212 shall be updated accordingly, so that it is no longer applicable for the Data group ‘Negative Cross-check validation results’.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· Addition of a new condition CxxxC214 imposed on the data group NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS of the IE839 message. In case that there are negative cross-check validation results to be reported for any of the ARCs included in the IE839 data group C_EAD_VAL, then the data group is Required, else it is N/A.



More specifically, the new condition CxxxC214 shall be added with the following description:

“IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result' and there are negative cross-check validation results to be reported for any of the ARCs included in the data group C_EAD_VAL

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is ‘R’ ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply



Note: in the data group C_EAD_VAL are declared all the e-ADs concerning the recipient of the IE839 message regarding the particular Export Declaration”



· Condition C212 shall be removed from the ‘NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS’ data group of the IE839 message.



· Condition C212 shall be updated as follows:

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping

· Addition of the following table entry:

CxxxC214: IE839.MESSAGE – EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION – NEGATIVE CROSS- CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS

· Removal of the following table entry:

C212: IE839.MESSAGE – EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION – NEGATIVE CROSS- CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications and the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-338 RFC. In addition, it will not be possible to have an IE839 – CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs after the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check results. Therefore, the MSA of Export will not send the IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch and the legal requirement that the MSA of Dispatch should be notified in the cases where there are inconsistencies between the Export declaration and the included e-ADs, would not be covered for this case.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the semantic level, namely the inclusion of ‘CxxxC214’ to the “Negative cross-check validation results” data group in the IE839 message. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the new condition will be validated only at the sending side of the IE839 message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over CD. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the inclusion of the business rule by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-338;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-094; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-132, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-010, CSMISE-183.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-376 – Update of TC87 Business Process Code for registering the unavailability in CS/MIS2CS/MISE and renaming of Data Items in IE770/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-376



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM567295



		Known Error

		KE24529



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		25/01/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-339, during 2025, there will be migration of CS/MISE to CS/MIS2 to endure that statistics regarding all Customs and Excise domains are kept in one place. The present RFC describes the change that has to be performed for the IE770 message in order to align the search fields regarding the registered unavailability. There are two issues in relation to the present RFC:

1. In the CS/MISE application, the values that currently exist in the specific drop-down list for the unavailability are based on the values of the technical codelist TC87 - BUSINESS PROCESS CODE, applied on IE770.<SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY.Business Process Code> data item. 

For EMCS Phase 4.1, the “Explanation” field (in the IE770 data item and in the UI of CS/MISE) could be used to indicate the unavailability of EMCS Central Circuit, with a remark within this field that the entry is related to Duty Suspension or Duty Paid functionality. 

The specifications in EMCS Phase 4.2 shall be changed and the values in TC87 will be updated to increase clarity regarding the possible causes of the unavailability.

The new TC87 shall be updated to include distinct codes for External/Common domain, and drill down further, by having separate codes for Duty Suspension and Duty Paid per domain.

It was agreed between the NAs that the technical codelist TC87 shall be updated so that it distinguishes between the two functionalities (Duty Suspension and Duty Paid).

2. A renaming of the Data Item(s): Explanation and Explanation_LNG, that belong to the Data Group <SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY> of IE770, will be implemented for alignment purposes.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following update shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

In IE770 the following change will be implemented:

FROM

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

	Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime 	C059

	Explanation	                          O      	an..350	

	Explanation_LNG      		D          a2	BC12	C002



TO

---------SYSTEM UNAVAILABILITY

	Business Process Code		R	n..2	TC87	

	Downtime Start Date and Time	R	dateTime 

	Type				R	a1  	 TC89	

	Downtime End Date and Time	D	dateTime 	C059

	Justification	                          O      	an..350	

	Justification_LNG      		D          a2	BC12	C002



· Appendix B: Cοdelists

The technical Codelist TC87 Business Process Code shall be updated as described below:

FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		All Functionality

		



		2

		EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality

		



		3

		EMCS  - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality

		



		4

		EMCS - Follow-up and Collaboration Functionality

		



		5

		National SEED Functionality

		







TO:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		All Functionality

		



		2

		EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension

		This value refers to the Duty Suspension functionality in the external Domain.



		3

		EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Suspension

		This value refers to the Duty Suspension functionality in the common Domain.



		4

		EMCS - Follow-up and Collaboration Functionality

		



		5

		National SEED Functionality

		



		6

		EMCS - Central Circuit – External Domain Functionality – Duty Paid

		This value refers to the Duty Paid functionality in the external Domain.



		7

		EMCS - Central Circuit – Common Domain Functionality – Duty Paid

		This value refers to the Duty Paid functionality in the common Domain.







In alignment to the aforementioned changes in Appendix D, regarding the renaming of the respective Data Items in the IE770 message, the following Appendices will be updated accordingly:

· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Table;

· Appendix E: XML Mapping;

· Appendix G: Data Items;

· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping;

· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS): the IE770.xsd file shall be updated.



In alignment to the aforementioned changes in Appendix B, regarding the updates in TC87, the following Appendices will be updated accordingly:

· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS): the tcl.xsd file shall be updated;

· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS): the changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (High).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the FESS specifications regarding the proposed update in codelist TC87 and regarding the renaming of the respective data items in IE770.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level, i.e. changes in the Technical Codelist TC87 and in the structure of the IE770 message.

If not all NEAs deploy this RFC in production at the same time, when the sender is aligned with the new xsd files, while the receiver is not, there will be cases when the IE770 message will not be validated successfully by the receiver, according to the different values used in IE770. It shall be noted that a transformation solution is not suggested in this case, due to the corresponding complexity of the introduced changes. Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before the milestone Mr (the beginning of the production period for Phase 4.2), are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that it behaves as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs, whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs, a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC, so that no syntactic violations occur.

This RfC concerns changes related to Business Functionality Technical Codelist TC87 and in the structure of the IE770 message. CS/MISE covers the handling and dissemination of the IE770 Unavailability both for the current EMCS Phase 4.1 and the next EMCS Phase 4.2 for changes related to xsd level. However, changes related to TC87 affect the registration of the NEAs’ unavailability by giving different business point of view entries for NAs that will operate under different phases during the migration period. Therefore, in order all NAs to be able to acknowledge the same Business Functionality description, this RFC is proposed to be deployed at Milestone Mr (12/02/2026). Ιt is important to be mentioned that before Milestone Mp (19/11/2025), CS/MISE will be migrated to CS/MIS2. However, more information regarding CS/MIS2 will be provided by EMCS Central Project Team separately.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at Milestone Mr (12/02/2026) due to the entailed complexities.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-339;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-098; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-139, CSMISE-179.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024Written approval procedure via e-mail on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:36] [36:  DDNEA-P4-376 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-378 – Filling of the Data Group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER in the IE829, IE839 messages/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-378



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM638230



		Known Error

		KE24530



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in the parent RFC FESS-341, a discrepancy has been observed regarding the filling of the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group in the IE829 and IE839 messages. For an Export-related movement, as a Consignee is understood to be the person representing the Consignor at the office of export, there have been two issues identified. 

More specifically, in the data group (CONSIGNEE) TRADER of IE829 and IE839 messages, for the case of “Destination Type Code = Export”, the “TraderID” and “EORI Number” data items are optional, and the required data items name and address are not sufficient for a unique identification of the Consignee Trader.  

Further to this, in the most common case, the Consignors of e-ADs do not know beforehand who is going to submit the export declaration, so as to declare this in the e-AD. Indeed, it is very likely that the different e-ADs that are included in the same Export declaration have different values under the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group.

On the other hand, the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group has only a multiplicity of 1x in the IE829 and IE839 messages. Thus, it is not clear to the MSAs with what values should the (CONSIGNEE) TRADER data group be filed in the IE829 and IE839 messages in the case where the respective data group is different in the included e-ADs.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· The IE829 message shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R



		---HEADER

		1x

		R



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		R



		---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

		999x

		R



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O



		---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

		1x

		R









TO:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R



		---HEADER

		1x

		R



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		O 



		---EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

		999x

		R



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O



		---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

		1x

		R







· The IE839 message shall be updated as follows:

FROM:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R

		



		---HEADER

		1x

		R

		



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		R

		



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O

		



		---REJECTION

		1x

		R

		



		---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION

		1x

		D

		C117



		------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS

		99x

		D

		C212



		---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		999x

		R

		



		------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------N_NON_DES

		1x

		D

		C212



		---C_EAD_VAL

		999x

		D

		C212



		---N_EAD_SUB

		1x

		D

		C212









TO:

		MESSAGE

		1x

		R

		



		---HEADER

		1x

		R

		



		---(CONSIGNEE) TRADER

		1x

		O

		



		---(EXPORT PLACE) CUSTOMS OFFICE

		1x

		O

		



		---REJECTION

		1x

		R

		



		---EXPORT DECLARATION INFORMATION

		1x

		D

		C117



		------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS

		99x

		D

		C212



		---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		999x

		R

		



		------------COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------------NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT

		1x

		D

		C213



		------N_NON_DES

		1x

		D

		C212



		---C_EAD_VAL

		999x

		D

		C212



		---N_EAD_SUB

		1x

		D

		C212







· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Tables 

Appendix C will be updated accordingly.

· Appendix H: Directory with XML Schemas (XSDs)

The ie829.xsd, ie839.xsd files will be updated accordingly.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will not be aligned with the changes proposed by RFC FESS-341. In addition, there are not any significant business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level. 

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender application has implemented this change but the receiver has not, then there are two possible cases:

· the sender application has filled the optional data group <(CONSIGNEE) TRADER>. Then the messages will be validated successfully by the receiver, posing no business continuity risks. 

· the sender application has not filled the optional data group <(CONSIGNEE) TRADER>. Then any corresponding message sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. Therefore, as a transformation solution, it is proposed that the sending application places an occurrence of the respective XML element accordingly.

· If the receiver application has implemented this change but the sender has not, then the messages will be validated successfully posing no business continuity risks.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-341;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-099; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-140, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-011.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:37] [37:  DDNEA-P4-378 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-379 – Update of the DDNEA XSDs regarding the multiplicity defined as maxOccurs="unbounded"/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-379



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM614681



		Known Error

		KE24534



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-DE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

A discrepancy has been observed by NA-DE within the DDNEA Appendix D and the XSDs scheme. More particularly, in the cases where in the DDNEA the multiplicity of a Data Group is 999x, this is described differently in the XDSs schemes and is defined as maxOccurs="unbounded". Up until now, the multiplicity of 999x and/or 9999x in Appendix D has been mentioned as “unbounded” in the XSDs. 

If the XSDs are not updated to reflect fully Appendix D regarding the multiplicity of 999x and 9999x, the misalignment between the specifications in Appendix D and the actual implementation will remain. In other words, although Appendix D will state for a particular data group that it has multiplicity 999x or 9999x, the generated XML could have more occurrences than the one stated in DDNEA and still be a valid one.

The XSDs that are affected are the following:

IE702.xsd, IE704.xsd, IE709.xsd, IE713.xsd, IE714.xsd, IE717.xsd, IE721.xsd, IE722.xsd, IE725.xsd, IE733.xsd, IE734.xsd, IE742.xsd, IE801.xsd, IE815.xsd, IE818.xsd, IE825.xsd, IE829.xsd, IE836.xsd, IE839.xsd, IE840.xsd, ΙΕ861.xsd, IE867.xsd, IE868.xsd, IE871.xsd, IE880.xsd, IE881.xsd, IE906.xsd and IE917.xsd



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA:

· Appendix H: Directory with XML Schemas (XSDS)

· All occurrences of “unbounded” in the XSDs will be replaced with 999 in the case in the DDNEA Appendix D the multiplicity of the data groups is 999x;

· All occurrences of “unbounded” in the XSDs will be replaced with 9999 in the case in the DDNEA Appendix D the multiplicity of the data groups is 9999x.

· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the .xsd files in Appendix H are also applicable to the corresponding ones in Appendix I.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (Low);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will include incorrect multiplicities in the xsd’s.  



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level.

More specifically, it concerns the update of the XML tags and the .xsd files. 

· If not all NEAs deploy this RFC in production at the same time, when the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files while the receiver is not, the respective messages will be validated successfully by the receiver;


· In the same way, if the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd files when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. To avoid such rejections, it is proposed that the receiving NEA drops any occurrences that surpass the multiplicity of the respective data groups in the received messages. Therefore, no further transformation actions are suggested in this case.



Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before Milestone Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that it behaves as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs, whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs (only), a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC so that no syntactic violations and business continuity issues occur.

It should be noted that the changes introduced by this specific RFC affect the External, National and Common Domain, since the impacted messages are exchanged over these domains, as well as SEED.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs during the Migration Period due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs:-;

· Children RFCs: CSMISE-184;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-141, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-012.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:38] [38:  DDNEA-P4-379 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-380 – Moving the Data Item 'Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export' under the Data Group 'EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE' of IE829/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-380



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM689040



		Known Error

		KE24532



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		01/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-RO









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As described in its parent RFC FESS-342, a discrepancy has been observed in the DDNEA specifications regarding the "Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export" data item under the "EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group of the IE829 message. More specifically, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” acts as a flag regarding whether the IE829 message reports that the Export Declaration has been accepted, or that the goods have been released for Export. 

Therefore, it is not correct that it has been listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD" data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs included in the Export Declaration.  

Consequently, the data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” shall be moved under the data group “EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE”, which has multiplicity 1x and refers to the Export Declaration and its acceptance or release.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure 

· The IE829 message will be updated as follows:



FROM    

    (…)

--- EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

Administrative Reference Code                          R    an21   R273

Sequence Number                                               R    n..2     R232

Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export   R   n1   TC27

    (…)

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

Reference Number of Sender Customs Office   R   an8   R032   R236

Identification of Sender Customs Officer          O   an..35	

Date of Acceptance                                            D    date     C222

Date of Release                                                  D    date     C222

Document Reference Number                            R   an..21   R100

    (…)





TO

    (…)

--- EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD

Administrative Reference Code                          R    an21   R273

Sequence Number                                               R    n..2     R232

    (…)

---EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE

	Reference Number of Sender Customs Office   R   an8   R032   	R236

	Identification of Sender Customs Officer          O   an..35	

	Date of Acceptance                                            D    date     C222

	Date of Release                                                  D    date     C222

	Document Reference Number                            R   an..21   R100

Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export   R   n1    TC27 

(…)





· The description of condition C222 shall be updated as follows. 
The updates are highlighted in yellow.



FROM

IF <EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

< EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’



TO

IF <EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE. Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export > is "0"  

THEN 

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> is 'R'

< EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> does not apply

ELSE

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Acceptance> does not apply

<EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE.Date of Release> is ‘R’



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

Appendix H shall be modified accordingly to reflect the aforementioned updates in Appendix D. 



· Appendix E: XML Mapping

Appendix E shall be modified accordingly to reflect the aforementioned updates in Appendix D.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-342 RFC. In addition, the existing data item “Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export” will still be erroneously listed under “EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD” data group, which has multiplicity 999x and refers to the e-ADs that are included in the Export Declaration. 



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level. 

More specifically, it concerns the update of the ie829.xsd in relation to moving the data item <Export Declaration Acceptance or Goods Released for Export> under EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE data group.

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically:

· If the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files, while the receiver is not, any corresponding message sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. Therefore, as a transformation solution, it is proposed that the sending application moves the occurrence of the <ExportDeclarationAcceptanceOrGoodsReleasedForExport> XML element accordingly (i.e. to be under the data group EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD and not under the data group EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE), so that the receiving application can validate successfully the XML received; 



· In the same way, if the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd files when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the messages sent will not be validated successfully by the receiver. To avoid such rejections, it is proposed as a transformation solution that the receiving application moves the occurrences of the <ExportDeclarationAcceptanceOrGoodsReleasedForExport> XML elements (i.e. to be under the data group EXPORT DECLARATION ACCEPTANCE/RELEASE and not under the data group EXCISE MOVEMENT E-AD), respectively in the received messages, so that the XML received is valid.  





		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-342;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-095, CSMISE-180; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-133, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-013.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		Table 7 of Annex I to delegated Regulation (EU) 2022/1636









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/2024[footnoteRef:39] [39:  DDNEA-P4-380 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD











DDNEA-P4-381 – New business validation on the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item of the IE818 – Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export and IE881 - Manual Closure Response/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-381



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM691016



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		05/04/2024



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-343, NA-BE has proposed the introduction of an additional business validation on the "Date of Arrival of Excise Products" data item of the IE818 (Accepted or Rejected Report of Receipt/Export) message:



---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products        R         date                 BR023

 

More specifically, the existing BR023 checks that the submission date of the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of arrival of excise products declared in the draft report of receipt/export. The inclusion of an additional Business Rule has been proposed in order to check that the date of arrival of excise products that is declared in the report of receipt/export is also equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD.

This will prevent the case of IE818 messages received from other MSAs in which the date of arrival of excise products is earlier than the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], a new Business Rule shall be imposed on the occurrences of the data item Date of Arrival of Excise Products in the IE818 – ACCEPTED OR REJECTED REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT message.

The following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix J: Business Rules Catalogue 

A new Business Rule shall be added and applied in the data item “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” in the IE818 message with the following description:



		BR ID

		BRxx1BR056



		BR Category

		Relation



		BR Description

		It is obligatory that the Date of Arrival of Excise Products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the Date of Dispatch that is included in the e-AD/e-SAD message.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-02-Perform Report of Receipt/Export



		FESS Validation Rule

		· the date of arrival of excise products that is included in the draft report of receipt/export is equal or after the date of dispatch in the e-AD/e-SAD



		IE

		Draft IE818(draft report of receipt/export)



		Data Item

		· REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT.Date of Arrival of Excise Products

· ATTRIBUTES.Date of Arrival of Excise Products



		Optionality

		Mandatory









· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The new business rule will be added in the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item under “REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT” data group of the IE818 message as shown below:



FROM:   

" (...)
---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products	R   date   BR023   

(...)"



TO:   

" (...)
---REPORT OF RECEIPT/EXPORT

Date of Arrival of Excise Products        R   date   BR023   BRxx1BR056

(...)"



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-343 RFC. In addition, if the proposed change is not implemented, then the specifications will not be updated to validate that the date of arrival of excise products in the draft Report of Receipt/Export is equal or after the Date of Dispatch declared in the e-AD/e-SAD.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at semantic level, namely the inclusion of ‘BRxxxBR057’ to the “Date of Arrival of Excise Products” data item in the IE818 message. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the new business rule will be validated only at the sending side of the IE818 message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the inclusion of the business rule by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-343;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-096; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-134, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-014.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-383 – Validations regarding the usage of temporary authorisations in e-AD/e-SAD/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-383



		RFC status

		ScheduledAccepted



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM629844



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		18/09/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As explained in its parent RFC FESS-345, NA-BE raised the issue at the ECWP meeting in September 2023 that there should be a requirement in the common specifications to validate e-SAD regarding the temporary certified consignee authorisations used. More specifically, a SEED authorisation of type temporary certified consignee which is marked as not re-usable, should only be validated for a single e-SAD. In addition, summing up the quantities in the different e-SADs having the same temporary certified consignee should not exceed the quantities mentioned in the SEED authorization of this consignee. 

Further to the requested by NA-BE, it shall be noted that there are three types of temporary authorisations, i.e. Temporary Registered Consignee, Temporary Certified Consignor and Temporary Certified Consignee. A temporary authorisation can cover one or several movements. In both cases, a temporary authorisation can only concern one Consignor and one Consignee for a given period of validity and a certain quantity of goods (expressed in the unit associated with the product code).

According to the EMCS principle for semantic validations, the MSA of Dispatch has to validate successfully the business compliance of the messages before transmission. It is the responsibility of the MSA of Dispatch of the Consignor related to the temporary authorisation, to validate the business content of the submitted message by the Consignor, in relation to the usage of this temporary authorisation. In order to perform the validations, the MSA of Dispatch needs to implement a mechanism to track the usage of the related temporary authorisations in all respective movements.

Thus, four new business rules should be added to check the data validity regarding the usage of Temporary Authorisations. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. Please note that all updates are highlighted in yellow.



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure



· The IE815 message shall be updated as follows: 



FROM:



(…) 

[image: ]



(...)





TO:



(…)

[image: ]



(...)





· The IE801 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:



(...)

[image: ]



(…)





TO:



(...)



[image: ]

(…)





· The IE813 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:



(…)

[image: ]



(…)



TO:



(…)



[image: A white sheet with black text and letters

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]



(…) 





· The IE825 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:



(…)



[image: ]



(…)





TO:



(…)



[image: A close-up of a document

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]



(…) 





· Appendix J: Business Rules Catalogue

Four new Business Rules BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053, BRxx4BR054, and BRxx5BR055 shall be added with the following descriptions: 

· BRxx2BR052

		BR ID

		BRxx2BR052



		BR Category

		SEED - Registration Data



		BR Description

		In case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary authorisation.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD



		FESS Validation Rule

		· compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).



		IE

		Draft IE815 (draft e-AD/e-SAD) 



		Data Item

		(BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A







· BRxx3BR053

		BR ID

		BRxx3BR053



		BR Category

		SEED - Registration Data



		BR Description

		It is obligatory for an e-AD/e-SAD created as a result of a change of destination that in case of a re-useable temporary authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs/e-SADS (per excise product and temporary authorisation) of the respective movement must be within the amount declared in the temporary authorisation. The amount of each movement should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in seed while obtaining the temporary authorisation.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD



		FESS Validation Rule

		· compared to the data declared in seed and the previous movements of the reusable temporary authorisations, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs/e-SADs is less or equal to the quantity left to use per both temporary authorisations (for each excise product).



		IE

		IE801 (e-AD/e-SAD) 



		Data Item

		(BODY)E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity



Note: Due to the fact that the (BODY) E-AD/E-SAD.Quantity is not contained in the IE813 message, it is proposed (for consistency reasons) that the current BR is applied to the IE801 message.



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A







· BRxx4BR054

		BR ID

		BRxx4BR054



		BR Category

		SEED - Registration Data



		BR Description

		In case of a temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities of the body e-ADs (per excise product and temporary registered authorisation) contained in the draft splitting operation must be within the amount declared in the temporary registered authorisation. In case of a re-useable temporary registered authorisation, the amount to be received by the temporary registered consignee should not exceed the amount left to be used from the one declared in SEED while obtaining the temporary registered authorisation.



		Source FESS BPMs

		L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment



		FESS Validation Rule

		· compared to the data declared in seed, the former e-AD, and the previous movements of the reusable temporary registered authorisation, the sum of quantities described in the new e-ADs is less or equal to the quantity that can be used by the temporary registered authorisation (for each excise product).



		IE

		Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation) 



		Data Item

		(BODY) E-AD.Quantity



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.N/A







· BRxx5BR055

		BR ID

		BRxx5BR055



		BR Category

		Relation



		BR Description

		It is obligatory that the journey time of the draft message is such that the movement is completed before or at the expiry date of the temporary authorisation(s) declared in SEED.



		Source FESS BPMs

		· L4-CORE-01-01-Submit and Register e-AD/e-SAD

· L4-CORE-01-12-Change of Destination

· L4-CORE-01-18-Splitting of Consignment



		FESS Validation Rule

		· the journey time allows the movement to be completed before or at the date of expiry of the temporary authorisation(s).



		IE

		· Draft IE815 (draft e-AD/e-SAD)

· Draft IE813 (draft change of destination)

· Draft IE825 (draft splitting operation)



		Data Item

		· (HEADER) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

· (UPDATE) E-AD/E-SAD.Journey Time

· (SPLIT DETAILS) E-AD.Journey Time



		Optionality

		Mandatory



		Comments

		Subject to national implementation.

It shall be noted that it is strongly advised to validate all temporary authorisations involved in the movement.N/A 









		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-345 RFC. In addition, the specifications will not be able to check the data validity regarding the usage of Temporary Authorisations.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the semantic level, namely the inclusion of BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053, BRxx4BR054 and BRxx5BR055. More specifically, BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053 and BRxx4BR054 will be included in the “Quantity” data item of the IE815 message, IE801 message and IE825 message respectively. Finally, BRxx5BR055 will be included in the data item ‘Journey Time’ of the IE815, IE813 and IE801 messages. 

Even though the changes of this RFC concern semantic validations, they are subject to national implementation, since NAs shall validate the aforementioned values in EMCS against SEED data. What is more, aAlthough the implementation of the new business rules (BRxx2BR052, BRxx3BR053, BRxx4BR054 and BRxx5BR055) is mandatory, this RfC does not pose any business continuity risks. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-345;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-100; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-142, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-015.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval procedure via e-mail on 17/10/202420/05/2025[footnoteRef:40] [40:  DDNEA-P4-383 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25TBD



		Release date

		Q1/2025TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-384 – Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment  

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-384



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM660219



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		10/01/2024



		Requester

		NA-AT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-346, there is a business need that the MSA of Export has the delta between the ARCs included in the IE515 – Export Declaration and the IE513 - Export Declaration Amendment messages, in case any ARCs have been excluded from IE513, while they were included in the IE515 message.

In case of excluded e-ADs, the MSA of Dispatch should be informed electronically via EMCS, so as to revert the states back to “Accepted” at the MSA of Dispatch too. Currently, there is no mechanism foreseen for this case. As per the Known Error KE24040, the MSA of Dispatch can be informed outside the EMCS System and/or the TIM_EAD_ESAD for each excluded ARC will expire and the standard procedure will follow.

NA-AT has proposed to re-use the IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD message with certain “dummy” values, to inform the MSA of Dispatch that the states of the included e-AD(s) in the IE839 message should be reverted to “Accepted” due to exclusion from the IE513 message.  Such an IE839 message could be sent by the MSA of Export as soon as it has the list of any excluded e-ADs from the IE513 message and has reverted their states to “Accepted” at the MSA of Export. The Consignor could also be informed by the MSA of Dispatch via an IE839 message. In order to allow having an IE839 message with such values, a new Rejection Reason Code could be added to the technical codelist TC18-Customs Rejection Reason Code.

It shall be noted that the RFC DDNEA-P4-361 shall also be considered.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis in the [Problem Statement] section, the following updates shall be performed in Appendices of DDNEA:

· DDNEA Main Document



The following updates in the STDs-State Transition Diagrams of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed:

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  

STD at Destination under section II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Addition of the state transition from state “Accepted Export Declaration” to state “Accepted”, with the message exchange marked as “IE839 (excluded e-AD after amendment of the Export declaration)”.  

The respective STDs When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (STD at Dispatch, STD at Destination) are provided in Annex 4.4.

· Appendix B: Codelists

In the ‘TC18 - Customs Rejection Reason Code’, the following changes will be performed:



FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		Import data not found

		



		2

		The content of the e-AD does not match with import data

		



		3

		(reserved)

		



		4

		Negative Cross-check result

		



		5

		Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp

		









TO:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		1

		Import data not found

		



		2

		The content of the e-AD does not match with import data

		



		3

		(reserved)

		



		4

		Negative Cross-check result

		



		5

		Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp

		





		6

		ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message

		







· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

The condition C212, which is applied in various data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.

IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'



It shall be noted that in case of rejection reason code equal to ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’, in the data group <C_EAD_VAL> shall be included the information about the ARC(s) that have been excluded from the Export Declaration Amendment message. 



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

In tcl.xsd, TC18 will be updated as follows:



  <!--=========================================-->

  <!--===== Customs Rejection Reason Code =====-->

  <!--=========================================-->

  <xs:simpleType name="CustomsRejectionReasonCode">

    <xs:annotation>

      <xs:documentation>Customs Rejection Reason Code </xs:documentation>

    </xs:annotation>

    <xs:restriction base="xs:nonNegativeInteger">

      <xs:enumeration value="1">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>Import data not found</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="2">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>The content of the e-AD does not match with import data</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="3">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>(reserved)</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="4">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>Negative Cross-check result</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="5">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

      <xs:enumeration value="6">

        <xs:annotation>

          <xs:documentation>ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message</xs:documentation>

        </xs:annotation>

      </xs:enumeration>

    </xs:restriction>

  </xs:simpleType>



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd file in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-346 RFC. Additionally, the new value will be missing from the DDNEA codelist TC18.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns a minor change at syntactic level. 

If not all NEAs deploy this RFC in production simultaneously, when the sender is aligned with the new .xsd files while the receiver is not, the respective messages will not be validated successfully by the receiver.

Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before the Milestone Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEAs so that it behaves as today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs (only), a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed to be followed for the roll-out of this RFC so that no syntactic violations and business continuity issues occur.  



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all NAs at Milestone Mr due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-346;

· Children RFCs: -; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-143, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-016, DDNEA-P4-361.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-385 – Additional validation for business consistency between the UBR cross-check result information and the Diagnosis code data items of the IE839 message/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-385



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM681452



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		08/03/2024



		Requester

		ITSM3-TES









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-348, it has been observed that there is a lack of validation between the values of the data items Validation Result and Diagnosis code of the IE839 message, to maintain business consistency. More specifically, currently, there is no such validation, and nothing prevents that the values that are set in IE839 for Validation Result and Diagnosis code are inconsistent. 

This issue could be handled by a new rule imposed on Diagnosis code. Such a rule could state that if Validation Result is '0' then Diagnosis Code should be '2 = Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration'. If the Validation Result is '1' and e.g. both COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT are present, then Diagnosis Code should be '7 = Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match' etc.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of the DDNEA:



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· The IE839 message shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

(…)

	R100

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS  99X       D    C212



---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT                                        999X     R

	Administrative Reference Code	R	an21		R030

	Body Record Unique Reference	R	n..3		

	Diagnosis Code	R	n1	TC72	

	Validation Result	R	n1	TC27	

	Rejection reason	O	an..512		

(…)





TO:

(…)

	R100

------NEGATIVE CROSS-CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS  99X       D    C212



---------UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT                                        999X     R

	Administrative Reference Code	R	an21		R030

	Body Record Unique Reference	R	n..3		

	Diagnosis Code	R	n1      Rxx1	TC72	

	Validation Result	R	n1	TC27	

	Rejection reason	O	an..512		

(…)





· A new rule Rxx1 shall be introduced with the following wording:



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '0',

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '2' (Body Record Unique Reference does not exist in the e-AD or no corresponding GOODS ITEM in the export declaration).



IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND both data groups <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> and <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> are present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '7' (Weight/mass do not match and CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '6' (CN codes do not match).

ELSE IF <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Validation Result> is equal to '1' AND only the data group <NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT> is present under <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT>,

THEN <UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT.Diagnosis Code> should be equal to '4' (Weight/mass do not match).



· Appendix K will be updated accordingly.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-348 RFC. There are no business continuity risks associated with the implementation of this RFC.





		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at semantic level. The related changes concern the introduction of a new rule Rxx1. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the aforementioned updates will be validated only at the sending side of the respective message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the related updates by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver. Moreover, the addition of the new rule Rxx1 does not change the current implementation, but it is added to facilitate the filling in of the data item ‘Diagnosis Code’.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-348;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-101; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-144, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-017.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:41] [41:  DDNEA-P4-385 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-386 – Update of the IE836 message for the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT data group

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-386



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specification Defect



		Incidents

		IM612741



		Known Error

		KE23708



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		19/07/2023



		Requester

		NA-DE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-337, the initial issue reported by NA-DE as part of IM612741 concerned the misalignment between the optionality of the Data Group GOODS SHIPMENT between the IE536 – Invalidation Notification to MSA of Export message of AES and the IE836 – Export Declaration Invalidation Notification to MSA of Dispatch/Consignor message of EMCS. Following the discussion with the MSAs on 05/09/2023 and considering the late stage of developments for AES, the Known Error KE23708 - ‘Update the optionality of data groups/data items in IE836 to be in alignment with the IE536 message of AES’ was registered.  

For Phase 4.2, the issue shall be reconsidered. Although the IE536 and IE836 messages became aligned via the KE23708, the structure under GOODS SHIPMENT data group is not the correct one. More specifically, the Optional Data Group ---GOODS SHIPMENT does not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 - Export Declaration message. The correct structure according to IE515 message would be:

---GOODS SHIPMENT

------GOODS ITEM

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT.                                         

It is proposed that the message structure under GOODS SHIPMENT is removed from both the IE536 and the IE836 messages. The ARCs do not need to be defined in the IE836 message, since in case of invalidation of the Export declaration, this concerns all the e-ADs included in the Export declaration.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Appendices of DDNEA. The updates are highlighted in yellow.

· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· The <GOODS SHIPMENT> Data Group with its included data groups/data items will be removed from the IE836 message, as shown below:

 

IE836 - EXPORT DECLARATION INVALIDATION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF DISPATCH/CONSIGNOR (C_INV_DIS)



MESSAGE                                                             1x            R 

---EXCISE MOVEMENT                                     999x         R 

------EXPORT OPERATION                                 1x            R    

------CUSTOMS OFFICE OF EXPORT                1x            D      C055 

------MSA OF EXPORT                                         1x            R   

------GOODS SHIPMENT                                      1x            O  

---------PREVIOUS DOCUMENT                         999x        O    



· In alignment to the aforementioned changes in Appendix D, the following Appendices will be updated accordingly:

· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Table;

· Appendix E: XML Mapping;

· Appendix F: Data Groups & Transaction Hierarchy;

· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS);

· Appendix G: Data Items;

· Appendix K: Rules and Conditions Mapping.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-337 RFC. In addition, the ‘GOODS SHIPMENT’ data group in the IE836 message will not have the correct structure for declaring e-ADs as previous documents, as in the IE515 message of AES.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes at the syntactic level. 

More specifically, it concerns the update of the ie836.xsd file regarding the removal of the <GOODS SHIPMENT> Data Group and its including data groups/data items. 

It is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity and can therefore be deployed in a Migration Period. More specifically: 

· If the sender is not aligned with the new .xsd file when communicating with MSAs that have already deployed this RFC in production, the corresponding message sent may or may not be validated successfully by the receiver, depending on the case. More specifically:

· In case an IE836 message is sent containing the <GOODS SHIPMENT> Data Group filled in by the sender, this will not be validated successfully by the receiving application. In such a case and in order to avoid rejections, as a transformation action it is proposed that the receiving side removes the occurrence of this data group;

· In case an IE836 message is sent without the Data Group <GOODS SHIPMENT> being filled in by the sender, then the received message will be validated successfully by the receiving side.



· In the same way, if the sender is aligned with the new .xsd file, while the receiver is not, the IE836 message that will be sent will not contain the Data Group <GOODS SHIPMENT>. In this case, the received message will be validated successfully by the receiving application since the respective Data Group is optional in the .xsd of the receiving application.   





Regarding the interaction between AES and EMCS in the national domain, it shall be noted that the deadline for alignment in production of this RFC for EMCS may not necessarily coincide with the respective date of deployment on production for the IE536 message in AES. It is high likely that the deployment date for AES will be later than the deployment date for EMCS. Nevertheless, it is considered that the aforementioned change has no impact on business continuity. More specifically, the EMCS application should be able to consume both the previous and the newly proposed XSD for the IE536 message. In the event that the MSA of Export at EMCS has implemented the change and AES operates as per the previous XSD: 

- if the IE536 does not have an occurrence of the optional data group GOODS SHIPMENT, there will be no issue;

- if the IE536 message has an occurrence of the optional data group GOODS SHIPMENT, then the MSA of Export at EMCS needs to perform as a transformation action the removal of the GOODS SHIPMENT occurrence from the received XML.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-337;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-097; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-135, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-018.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024[footnoteRef:42] [42:  A draft version of this RFC was initially submitted for review via e-mail on 15/05/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-387 – Deprecation of MVS messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-387



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Change of Functionality



		Incidents

		IM722881



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		31/05/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		High



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-349, it has been observed that, after transferring the duty paid related information from MVS messages into ACO messages (IE721, IE867, IE868 and IE869) in Phase 4.0 (February 2023), MVS messages remain only for administrative cooperation regarding undocumented movements. Due to the low usage volume of MVS messages in the EMCS production environment and the fact that these messages currently do not have strict legal requirements, it is proposed that these messages should be phased out from EMCS. In few occasions when there is a need, NAs can use the CCN Mail 3 to exchange such information between NAs. The necessary actions need to be taken at the Common Specifications so that the MVS messages are correctly deprecated.



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed to the DDNEA Main Document for EMCS and the Appendices:



· DDNEA Main Document: 

· The text in the Sub-Section III.III MOVEMENT VERIFICATION FOR DUTY PAID B2C OR UNDOCUMENTED MOVEMENTS SCENARIOS and its sub-chapters shall be removed;

· The numbering of the sections and sub-sections in the documentation shall be updated accordingly.



· Appendix A1: Full Message Scope 

· IE722, IE723, IE724, and IE725 shall be removed from Table 2: Follow-Up and Collaboration Messages message exchanges.



· Appendix A2: Messages per Business Domain

· IE722, IE723, IE724, and IE725 shall be removed from Table 1: In-scope Message Exchanges.



· Appendix B: Codelists 

· Technical Codelist TC99 – MV Request Type shall be removed; 

· Technical Codelist TC100 – Result Code shall be removed;

· In the Technical Codelist “TC49 – Functional Error Codes”, values ‘94’ and ‘95’ shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID/ MV Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID or MV Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID / MV Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID or MV Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.







TO:



		Code

		Description

		Remarks



		94

		Invalid Follow Up Correlation ID

		The structure of the Follow Up Correlation ID does not conform to the specifications given in Rule R083.



		95

		Unknown Follow Up Correlation ID

		The Follow Up Correlation ID of the received message is not known, whereas it is expected to be known.







· Appendix C: EMCS Correlation Tables

· The correlation tables of Appendix C shall be updated to depict the deprecation of the MVS functionality by the removal of the IE722 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, IE723 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION ANSWER, IE724 - REMINDER MESSAGE FOR MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, and IE725 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION RESULTS messages and their respective data groups and data items.



· Appendix D: Technical Message Structure

· IE722 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, IE723 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION ANSWER, IE724 - REMINDER MESSAGE FOR MOVEMENT VERIFICATION REQUEST, and IE725 - MOVEMENT VERIFICATION RESULTS messages shall be removed;



· Conditions C166, C167, C168, C169, C170, C171, C172, C173, C174, C175, C176, C177, C178, C179, C183, C185, C187, C189 shall be removed;



· Rules R217, R224, R229, R238, R239, R241 shall be removed;



· Rule R275 shall be updated as follows:



FROM:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID/MV Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



TO:

“For information exchanges from United Kingdom (Northern Ireland), the Follow Up Correlation ID must be related to Northern Ireland (i.e. Member State to be ‘XI’ as derived from its structure).”



· Appendix H: Directory with XML SCHEMAS (XSDS)

The IE722.xsd, IE723.xsd, IE724.xsd and IE725.xsd shall be removed from Appendix H. The files types.xsd and tcl.xsd shall be updated accordingly. 



· Appendix I: Directory with Web Service Interface Definitions (WSDLS)

The changes applicable to the tcl.xsd and types.xsd files in Appendix H are also applicable to Appendix I.



· Appendices E, F, G and K will be updated accordingly.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (High);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (High).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (High).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by FESS-349 RFC. Nonetheless, the removal of the MVS functionality is due to its redundancy. Therefore, since NAs do not use it or use it in very few cases, there are no business continuity risks.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC concerns changes both at syntactic and semantic level regarding the removal of the MVS functionality. 

Concerning the .xsd changes, it is considered that they pose no impact on business continuity, thus, this RFC can be deployed in a Migration period, providing that sending NEAs that have not implemented this RFC, do not make use of the MVS functionality.

More specifically:

· Assuming that the sending NEA has implemented the change whereas the receiving NEA has not, there is no impact;

· Assuming that the receiving NEA has implemented the change whereas the sending NEA has not, in case one or more of the IE722, IE723, IE724, and IE725 messages are sent, it will not be validated successfully by the receiving NEA. For this scenario, a transformation solution is not proposed, on the basis that the MVS functionality has a very low usage volume. It is proposed that the sending NEA that will not be aligned to this RFC, shall not request movement verification from receiving NEAs that have implemented this RFC for Phase 4.2. 



The related semantic changes concern the removal of conditions C166, C167, C168, C169, C170, C171, C172, C173, C174, C175, C176, C177, C178, C179, C183, C185, C187, C189 as well as the rules R217, R224, R229, R238, R239, R241. Thus, alike any other semantic validation, the aforementioned updates will be validated only at the sending side of the respective message, in alignment with the general EMCS principle of not performing semantic validations at the receiving side over the Common Domain. Hence, any such semantic violation related to the related updates by the sender will not trigger any semantic rejection by the receiver. 

It is considered that these changes do not pose an impact on business continuity, thus, this RFC is directly applicable to Phase 4.2.   

Nevertheless, technical and business statistics from CS/MISE, which are related to MVS messages, should be kept.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at Milestone Mr due to the large amount of changes.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-349;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-102, CSMISE-181;

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-145.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-388 – Misalignment in the structure of the IE537 and IE839 messages

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-388



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM632811, IM597742, IM604523   



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/05/2023



		Requester

		NA-HR, NA-IE, NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Low



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

Several MSAs have pointed out in the respective IMs that there are structural discrepancies between the IE537 – ‘e-AD Negative Cross Check Result’ and the IE839 – ‘Customs Rejection of e-AD’ messages. More specifically, in the IE839 message, the data groups COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT are nested below the data group UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT. However, this is not the case for the IE537 message, in which all the aforementioned data groups are on the same level. This may result in confusion on how the information from the IE537 message will be mapped to the IE839 message by the MSA of Export. 

In order to address the misalignment between the IE537 and the IE839 message, it was decided that in AES the structure of the IE537 message will be updated in order to be fully aligned with IE839; the data groups COMBINED NOMENCLATURE CODE CROSS-CHECK RESULT and NET MASS CROSS-CHECK RESULT should be nested below the data group UBR CROSS-CHECK RESULT. 

The update impacts the AES message specifications for IE537 and not the EMCS message specifications for IE839. 

Nevertheless, it is proposed to include a note in the DDNEA specifications, to inform the MSAs that any updates in the structure of the IE537 message should be taken into consideration. 



Proposed solution:

The issues reported in the [Problem Statement] were discussed with AES Central Project Team and AES National Project Managers and the agreement is to update both DDNXA for AES and FESS&DDNEA for EMCS. Thus, there is a dependency. In the DDNEA Main Document, a footnote will be added in the following references to the IE537 message: 



a) under section II.II.1.3.1 Export Operation at office of export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release:

"In addition, the MSA of Dispatch receives the Negative Cross-check Result message (IE537: N_EAD_RES)* from the Customs Export Application. The state of the movement is changed to “Accepted”." and, 



b) under section II.II.2.3.1 Export Operation at office of export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release:

"When the cross-checking performed by AES is negative, the Customs Export Application sends the negative cross-check result (IE537: N_EAD_RES)* to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export." 



The footnote shall state: “Any updates for Phase 4.2 in the structure of the IE537 – ‘e-AD NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK RESULT’ message need to be taken into consideration, when the MSA generates the respective IE839 – ‘CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD’ message(s)”.





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, meaning that the note is not incorporated in the specifications and the NEA does not consider the updated IE537 structure before generating the IE839 message, there might be technical issues, such as data loss and compatibility issues.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA Main Document only.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














DDNEA-P4-389 – Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-389



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM634903



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		30/05/2024



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

As stated in its parent RFC FESS-350, during the discussion at the Fiscalis group on 30-31/05/2024 for the RFC FESS-321 ‘Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection’, NA-BE requested that the reception of an IE519 - EXPORT DECLARATION REJECTION NOTIFICATION TO MSA OF EXPORT, should always trigger the sending/forwarding of an IE839 - CUSTOMS REJECTION OF E-AD to inform the MSA of Dispatch about the rejection of the related export declaration and not only in the specific scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation / Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.

For the case of Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832), the related RFC DDNEA-P4-359 foresees a specifications’ update so that the MSA of Export sends the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch, after the reception of the IE519 due to e-AD request rejection.

In addition, in the RFC DDNEA-P4-360, it is proposed that AES sends after the IE537 message, additionally, an IE519 message. For this scenario it was already foreseen, as of Phase 4.1, that the IE839 is sent to the MSA of Dispatch, following the rejection of the Export declaration due to negative cross-check result. 

Lastly, for the business scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, it is proposed that the existing specifications are updated as applicable to specify that, after the reception of IE519, the IE839 message is sent by the MSA of Export to the MSA of Dispatch. After successful reception of the IE839 message by the MSA of Dispatch, the MSA of Dispatch should also forward the respective IE839 message to the Consignor. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications. The updates in the DDNEA Main Document text are highlighted with yellow.

· DDNEA Main Document

In the DDNEA Main Document, the following changes will be performed: 

· For the case of MSA of Dispatch being MSA of Export as well, under section II.II.1.7.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration:



[…]

Before the goods are presented, the pre-lodged declaration is cancelled on the AES side. After AES accepts the cancellation, an IE519 (N_EXP_REJ) is sent to EMCS. Thus, the state of the movement at the MSA of Dispatch is changed back to “Accepted”. Lastly, the MSA of Dispatch sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) with rejection reason “Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration”, to inform the Consignor.

· For the case of MSA of Dispatch being different that the MSA of Export, under section II.II.2.7.1 Export Operation at office of export and Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration:



[…]

Before the goods are presented, the pre-lodged declaration is cancelled on the AES side. After AES accepts the cancellation, an IE519 (N_EXP_REJ) is sent to EMCS. Thus, the state of the movement at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed back to “Accepted."

Then, the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export builds and sends a rejection message to the MSA of Dispatch (IE839: C_CUS_REJ), with rejection reason “Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration”, to inform the MSA of Dispatch and the state of the e-AD at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed to “Accepted”. 

Finally, the MSA of Dispatch receives the IE839 message, the state of the e-AD at the MSA of Dispatch is “Accepted” and the rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) is forwarded to the Consignor.

· For all the affected DDNEA Main Document sections mentioned above, the Time Sequence Diagrams and Collaboration Diagrams will be modified accordingly and updated in the DDNEA Main Document.



· In addition, the following updates in the STDs of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed: 

STD at Dispatch, under section II.IV.1.1.1 When MS of Dispatch is MS of Export as well

· The description of the existing transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].

STD at Dispatch, under section II.IV.1.1.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· From state “Accepted”, upon reception of IE839 [Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration], there will be a loop back to state “Accepted”. 

STD at Destination under II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· The description of the existing transition from “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted” will be updated from IE519 to IE519[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration]^IE839[Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration].

· Appendix B – Codelists

In TC18 - Customs Rejection Reason code, a new code ‘x’ will be added with description: ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration”.



· Appendix D – Technical Message Structure

The condition C212, which is applied in data groups of the IE839 message, will be updated as follows, in relation to the specifications of Phase 4.1. Nevertheless, since the condition C212 is affected by various RFCs in Phase 4.2, in Annex 4.5 can be found the finalised proposed wording for C212 for Phase 4.2.



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

      <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'





		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).

CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-350. In addition, the NA of Dispatch/Consignor (as applicable) will not be properly informed, via a IE839 message with rejection reason ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration’, regarding the Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC includes changes at both syntactic and semantic level (coordination protocol and business compliance). 

Firstly, regarding the coordination protocol, in case that two MSAs are not in the same phase the following cases might apply:

· Case A - MSA of Dispatch is in Phase 4.1 and MSA of Export/Destination is in Phase 4.2

Issue is identified, since in case of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, after the reception of the IE519 the MSA of Export/Destination will send the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch and this will be rejected as an out of sequence message.   

· Case B - MSA of Dispatch is in Phase 4.2 and MSA of Export/Destination is in Phase 4.1

Issue is identified, since in case of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration, after the reception of the IE519 message, the MSA of Export will not send the IE839 message to the MSA of Dispatch, and therefore the MSA of Dispatch (nor the Consignor) will not be informed.

In addition, this RFC concerns additional changes at the business compliance level (update of the wording of condition C212) and syntactic level (addition of a new value in the technical codelist TC18). 

It shall be noted that a transformation solution is not suggested for this RFC. 

Hence, unless the MSAs that opt to deploy this RFC in production before Mr, are capable of differentiating the behaviour of their NEA, so that it behaves as of today when communicating with Phase 4.1 MSAs, whereas it behaves in alignment with this RFC when communicating with Phase 4.2 MSAs, a simultaneous deployment by all MSAs is proposed for the roll-out of this RFC, so that no syntactic/semantic violations occur.

It should be noted that the changes introduced by this specific RFC affect the External, National and Common Domain since the impacted message is exchanged over these domains.



		Deployment approach

		This RFC shall be simultaneously deployed by all MSAs at Milestone Mr due to the entailed business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-350;

· Children RFCs: CTP-P4-103; 

· Other RFCs: TRP-P4-146, AES-EMCS-TRP-P4-023.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:43] [43:  DDNEA-P4-389 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD













[bookmark: _Ref173161422]

DDNEA-P4-390 – Figure 5: Information Exchange Map of EMCS Phase 4 – Figure update according to the current phase

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-390



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Specifications Defect



		Incidents

		IM731799 



		Known Error

		KE24744



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		22/07/2024



		Requester

		EMCS CPT









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

During the update of the figures in the DDNEA Main Document v3.16, it was spotted that “Figure 5: Information Exchange Map for EMCS Phase 4” is outdated. The figure refers to EMCS Phase 3, and the depicted messages do not correspond to the latest specifications. Therefore, Figure 5 shall be updated.

Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Main Document: 

“Figure 5: Information Exchange Map for EMCS Phase 4” shall be replaced with a new one which shall contain the information exchange map for EMCS that corresponds to the latest common specifications.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (None).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).

NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (None).



		Effect of not implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then there will be a discrepancy as the DDNEA Main Document will be in misalignment with the current specifications.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks since it concerns only documentation updates. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be implemented in the next DDNEA release with no business continuity risks. 



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		Written approval on 14/08/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD














[bookmark: _Ref180758157][bookmark: _Toc200630283]Change Requests for EMCS Phase 4.2 National Domain without impact on the Common Domain

[bookmark: _Toc200630284][bookmark: _Ref172892553]FESS Change Requests for EMCS Phase 4.2 National Domain without impact on the Common Domain 

FESS-321 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1Rev2

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		FESS-321



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM643806, IM647114, IM647115, IM647322



		Known Error

		KE24039



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

Stemming from the issue IM647115, the KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following the sending of a negative cross-check result IE537 message by the Customs Export Application. The KE24039 was proposed to provide clarifications and a workaround solution, since, although the IE537 message informs about the rejection of the export declaration, it does not include the full list of the ARCs in the export declaration. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon reception of the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 – e-AD Request messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that the Customs Export Application sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. For Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. Apart from the IE537 message sent by the Customs Export Application, the IE519 – ‘Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export’ message should be also sent to the MSA of Export, in order to inform about the rejection of the export declaration and to provide the full list of ARCs in the export declaration. 

Thus, upon reception of both IE537 and IE519 messages, the MSA of Export will have enough information to proceed to have in the “Accepted” state all the e-ADs in the export declaration. The MSA of Export shall also send to the MSA of Dispatch the IE839 message (with rejection reason equal to “negative cross-checking”), to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to negative cross-check results and to provide the included ARCs in the export declaration. The e-ADs are at “Accepted” state at the MSA of Dispatch, too.  

On the other hand, the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter. The NAs that prefer so may implement a different approach in their national interface, which does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message. Instead, the IE537 message can be updated to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Nevertheless, in this case, the AES part would need to be fully specified by the NA who is interested in the implementation of the alternative solution, as this will not be part of the DDNXA specifications.

In addition, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)”, and KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages.

In particular, for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to negative cross-check, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the Export Declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513 message, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workarounds of Phase 4.1).

The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC FESS-322. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the Excise BPMs. It shall be noted that the updates to the text have been marked with yellow highlight. 



· The objective of the Process ‘L4-CORE-01-26 Exportation of Goods under Excise Duty Suspension’ will be updated as below, in order to reflect that AES at the Customs Office of Export, will send additionally the IE519 message, apart from the IE537 message, following a rejection of the export declaration (IE515) due to negative cross-check. In this manner, the MSA of Export will be informed about the rejection of the export declaration due to negative cross-check and which are the included ARCs in the export declaration. More specifically:



“When the MSA of Dispatch is the same as the MSA of Export, the process is as follows: […]



At the Customs Office of Export: […]



h. If the cross-check is not successful, for the case where the MSA of Dispatch and the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export are the same, the Customs Office of Export notifies the MSA of Dispatch of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and sends also the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-checking (It shall be noted that since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, alternatively to the sending of the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), the NAs may opt to an updated version of the IE537 message, which is nationally specified to include, apart from the negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration). The flow then leads back to the bullet point of step b. […]



At the MSA of Dispatch: […]

e. […]

Next, it shall “Perform Validation of Export Declaration Acceptance Notification”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification takes place.

[…]

The MSA of dispatch might “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, where the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-check, arrives from the Customs Office of Export. (It shall be noted that in case that in a national interface AES has not implemented either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration.  The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message rejection, due to negative cross-checking, since the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message for this scenario. 

o Next, it shall “Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD

Negative Cross-Check Result and of the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o “Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result and the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

More specifically, upon the reception of IE537 (e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537)) MSA of Dispatch Application shall perform the following actions:

· “Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, takes place.

· “Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

Then, one of the following scenarios might occur:

1. If the export declaration rejection notification is not sent, then the process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Dispatch” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-27).

2. The MSA of Dispatch might receive an IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) from the Customs Export Application. Then the MSA of Dispatch Application shall perform the following actions:



· “Perform Validation of Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

· “Handle Validation Results of Export Declaration Rejection Notification” follows, where the validation results of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

· The process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Dispatch” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-27).

· Following the above three cases (“Receive Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, “Receive Export Declaration Acceptance Notification”, “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”), the flow continues in step f below.

[…]



When the MSA of Dispatch is different than the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export, the process is as follows: […]



At the Customs Office of Export: […]



h. If the cross-check is not successful, for the case where the MSA of Dispatch and the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export are different, the Customs Office of Export notifies the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and sends also the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-check (It shall be noted that since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, alternatively to the sending of the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), the NAs may opt to an updated version of the IE537 message, which is nationally specified to include, apart from the negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration.). The flow then leads back to the bullet point of step b. […]



At the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export: […]



The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export might “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, where the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519), due to negative cross-check arrives from the Customs Office of Export. (It shall be noted that in case that in a national interface AES has not implemented either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537, the workaround solution should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration.  The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message rejection, due to negative cross-checking, since the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message for this scenario. 

o Next, it shall “Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD

Negative Cross-Check Result and of the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o “Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result and of the export declaration rejection notification, due to negative cross-check are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06; […]

More specifically, upon the reception of IE537 (e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result (IE537)) MSA of Dispatch Application shall perform the following actions:

o“Perform Validation of e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o“Handle Validation Results of Negative Cross-Check Result” follows, where the validation results of the Negative Cross-Check Result, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

Then, one of the following scenarios might occur:

1. If the export declaration rejection notification is not sent, then the process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection received due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Destination/MSA of Export” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-28).

2. The MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export might receive an IE519 (Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export) from the Customs Export Application. Then the MSA of Destination/ MSA of Export Application shall perform the following actions:

o“Perform Validation of Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, connected with model L4-CORE-01-04, where the syntactic, coordination protocol and business compliance validation of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, takes place;

o“Handle Validation Results of Export Declaration Rejection Notification” follows, where the validation results of the Export Declaration Rejection Notification, due to negative cross-check, are handled. This is connected with model L4-CORE-01-06;

o The process continues with “Export Declaration Rejection due to e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result at MSA of Destination/MSA of Export” (that is continued from the point owning the same name in the L4-CORE-01-28).

Following the above three cases (“Receive Export Declaration Rejection Notification”, “Receive Export Declaration Acceptance Notification”, “Receive e-AD Negative Cross-Check Result”), the flow continues in step f below.

Lastly, the model diagram of the Process L4-CORE-01-26 will be updated as applicable to reflect the aforementioned updates.



· Updates in the State Transition diagrams

The following updates will take place in the STDs that are in the FESS BPMs under the directory 03_EBP L4 Functional Requirement BPM>EMCS>Core, 06_States. It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC, as well as on the STDs, in the form (received IE).(received IE)  ^(sent IE).(sent IE).

STD at Dispatch - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is same as MS of Export

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537[Negative cross-checking], to IE537[Negative cross-checking].IE519 [Negative cross-checking].

STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537^IE839[Negative cross-checking] to IE537.IE519[Negative cross-checking]^IE839 [Negative cross-checking].



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· FESS Excise BPMs (Medium);

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (…).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change with IE519 is not implemented, then FESS specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how EMCS can obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration (IE515) message via IE519, in case of negative cross-check results. On the other hand, since the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, the NAs that prefer so may implement alternatively the update of the IE537 message, to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. If either of the two approaches is followed, the workarounds of Phase 4.1 should still be applicable, for the MSA to obtain on its own the included ARC number(s) in the rejected export declaration (amendment) due to negative cross-check results.



		Risk assessment

		There is no risk associated with the implementation of the present RFC since it concerns only a documentation update.



		Deployment approach

		The deployment approach is addressed in the downstream DDNEA RFC.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: -;

· Children RFCs: DDNEA-P4-360; 

· Other RFCs: FESS-322.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024Written approval procedure via e-mail on 20/05/2025[footnoteRef:44] [44:  FESS-321 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v4.20v4.22

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202506/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/26









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
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DDNEA-P4-360 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following a negative cross-check result (IE537)/Rev1

		RFC Information

		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4- 360



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM647115



		Known Error

		KE24039



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		27/11/2023



		Requester

		NA-BE









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

As described in its parent RFC FESS-321, stemming from the issue IM647115, the KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)” was registered, which was applicable for Phase 4.1. This Known Error provided clarifications for the procedures following the sending of a negative cross-check result IE537 message by the Customs Export Application. The KE24039 was proposed to provide clarifications and a workaround solution, since, although the IE537 message informs about the rejection of the export declaration, it does not include the full list of the ARCs in the export declaration. The logic of the workaround was that the MSA of Export, upon reception of the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 – e-AD Request messages for the export declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that the Customs Export Application sends for the Export declaration. 

However, it has been pointed out that certain issues could arise and that the workaround solution is not error-proof. For example, it has been noted that, in principle, there can be cases of more than one export declarations using the same LRN. For Phase 4.2, it is proposed to revisit the topic. Apart from the IE537 message sent by the Customs Export Application, the IE519 – ‘Export Declaration Rejection Notification to MSA of Export’ message should be also sent to the MSA of Export, in order to inform about the rejection of the export declaration and to provide the full list of ARCs in the export declaration. 

Thus, upon reception of both IE537 and IE519 messages, the MSA of Export will have enough information to proceed to have in the “Accepted” state all the e-ADs in the export declaration. The MSA of Export shall also send to the MSA of Dispatch the IE839 message (with rejection reason equal to “negative cross-checking”), to inform about the rejection of the export declaration due to negative cross-check results and to provide the included ARCs in the export declaration. The e-ADs are at “Accepted” state at the MSA of Dispatch, too.  

On the other hand, the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter. The NAs that prefer so may implement a different approach in their national interface, which does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message. Instead, the IE537 message can be updated to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Nevertheless, in this case the AES part would need to be fully specified by the NA who is interested in the implementation of the alternative solution, as this will not be part of the DDNXA specifications.

In addition, since there is a dependency with the implementation in AES and the interface of AES-EMCS remains a national matter, the updated specifications will also specify the existing solution, which had been described via the related workarounds of Phase 4.1. More specifically, the specifications will be updated to include the workarounds in KE24039 “Clarifications for the procedures after a negative cross-check result (IE537)” and KE24040 “Clarifications for the procedures following an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) request”, for the MSA of Export to retrieve on its own the respective ARCs via the IE532 messages.

In particular, for the case of rejection of the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, due to negative cross-check, the DDNXA specifications shall not foresee the sending of the IE519 (since the IE519 message serves to inform about an Export Declaration rejection, while in case of rejection of the IE513 message, there is no actual rejection of the Export Declaration). For this case, the EMCS specifications shall foresee that EMCS should retrieve on its own the list of ARCs included in the rejected IE513, from the IE532 messages received for the respective LRN (as per the workarounds of Phase 4.1).

The scenarios after an Export Declaration Amendment are further elaborated under the related RFC DDNEA-361. 



Proposed solution:

As per the analysis provided in the [Problem Statement], the following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications. The updates have been marked with yellow highlight. 

· DDNEA Main Document



· Under section II.II.1.3.1 Export Operation at office of export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release, the paragraph below will be updated to become:



“[…]The Customs Export Application performs a cross-checking between the Export Declaration and the concerned e-AD in order to verify their consistency and as the cross-checking is found unsuccessful, the Export Declaration is rejected and the MSA of Dispatch shall be informed.

In addition, the MSA of Dispatch receives the Negative Cross-check Result message (IE537: N_EAD_RES) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519: (N_EXP_REJ))* from the Customs Export Application. The state of the movement is changed to “Accepted” (this is applicable for all the e-ADs included in the rejected export declaration).

When the cross-checking is negative, Then, the MSA of Dispatch sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) that includes the list of any errors found during the cross-checking, as well as all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration, that concern the applicable Consignor.



*Since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, there is is a dependency from the implementation that will take place on the AES side.  Alternatively, the NAs that prefer so may implement an approach that does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message, in order to have all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Instead, the IE537 message is updated to include, additionally to the list of negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration. In this case the IE537 message should be specified nationally, as this update is not part of the DDNXA specifications. Lastly, it shall be noted that the business flow related to negative cross-check results in this case will remain the same as in Phase 4.1 (i.e. TSD-time sequence diagram, CLD-collaboration diagram and STD- state transition diagrams).

In case that in a national interface, AES has not implemented any of the two solutions (i.e. either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537), the workaround solutions of Phase 4.1 should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Dispatch, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration 

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of negative cross-checking for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message […]”



· Under section II.II.2.3.1 Export Operation at Office of Export followed by negative cross-checking before the export release, the paragraph below will be updated to become:

“[…] When the cross-checking performed by AES is negative, the Customs Export Application sends the negative cross-check result (IE537: N_EAD_RES) and the export declaration rejection notification (IE519: (N_EXP_REJ))* to the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export. 

The MSA of Destination/MSA of Export builds and sends a rejection message (IE839: C_CUS_REJ) to the MSA of Dispatch that includes the list of any errors found during the cross-checking, as well as all the included ARCs in the rejected export declaration that concern the applicable MSA of Dispatch; the state of the e-AD at the MSA of Destination/MSA of Export is changed to “Accepted” (this is applicable for all the e-ADs included in the rejected export declaration).



*Since the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, there is is a dependency from the implementation that will take place on the AES side.  Alternatively, the NAs that prefer so may implement an approach that does not involve sending additionally the IE519 message, in order to have all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. Instead, the IE537 message is updated to include, additionally to the list of negative cross-check results, all the ARCs in the rejected Export declaration. In this case the IE537 message should be specified nationally, as this update is not part of the DDNXA specifications. Lastly, it shall be noted that the business flow related to negative cross-check results in this case will remain the same as in Phase 4.1 (i.e. TSD-time sequence diagram, CLD-collaboration diagram and STD- state transition diagrams).

In case that in a national interface, AES has not implemented any of the two solutions (i.e. either sending the IE519 message, or the updated version of IE537), the workaround solutions of Phase 4.1 should be in place. The workaround solution entails that the MSA of Export, upon receiving the IE537 message, finds on its own the included ARCs in the export declaration (amendment) message that was rejected. This is by getting all received IE532 messages for the declaration and retrieving the ARC included in each IE532. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends for the respective declaration. 

The workaround solution is also applicable for the case of negative cross-checking for an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, as in this scenario the AES specifications do not foresee the sending of the IE519 message. Between the IE532 messages received for an initial Export Declaration and an Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message, the Export Declaration Acceptance Notification to MSA of Export (IE539) message has been sent by AES for the initial Export Declaration. The LRN – Local Reference Number is used as the link between the IE532 messages that AES sends, both for the initial Export Declaration and for the Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message. It is considered that AES sends a separate IE532 for each included ARC in the IE513 message […]

· The changes proposed above in sections II.II.1.3.1 and II.II.2.3.1 will be reflected in the respective TSD-Time Sequence Diagrams and in the CLD-Collaboration Diagrams of the DDNEA Main Document. The respective TSD and CLD diagrams for section II.II.2.3.1 are provided in Annex 4.3. 



· In addition, the following updates in the STD-State Transition Diagrams of Sub-Section II.IV STATE-TRANSITION DIAGRAMS FOR EXPORT SCENARIOS are proposed.

It shall be noted that the messages on the conditional flows will be depicted in this RFC as well as on the STDs are described in the form (received IE). (received IE)^(sent IE).

STD at Dispatch under section II.IV.1.1.1 When MS of Dispatch is MS of Export as well

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537[Negative cross-checking], to IE537[Negative cross-checking].IE519 [Negative cross-checking]

STD at Destination under section II.IV.1.2.2 When MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export

· Update of the state transition from state “e-AD Request Accepted for Export” to “Accepted”, with IE537^IE839[Negative cross-checking] to IE537.IE519[Negative cross-checking]^IE839 [Negative cross-checking]

The respective STDs when MS of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (STD at Destination) are provided in Annex 4.4.



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Medium);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None);

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Medium).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change with IE519 is not implemented, then the DDNEA will be in misalignment with the changes proposed for FESS by RFC FESS-321.  Moreover, the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding how EMCS can obtain all the included ARC number(s) in the export declaration message (IE515) via IE519, in case of negative cross-check results. On the other hand, since the issue of the AES-EMCS interface remains a national matter, the NAs that prefer so may implement alternatively the update of the IE537 message, to include apart from the list of negative cross-check results, additionally, all the ARCs in the rejected export declaration. If either of the two approaches is followed, the workarounds of Phase 4.1 should still be applicable, for the MSA to obtain on its own the included ARC number(s) in the rejected export declaration (amendment) due to negative cross-check results.



		Risk assessment

		Regarding the interaction between the NEAs in the Common Domain, this RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA Main Document only.

Regarding the interaction between AES and EMCS in the National Domain, it shall be noted that the goal is to have a synchronized deployment on production of the related changes in AES and EMCS. Nevertheless, if that is not possible, there are measures in place to overcome incompatibilities. It is considered that that there will be no impact on business continuity of EMCS, if the respective MSA can also support the existing workaround solution up to the moment when both AES and EMCS deployments have been completed. 



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		· Parent RFCs: FESS-321;

· Children RFCs: -;

· Other RFCs: DDNEA-P4-361.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review.

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #212 on 22/07/2024[footnoteRef:45] [45:  DDNEA-P4-360 RFC was first discussed at EMCS CAB #211 on 02/07/2024.] 










		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23

		TBD



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025

		TBD



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)

		12/02/2026









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
















DDNEA-P4-374 – Implementation of the control messages in the exchanges between EMCS and AES
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		RFC number

		DDNEA-P4-374



		RFC status

		ScheduledImplemented



		Reason for Change

		Increase of functionality



		Incidents

		IM650445



		Known Error

		N/A



		Date at which the Change was proposed

		07/12/2023



		Requester

		NA-LU









		Change Assessment

		Change priority

		Medium



		Change Description

		Problem statement:

[Note: This RFC was presented for discussion to the Fiscalis workshop in Stockholm on 30-31/05/2024.]

In issue IM650445 raised by NA.LU AES, it was pointed that it is not foreseen by the EMCS specifications that the messages CC917C/CC906C are to be received by EMCS, while this is mentioned in the DDNXA specifications. 

More specifically, the DDNXA Main Document v5.15, in Note 30, mentions that the error messages CC917C and CC906C are used to report errors for the National Domain message exchanges, regarding messages sent from AES to EMCS (i.e. IE519, IE532, IE534, IE535, IE536, IE537, IE539, IE598) and regarding messages sent from EMCS to AES (i.e. IE801, IE832). The CC917C is used for reporting syntactic XML errors and CC906C is used for reporting business validation errors (e.g. rules/conditions violations).

For the next phase of the AES-EMCS interface, the Common Specifications should specify that such error/control messages are nationally defined and that the actual implementation is a national matter. Indeed, several MSAs have already implemented their national validations/control messages in the National Domain.

Regarding AES, even a Known Error should be registered for the update of Note 32 in the DDNXA specifications, to reflect the above. Regarding the validations on AES side, AES receives the IE801/IE832 messages, but only syntactic validations for IE832 are suggested.



Proposed solution:

The issues reported in the [Problem Statement] were discussed with AES Central Project Team and AES National Project Managers and the agreement is to update both DDNXA for AES and FESS&DDNEA for EMCS. Thus, there is a dependency. The following updates shall be performed in the DDNEA Specifications:

· DDNEA Main Document

Under sections ‘II.II.1 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is MSA of export as well’, and under section ‘II.II.2 Export Operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different from MSA of export’, a new bullet point will be added with the following note:

· The validations in the messages exchanged in the AES-EMCS interface, as well as any related error/control messages exchanged should be nationally defined. It is suggested that EMCS applies syntactic and certain semantic validations upon reception of the Goods under Excise duty suspension arrangement national messages sent by the Customs Export Application (i.e. IE519, IE532, IE534, IE535, IE536, IE537, IE539, IE598). 



		Impact assessment

		Specification Documents:

· DDNEA for EMCS Phase 4.2 (Low);

· CTP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...);

· TRP for EMCS Phase 4.2 (...).



CDEAs:

· Central SEED v1 application (None).

· CTA (None);

· CS/MISE (None).



NEAs:

· Impact on NEAs (Low).



		Effect of Not Implementing the Change

		If the proposed change is not implemented, then the DDNEA specifications will not be in alignment with the proposed update regarding the implementation of validations and error/control messages in the exchanges between EMCS and AES.



		Risk assessment

		This RFC entails no business continuity risks, since it concerns a documentation update in DDNEA main document only.



		Deployment approach

		The RFC can be deployed in a Migration Period with no business continuity risks.



		Reference to other RFCs

		There is no reference to other RFCs.









		Indicative changes to legislation

		Draft recital for information

		N/A



		Location of Change in Legislation

		N/A









		Approval Process

		CAB recommendation

		· Category of the Change: Review;

· Approval process:  

· The Change is authorised for approval by the CAB.



		ECWP position

		N/A



		Authorisation date and process

		CAB #211 on 02/07/2024









		Release information

		Release number

		v3.25v3.23



		Release date

		Q1/202520/05/2025



		Deadline for alignment in Production

		12/02/2026 (Milestone Mr)









		Change Review

		Review date

		TBD



		Review results

		TBD
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The finalised proposed wording for C212 can be found below and takes into account all the following RFCs:

· DDNEA-P4-359 – Rejection of the Export Declaration message following an e-AD request rejection (IE532^IE832);

· DDNEA-P4-375 – Update of C212 for a IE839 with Rejection Reason Code = ‘Negative Cross-check result’ that includes only positively cross-checked e-ADs;

· DDNEA-P4-384 – Use of IE839 to inform the MSA of Dispatch for a removed ARC from the Export Declaration Amendment;

· DDNEA-P4-389 – Inclusion of the IE839 message in the scenario of Export Declaration Rejection due to Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration.



IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Negative Cross-check result'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> is 'R' AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code> is 'Unsatisfactory Control Result at OoExp'

THEN

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> is 'R' AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE IF <REJECTION.Rejection Reason Code>  is in ('e-AD Request Rejection',  ‘Pre-Lodged Export Declaration Cancellation/Timer Awaiting for Export Presentation Notification Expiration', ‘ARC removed from Export Declaration Amendment (IE513) message’)

THEN

    <C_EAD_VAL> is 'R' AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply

    <N_EAD_SUB> does not apply

ELSE

    <NEGATIVE CROSS CHECK VALIDATION RESULTS> does not apply AND

    <C_EAD_VAL> does not apply AND

    <N_NON_DES> does not apply AND

    <N_EAD_SUB> is 'R'
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Sheet1


			Codes in IE734 until December 2023									Codes in CS/RD2 until December 2023									List of Codes added to IE734 v3.1.0 release


			Code			Description						Code			Description						Code			Description


			 AE			Aerosol (Countable: Yes)  						43			Bag, super bulk						43			Bag, super bulk


			 AM			Ampoule, non protected (Countable: Yes)						44			Bag, polybag						44			Bag, polybag


			 AP			Ampoule, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 1A			Drum, steel						1A			Drum, steel


			 AT			Atomizer (Countable: Yes)  						 1B			Drum, aluminium						1B			Drum, aluminium


			 BA			Bag (Countable: Yes)  						 1D			Drum, plywood						1D			Drum, plywood


			 BB			Bale, compressed (Countable: Yes) 						 1F			Container, flexible						1F			Container, flexible


			 BC			Bale, non-compressed (Countable: Yes) 						 1G			Drum, fibre						1G			Drum, fibre


			 BD			Balloon, non-protected (Countable: Yes) 						 1W			Drum, wooden						1W			Drum, wooden


			 BE			Balloon, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 2C			Barrel, wooden						2C			Barrel, wooden


			 BF			Bar (Countable: Yes)  						 3A			Jerrican, steel						3A			Jerrican, steel


			 BG			Barrel (Countable: Yes)  						 3H			Jerrican, plastic						3H			Jerrican, plastic


			 BH			Bars, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 4A			Box, steel						4A			Box, steel


			 BI			Basket (Countable: Yes)  						 4B			Box, aluminium						4B			Box, aluminium


			 BJ			Beer crate (Countable: Yes) 						 4C			Box, natural wood						4C			Box, natural wood


			 BK			Bin (Countable: Yes)  						 4D			Box, plywood						4D			Box, plywood


			 BL			Board (Countable: Yes)  						 4F			Box, reconstituted wood						4F			Box, reconstituted wood


			 BN			Board, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 4G			Box, fibreboard						4G			Box, fibreboard


			 BO			Bobbin (Countable: Yes)  						 4H			Box, plastic						4H			Box, plastic


			 BP			Bolt (Countable: Yes)  						 5H			Bag, woven plastic						5H			Bag, woven plastic


			 BQ			Bottle, non-protected, bulbous (Countable: Yes)						 5L			Bag, textile						5L			Bag, textile


			 BR			Bottle, non-protected, cylindrical (Countable: Yes)						 5M			Bag, paper						5M			Bag, paper


			 BS			Bottle, protected bulbous (Countable: Yes)						 6H			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle						6H			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle


			 BT			Bottle, protected cylindrical (Countable: Yes)						 6P			Composite packaging, glass receptacle						6P			Composite packaging, glass receptacle


			 BU			Bottlecrate, bottlerack (Countable: Yes) 						 7A			Case, car						7A			Case, car


			 BV			Box (Countable: Yes)  						 7B			Case, wooden						7B			Case, wooden


			 BX			Bucket (Countable: Yes)  						 8A			Pallet, wooden						8A			Pallet, wooden


			 BY			Bulk, gas (at 1031 mbar						 8B			Crate, wooden						8B			Crate, wooden


			 BZ			Bulk, liquefied gas(abn.temp/press) (Countable: No)						 8C			Bundle, wooden						8C			Bundle, wooden


			 CA			Bulk, liquid (Countable: No) 						 AA			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic						AA			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic


			 CB			Bulk, solid, fine (powders) (Countable:						 AB			Receptacle, fibre						AB			Receptacle, fibre


			 CC			Bulk, solid, granular (grains) (Countable:						 AC			Receptacle, paper						AC			Receptacle, paper


			 CE			Bulk, solid, large (nodules) (Countable:						 AD			Receptacle, wooden						AD			Receptacle, wooden


			 CF			Bunch (Countable: Yes)  						 AE			Aerosol						AF			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 60cm


			 CG			Bundle (Countable: Yes)  						 AF			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 60cm						AG			Pallet, shrinkwrapped


			 CH			Butt (Countable: Yes)  						 AG			Pallet, shrinkwrapped						AH			Pallet, 100cm * 110cm


			 CI			Cage (Countable: Yes)  						 AH			Pallet, 100cm * 110cm						AI			Clamshell


			 CJ			Can, cylindrical (Countable: Yes) 						 AI			Clamshell						AJ			Cone


			 CK			Can, rectangular (Countable: Yes) 						 AJ			Cone						AL			Ball


			 CL			Canister (Countable: Yes)  						 AL			Ball						AV			Capsule


			 CO			Canvas (Countable: Yes)  						 AM			Ampoule, non-protected						B4			Belt


			 CP			Carboy, non-protected (Countable: Yes) 						 AP			Ampoule, protected						BM			Basin


			 CR			Carboy, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 AT			Atomizer						BW			Box, for liquids


			 CS			Carton (Countable: Yes)  						 AV			Capsule						CD			Can, with handle and spout


			 CT			Case (Countable: Yes)  						 B4			Belt						CM			Card


			 CU			Cask (Countable: Yes)  						 BA			Barrel						CN			Container, not otherwise specified as transport equipment


			 CV			Chest (Countable: Yes)  						 BB			Bobbin						CQ			Cartridge


			 CX			Churn (Countable: Yes)  						 BC			Bottlecrate / bottlerack						CW			Cage, roll


			 CY			Coffer (Countable: Yes)  						 BD			Board						DA			Crate, multiple layer, plastic


			 CZ			Coffin (Countable: Yes)  						 BE			Bundle						DB			Crate, multiple layer, wooden


			 DJ			Coil (Countable: Yes)  						 BF			Balloon, non-protected						DC			Crate, multiple layer, cardboard


			 DP			Cover (Countable: Yes)  						 BG			Bag						DG			Cage, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP)


			 DR			Crate (Countable: Yes)  						 BH			Bunch						DH			Box, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP), Eurobox


			 EN			Creel (Countable: Yes)  						 BI			Bin						DI			Drum, iron


			 FC			Cup (Countable: Yes)  						 BJ			Bucket						DK			Crate, bulk, cardboard


			 FD			Cylinder (Countable: Yes)  						 BK			Basket						DL			Crate, bulk, plastic


			 FI			Demijohn, non-protected (Countable: Yes) 						 BL			Bale, compressed						DM			Crate, bulk, wooden


			 FL			Demijohn, protected (Countable: Yes) 						 BM			Basin						DN			Dispenser


			 FO			Drum (Countable: Yes)  						 BN			Bale, non-compressed						DS			Tray, one layer no cover, plastic


			 FP			Envelope (Countable: Yes)  						 BO			Bottle, non-protected, cylindrical						DT			Tray, one layer no cover, wooden


			 FR			Filmpack (Countable: Yes)  						 BP			Balloon, protected						DU			Tray, one layer no cover, polystyrene


			 GB			Firkin (Countable: Yes)  						 BQ			Bottle, protected cylindrical						DV			Tray, one layer no cover, cardboard


			 GI			Flask (Countable: Yes)  						 BR			Bar						DW			Tray, two layers no cover, plastic tray


			 GZ			Footlocker (Countable: Yes)  						 BS			Bottle, non-protected, bulbous						DX			Tray, two layers no cover, wooden


			 HG			Frame (Countable: Yes)  						 BT			Bolt						DY			Tray, two layers no cover, cardboard


			 HR			Framed crate (Countable: Yes) 						 BU			Butt						EC			Bag, plastic


			 IN			Fruit crate (Countable: Yes) 						 BV			Bottle, protected bulbous						ED			Case, with pallet base


			 IZ			Gas bottle (Countable: Yes) 						 BW			Box, for liquids						EE			Case, with pallet base, wooden


			 JC			Girder (Countable: Yes)  						 BX			Box						EF			Case, with pallet base, cardboard


			 JG			Girders, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 BY			Board, in bundle/bunch/truss						EG			Case, with pallet base, plastic


			 JR			Hamper (Countable: Yes)  						 BZ			Bars, in bundle/bunch/truss						EH			Case, with pallet base, metal


			 JT			Hogshead (Countable: Yes)  						 CA			Can, rectangular						EI			Case, isothermic


			 JY			Ingot (Countable: Yes)  						 CB			Crate, beer						FB			Flexibag


			 KG			Ingots, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 CC			Churn						FE			Flexitank


			 LG			Jar (Countable: Yes)  						 CD			Can, with handle and spout						FT			Foodtainer


			 LZ			Jerrican, cylindrical (Countable: Yes) 						 CE			Creel						FW			Cart, flatbed


			 MB			Jerrican, rectangular (Countable: Yes) 						 CF			Coffer						FX			Bag, flexible container


			 MC			Jug (Countable: Yes)  						 CG			Cage						GL			Container, gallon


			 MS			Jutebag (Countable: Yes)  						 CH			Chest						GR			Receptacle, glass


			 MT			Keg (Countable: Yes)  						 CI			Canister						GU			Tray, containing horizontally stacked flat items


			 MX			Log (Countable: Yes)  						 CJ			Coffin						GY			Bag, gunny


			 NE			Logs, in bundle/ bunch/truss (Countable:						 CK			Cask						HA			Basket, with handle, plastic


			 NS			Mat (Countable: Yes)  						 CL			Coil						HB			Basket, with handle, wooden


			 NT			Match box (Countable: Yes) 						 CM			Card						HC			Basket, with handle, cardboard


			 PA			Milk crate (Countable: Yes) 						 CN			Container, not otherwise specified as transport equipment						HN			Hanger


			 PC			Multiply bag (Countable: Yes) 						 CO			Carboy, non-protected						IA			Package, display, wooden


			 PG			Multiwall sack (Countable: Yes) 						 CP			Carboy, protected						IB			Package, display, cardboard


			 PH			Nest (Countable: Yes)  						 CQ			Cartridge						IC			Package, display, plastic


			 PI			Net (Countable: Yes)  						 CR			Crate						ID			Package, display, metal


			 PK			Package (Countable: Yes)  						 CS			Case						IE			Package, show


			 PL			Packet (Countable: Yes)  						 CT			Carton						IF			Package, flow


			 PN			Pail (Countable: Yes)  						 CU			Cup						IG			Package, paper wrapped


			 PO			Pallet (Countable: Yes)  						 CV			Cover						IH			Drum, plastic


			 PT			Parcel (Countable: Yes)  						 CW			Cage, roll						IK			Package, cardboard, with bottle grip-holes


			 PU			Pipe (Countable: Yes)  						 CX			Can, cylindrical						IL			Tray, rigid, lidded stackable (CEN TS 14482:2002)


			 PX			Pipes/Planks, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 CY			Cylinder						JB			Bag, jumbo


			 PY			Pitcher (Countable: Yes)  						 CZ			Canvas						KI			Kit


			 PZ			Plank (Countable: Yes)  						 DA			Crate, multiple layer, plastic						LE			Luggage


			 RD			Plate (Countable: Yes)  						 DB			Crate, multiple layer, wooden						LT			Lot


			 RG			Plates, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 DC			Crate, multiple layer, cardboard						LU			Lug


			 RL			Pot (Countable: Yes)  						 DG			Cage, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP)						LV			Liftvan


			 RO			Pouch (Countable: Yes)  						 DH			Box, Commonwealth Handling Equipment Pool (CHEP), Eurobox						MA			Crate, metal


			 RT			Rednet (Countable: Yes)  						 DI			Drum, iron						ME			Container, metal


			 RZ			Reel (Countable: Yes)  						 DJ			Demijohn, non-protected						MR			Bag, jumbo


			 SA			Ring (Countable: Yes)  						 DK			Crate, bulk, cardboard						MW			Kit


			 SC			Rod (Countable: Yes)  						 DL			Crate, bulk, plastic						NA			Luggage


			 SD			Rods, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 DM			Crate, bulk, wooden						NF			Lot


			 SE			Roll (Countable: Yes)  						 DN			Dispenser						NG			Lug


			 SH			Sachet (Countable: Yes)  						 DP			Demijohn, protected						NU			Liftvan


			 SK			Sack (Countable: Yes)  						 DR			Drum						NV			Crate, metal


			 SL			Sea-chest (Countable: Yes)  						 DS			Tray, one layer no cover, plastic						O1			Container, metal


			 SM			Shallow crate (Countable: Yes) 						 DT			Tray, one layer no cover, wooden						O2			Receptacle, metal


			 ST			Sheet (Countable: Yes)  						 DU			Tray, one layer no cover, polystyrene						O3			Receptacle, plastic wrapped


			 SU			Sheetmetal (Countable: Yes)  						 DV			Tray, one layer no cover, cardboard						O4			Not available


			 SW			Sheets, in bundle/bunch/truss (Countable: Yes)						 DW			Tray, two layers no cover, plastic tray						O5			Unpacked or unpackaged, single unit


			 SZ			Shrinkwrapped (Countable: Yes)  						 DX			Tray, two layers no cover, wooden						O6			Unpacked or unpackaged, multiple units


			 TB			Skeleton case (Countable: Yes) 						 DY			Tray, two layers no cover, cardboard						O7			Net, tube, plastic


			 TC			Slipsheet (Countable: Yes)  						 EC			Bag, plastic						O8			Plastic pallet SRS 60 cm x 80 cm


			 TD			Spindle (Countable: Yes)  						 ED			Case, with pallet base						O9			Plastic pallet SRS 80 cm x 120 cm


			 TK			Suitcase (Countable: Yes)  						 EE			Case, with pallet base, wooden						OA			Pallet, CHEP 40 cm x 60 cm


			 TN			Tank, cylindrical (Countable: Yes) 						 EF			Case, with pallet base, cardboard						OB			Pallet, CHEP 80 cm x 120 cm


			 TO			Tank, rectangular (Countable: Yes) 						 EG			Case, with pallet base, plastic						OC			Pallet, CHEP 100 cm x 120 cm


			 TR			Tea-chest (Countable: Yes)  						 EH			Case, with pallet base, metal						OD			Pallet, AS 4068-1993


			 TS			Tin (Countable: Yes)  						 EI			Case, isothermic						OE			Pallet, ISO T11


			 TU			Tray/Tray pack (Countable: Yes) 						 EN			Envelope						OF			Platform, unspecified weight or dimension


			 TY			Trunk (Countable: Yes)  						 FB			Flexibag						OG			Pallet ISO 0 - 1/2 EURO Pallet


			 TZ			Truss (Countable: Yes)  						 FC			Crate, fruit						OH			Pallet ISO 1 - 1/1 EURO Pallet


			 VA			Tub (Countable: Yes)  						 FD			Crate, framed						OI			Pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet


			 VG			Tube (Countable: Yes)  						 FE			Flexitank						OJ			1/4 EURO Pallet


			 VI			Tube, collapsible/Collapsible tube (Countable: Yes)						 FI			Firkin						OK			Block


			 VL			Tubes, in bundle/ bunch/truss (Countable:						 FL			Flask						OL			1/8 EURO Pallet


			 VO			Tun (Countable: Yes)  						 FO			Footlocker						OM			Synthetic pallet ISO 1


			 VP			Unpacked or unpackaged (Countable: No)						 FP			Filmpack						ON			Synthetic pallet ISO 2


			 VQ			Vacuum-packed (Countable: Yes)  						 FR			Frame						OP			Wholesaler pallet


			 VR			Vat (Countable: Yes)  						 FT			Foodtainer						OQ			Pallet 80 X 100 cm


			 VY			Vial (Countable: Yes)  						 FW			Cart, flatbed						OR			Pallet 60 X 100 cm


			 WB			Wickerbottle (Countable: Yes)  						 FX			Bag, flexible container						OS			Oneway pallet


												 GB			Bottle, gas						OT			Octabin


												 GI			Girder						OU			Container, outer


												 GL			Container, gallon						OV			Returnable pallet


												 GR			Receptacle, glass						OW			Large bag, pallet sized


												 GU			Tray, containing horizontally stacked flat items						OX			A wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 67 x 135)


												 GY			Bag, gunny						OY			A Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 72 x 135)


												 GZ			Girders, in bundle/bunch/truss						OZ			Wheeled pallet with raised rim ( 81 x 60 x 16)


												 HA			Basket, with handle, plastic						P1			CHEP pallet 60 cm x 80 cm 


												 HB			Basket, with handle, wooden						P2			Pan


												 HC			Basket, with handle, cardboard						P3			LPR pallet 60 cm x 80 cm


												 HG			Hogshead						P4			LPR pallet 80 cm x 120 cm


												 HN			Hanger						PB			Pallet, box Combined open-ended box and pallet


												 HR			Hamper						PD			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 100cm


												 IA			Package, display, wooden						PE			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 120cm


												 IB			Package, display, cardboard						PF			Pen


												 IC			Package, display, plastic						PJ			Punnet


												 ID			Package, display, metal						PP			Piece


												 IE			Package, show						PR			Receptacle, plastic


												 IF			Package, flow						PV			Pipes, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 IG			Package, paper wrapped						QA			Drum, steel, non-removable head


												 IH			Drum, plastic						QB			Drum, steel, removable head


												 IK			Package, cardboard, with bottle grip-holes						QC			Drum, aluminium, non-removable head


												 IL			Tray, rigid, lidded stackable (CEN TS 14482:2002)						QD			Drum, aluminium, removable head


												 IN			Ingot						QF			Drum, plastic, non-removable head


												 IZ			Ingots, in bundle/bunch/truss						QG			Drum, plastic, removable head


												 JB			Bag, jumbo						QH			Barrel, wooden, bung type


												 JC			Jerrican, rectangular						QJ			Barrel, wooden, removable head


												 JG			Jug						QK			Jerrican, steel, non-removable head


												 JR			Jar						QL			Jerrican, steel, removable head


												 JT			Jutebag						QM			Jerrican, plastic, non-removable head


												 JY			Jerrican, cylindrical						QN			Jerrican, plastic, removable head


												 KG			Keg						QP			Box, wooden, natural wood, ordinary


												 KI			Kit						QQ			Box, wooden, natural wood, with sift proof walls


												 LE			Luggage						QR			Box, plastic, expanded


												 LG			Log						QS			Box, plastic, solid


												 LT			Lot						RJ			Rack, clothing hanger


												 LU			Lug						RK			Rack


												 LV			Liftvan						SB			Slab


												 LZ			Logs, in bundle/bunch/truss						SI			Skid


												 MA			Crate, metal						SO			Spool


												 MB			Bag, multiply						SP			Sheet, plastic wrapping


												 MC			Crate, milk						SS			Case, steel


												 ME			Container, metal						SV			Envelope, steel


												 MR			Receptacle, metal						SX			Set


												 MS			Sack, multi-wall						SY			Sleeve


												 MT			Mat						T1			Tablet


												 MW			Receptacle, plastic wrapped						TE			Tyre


												 MX			Matchbox						TG			Tank container, generic


												 NA			Not available						TI			Tierce


												 NE			Unpacked or unpackaged						TL			Tub, with lid


												 NF			Unpacked or unpackaged, single unit						TT			Bag, tote


												 NG			Unpacked or unpackaged, multiple units						TV			Tube, with nozzle


												 NS			Nest						TW			Pallet, triwall


												 NT			Net						UC			Uncaged


												 NU			Net, tube, plastic						UN			Unit


												 NV			Net, tube, textile						VK			Vanpack


												 O1			Two sided cage on wheels with fixing strap						VN			Vehicle


												 O2			Trolley						VS			Bulk, scrap metal


												 O3			Oneway pallet ISO 0 - 1/2 EURO Pallet						WA			Intermediate bulk container


												 O4			Oneway pallet ISO 1 - 1/1 EURO Pallet						WC			Intermediate bulk container, steel


												 O5			Oneway pallet ISO 2 - 2/1 EURO Pallet						WD			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium


												 O6			Pallet with exceptional dimensions						WF			Intermediate bulk container, metal


												 O7			Wooden pallet  40 cm x 80 cm						WG			Intermediate bulk container, steel, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 O8			Plastic pallet SRS 60 cm x 80 cm						WH			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 O9			Plastic pallet SRS 80 cm x 120 cm						WJ			Intermediate bulk container, metal, pressure 10 kpa


												 OA			Pallet, CHEP 40 cm x 60 cm						WK			Intermediate bulk container, steel, liquid


												 OB			Pallet, CHEP 80 cm x 120 cm						WL			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, liquid


												 OC			Pallet, CHEP 100 cm x 120 cm						WM			Intermediate bulk container, metal, liquid


												 OD			Pallet, AS 4068-1993						WN			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, without coat/liner


												 OE			Pallet, ISO T11						WP			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated


												 OF			Platform, unspecified weight or dimension						WQ			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, with liner


												 OG			Pallet ISO 0 - 1/2 EURO Pallet						WR			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated and liner


												 OH			Pallet ISO 1 - 1/1 EURO Pallet						WS			Intermediate bulk container, plastic film


												 OI			Pallet ISO 2 – 2/1 EURO Pallet						WT			Intermediate bulk container, textile without coat/liner


												 OJ			1/4 EURO Pallet						WU			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood, with inner liner


												 OK			Block						WV			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated


												 OL			1/8 EURO Pallet						WW			Intermediate bulk container, textile, with liner


												 OM			Synthetic pallet ISO 1						WX			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated and liner


												 ON			Synthetic pallet ISO 2						WY			Intermediate bulk container, plywood, with inner liner


												 OP			Wholesaler pallet						WZ			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood, with inner liner


												 OQ			Pallet 80 X 100 cm						XA			Bag, woven plastic, without inner coat/liner


												 OR			Pallet 60 X 100 cm						XB			Bag, woven plastic, sift proof


												 OS			Oneway pallet						XC			Bag, woven plastic, water resistant


												 OT			Octabin						XD			Bag, plastics film


												 OU			Container, outer						XF			Bag, textile, without inner coat/liner


												 OV			Returnable pallet						XG			Bag, textile, sift proof


												 OW			Large bag, pallet sized						XH			Bag, textile, water resistant


												 OX			A wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 67 x 135)						XJ			Bag, paper, multi-wall


												 OY			A Wheeled pallet with raised rim (81 x 72 x 135)						XK			Bag, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 OZ			Wheeled pallet with raised rim ( 81 x 60 x 16)						YA			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel drum


												 P1			CHEP pallet 60 cm x 80 cm 						YB			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel crate box


												 P2			Pan						YC			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium drum


												 P3			LPR pallet 60 cm x 80 cm						YD			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium crate


												 P4			LPR pallet 80 cm x 120 cm						YF			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in wooden box


												 PA			Packet						YG			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood drum


												 PB			Pallet, box Combined open-ended box and pallet						YH			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood box


												 PC			Parcel						YJ			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibre drum


												 PD			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 100cm						YK			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibreboard box


												 PE			Pallet, modular, collars 80cm * 120cm						YL			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plastic drum


												 PF			Pen						YM			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in solid plastic box


												 PG			Plate						YN			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel drum


												 PH			Pitcher						YP			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel crate box


												 PI			Pipe						YQ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium drum


												 PJ			Punnet						YR			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium crate


												 PK			Package						YS			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wooden box


												 PL			Pail						YT			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in plywood drum


												 PN			Plank						YV			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wickerwork hamper


												 PO			Pouch						YW			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibre drum


												 PP			Piece						YX			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibreboard box


												 PR			Receptacle, plastic						YY			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in expandable plastic pack


												 PT			Pot						YZ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in solid plastic pack


												 PU			Tray						ZA			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall


												 PV			Pipes, in bundle/bunch/truss						ZB			Bag, large


												 PX			Pallet						ZC			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 PY			Plates, in bundle/bunch/truss						ZD			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, solids


												 PZ			Planks, in bundle/bunch/truss						ZF			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, solids


												 QA			Drum, steel, non-removable head						ZG			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, pressurised


												 QB			Drum, steel, removable head						ZH			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, pressurised


												 QC			Drum, aluminium, non-removable head						ZJ			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, liquids


												 QD			Drum, aluminium, removable head						ZK			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, liquids


												 QF			Drum, plastic, non-removable head						ZL			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, solids


												 QG			Drum, plastic, removable head						ZM			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, solids


												 QH			Barrel, wooden, bung type						ZN			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, pressurised


												 QJ			Barrel, wooden, removable head						ZP			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, pressurised


												 QK			Jerrican, steel, non-removable head						ZQ			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, liquids


												 QL			Jerrican, steel, removable head						ZR			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, liquids


												 QM			Jerrican, plastic, non-removable head						ZS			Intermediate bulk container, composite


												 QN			Jerrican, plastic, removable head						ZT			Intermediate bulk container, fibreboard


												 QP			Box, wooden, natural wood, ordinary						ZU			Intermediate bulk container, flexible


												 QQ			Box, wooden, natural wood, with sift proof walls						ZV			Intermediate bulk container, metal, other than steel


												 QR			Box, plastic, expanded						ZW			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood


												 QS			Box, plastic, solid						ZX			Intermediate bulk container, plywood


												 RD			Rod						ZY			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood


												 RG			Ring						ZZ			Mutually defined


												 RJ			Rack, clothing hanger


												 RK			Rack


												 RL			Reel


												 RO			Roll


												 RT			Rednet


												 RZ			Rods, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 SA			Sack


												 SB			Slab


												 SC			Crate, shallow


												 SD			Spindle


												 SE			Sea-chest


												 SH			Sachet


												 SI			Skid


												 SK			Case, skeleton


												 SL			Slipsheet


												 SM			Sheetmetal


												 SO			Spool


												 SP			Sheet, plastic wrapping


												 SS			Case, steel


												 ST			Sheet


												 SU			Suitcase


												 SV			Envelope, steel


												 SW			Shrinkwrapped


												 SX			Set


												 SY			Sleeve


												 SZ			Sheets, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 T1			Tablet


												 TB			Tub


												 TC			Tea-chest


												 TD			Tube, collapsible


												 TE			Tyre


												 TG			Tank container, generic


												 TI			Tierce


												 TK			Tank, rectangular


												 TL			Tub, with lid


												 TN			Tin


												 TO			Tun


												 TR			Trunk


												 TS			Truss


												 TT			Bag, tote


												 TU			Tube


												 TV			Tube, with nozzle


												 TW			Pallet, triwall


												 TY			Tank, cylindrical


												 TZ			Tubes, in bundle/bunch/truss


												 UC			Uncaged


												 UN			Unit


												 VA			Vat


												 VG			Bulk, gas (at 1031 mbar and 15°C)


												 VI			Vial


												 VK			Vanpack


												 VL			Bulk, liquid


												 VN			Vehicle


												 VO			Bulk, solid, large particles ("nodules")


												 VP			Vacuum-packed


												 VQ			Bulk, liquefied gas (at abnormal temperature/pressure)


												 VR			Bulk, solid, granular particles ("grains")


												 VS			Bulk, scrap metal


												 VY			Bulk, solid, fine particles ("powders")


												 WA			Intermediate bulk container


												 WB			Wickerbottle


												 WC			Intermediate bulk container, steel


												 WD			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium


												 WF			Intermediate bulk container, metal


												 WG			Intermediate bulk container, steel, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 WH			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, pressurised > 10 kpa


												 WJ			Intermediate bulk container, metal, pressure 10 kpa


												 WK			Intermediate bulk container, steel, liquid


												 WL			Intermediate bulk container, aluminium, liquid


												 WM			Intermediate bulk container, metal, liquid


												 WN			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, without coat/liner


												 WP			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated


												 WQ			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, with liner


												 WR			Intermediate bulk container, woven plastic, coated and liner


												 WS			Intermediate bulk container, plastic film


												 WT			Intermediate bulk container, textile without coat/liner


												 WU			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood, with inner liner


												 WV			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated


												 WW			Intermediate bulk container, textile, with liner


												 WX			Intermediate bulk container, textile, coated and liner


												 WY			Intermediate bulk container, plywood, with inner liner


												 WZ			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood, with inner liner


												 XA			Bag, woven plastic, without inner coat/liner


												 XB			Bag, woven plastic, sift proof


												 XC			Bag, woven plastic, water resistant


												 XD			Bag, plastics film


												 XF			Bag, textile, without inner coat/liner


												 XG			Bag, textile, sift proof


												 XH			Bag, textile, water resistant


												 XJ			Bag, paper, multi-wall


												 XK			Bag, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 YA			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel drum


												 YB			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in steel crate box


												 YC			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium drum


												 YD			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in aluminium crate


												 YF			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in wooden box


												 YG			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood drum


												 YH			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plywood box


												 YJ			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibre drum


												 YK			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in fibreboard box


												 YL			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in plastic drum


												 YM			Composite packaging, plastic receptacle in solid plastic box


												 YN			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel drum


												 YP			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in steel crate box


												 YQ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium drum


												 YR			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in aluminium crate


												 YS			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wooden box


												 YT			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in plywood drum


												 YV			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in wickerwork hamper


												 YW			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibre drum


												 YX			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in fibreboard box


												 YY			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in expandable plastic pack


												 YZ			Composite packaging, glass receptacle in solid plastic pack


												 ZA			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall


												 ZB			Bag, large


												 ZC			Intermediate bulk container, paper, multi-wall, water resistant


												 ZD			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, solids


												 ZF			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, solids


												 ZG			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, pressurised


												 ZH			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, pressurised


												 ZJ			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, with structural equipment, liquids


												 ZK			Intermediate bulk container, rigid plastic, freestanding, liquids


												 ZL			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, solids


												 ZM			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, solids


												 ZN			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, pressurised


												 ZP			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, pressurised


												 ZQ			Intermediate bulk container, composite, rigid plastic, liquids


												 ZR			Intermediate bulk container, composite, flexible plastic, liquids


												 ZS			Intermediate bulk container, composite


												 ZT			Intermediate bulk container, fibreboard


												 ZU			Intermediate bulk container, flexible


												 ZV			Intermediate bulk container, metal, other than steel


												 ZW			Intermediate bulk container, natural wood


												 ZX			Intermediate bulk container, plywood


												 ZY			Intermediate bulk container, reconstituted wood


												 ZZ			Mutually defined
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KEs



								KEs identified and reported 

				#		IM		KE		Title		Description		Root Cause Description		Solution		Severity		Status		Remarks

				1		IM844818		KE25435		C152 of RFC FESS-315 / Appendix D DDNEA		C152 of RFC FESS-315 of the RSD 4.2 has not been implemented in appendix D of the DDNEA v3.23. The RFC states then that C152 is changed to Degree Plato Applicability Flag, but in appendix D of the DDNEA it states at C152 IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is "Yes".		The wording of condition C152 has not been updated in the latest version of DDNEA Appendix D (v3.23)

FROM:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is "Yes"

TO:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability Flag> is "Yes"		The wording of condition C152 shall be updated in DDNEA Appendix D

FROM:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability> is "Yes"

TO:

IF <EXCISE PRODUCT.Degree Plato Applicability Flag> is "Yes"		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Appendix D

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
NO

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The documentation RFC will be created to be implemented in the next update of the specifications.

More information in the presentation material in webex meeting of 23/05 in PICS EMCS Phase 4.2 group.

				2		IM749249		KE24897		Typo in Figure 117 of DDNEA main document		The description of Figure 117 should be "STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of Export".		The typo detected by NA-DE in the DDNEA v3.19 for EMCS Phase 4.1 is valid. The respective change will be incorporated in the DDNEA-P4-392 RFC and will be corrected in future DDNEA release.
The description of Figure 117, shall be updated:
FROM:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (Part 1)."
TO:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of Export."
The same correction shall be also applied across the DDNEA Main Document.		The typo detected by NA-DE in the DDNEA v3.19 for EMCS Phase 4.1 is valid. The respective change will be incorporated in the DDNEA-P4-392 RFC and will be corrected in future DDNEA release.
The description of Figure 117, shall be updated:
FROM:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MS of Export (Part 1)."
TO:
"STD at Destination - Export operation at Office of Export when MSA of Dispatch is different than MSA of Export."
The same correction shall be also applied across the DDNEA Main Document.		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Main Document

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
NO

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The documentation RFC will be created to be implemented in the next update of the specifications.

More information in the presentation material in webex meeting of 23/05 in PICS EMCS Phase 4.2 group.

				3		IM853014		KE25452		IE881 message does not exist in the description of business rule BR056		The new business rule BR056 (introduced in EMCS Phase 4.2) applies both for IE818 and IE881 messages. However, the description of BR056 does not include the IE881 message, either in FESS or in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		The description of BR056 does not include the IE881 message, either in FESS or in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		FESS and DDNEA will be updated to incorporate the IE881 message in the BR056, via the RFCs FESS-343 and DDNEA-P4-381.		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Appendix J

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
YES

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The existing  documentation RFC DDNEA-P4-381 was not correctly implemented in DDNEA v3.23.

				4		IM853017		KE25453		Incorrect "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055		The "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055 (newly introduced for EMCS Phase 4.2) is incorrectly filled with "Subject to national implementation".		The "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055 is incorrectly filled with "Subject to national implementation", both in FESS and in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		The "Comments" field of business rules BR052, BR053, BR054, BR055 shall be filled with "N/A", both in FESS and in DDNEA specs for Phase 4.2.		CT and Production		Pending Vendor		Impact on DDNEA: 
DDNEA Appendix J

Impact on FESS (BPMs):
YES

This KE is directly applicable for Phase 4.2.
The existing documentation RFC DDNEA-P4-383 was not correctly implemented in DDNEA v3.23.
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NPP export

		Name		Description		Reference Dates				Foreseen Dates				Actual Dates				Comment

						Start		End		Start		End		Start		End

		EMCS National Project Plan

		ISO country code				LT

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager IT				Tomas Venskus

		Name of the EMCS National Project Manager Business (optional)

		Common Domain SEED v1.4 for Phase 4.2

		CD-80: SEED v1.4 Conformance Testing				22/09/2025		16/01/2026

		CD-80.1: SEED v1.4 Conformance Testing (Mode 1)		Please indicate 2 weeks within reference period.		22/09/2025		19/12/2025		10/1/25		10/15/25

		CD-80.2: SEED v1.4 Conformance Testing (Mode 2)		Please indicate 2 weeks within reference period.		29/09/2025		16/01/2026		10/15/25		10/29/25

		CD-81: SEED v.1.4 deployed in Production		Please indicate deployment date of your National SEED Application.
If you plan to deploy your National Excise Application for Phase 4.2 during the Migration period, your National SEED v1.4 has to be tested and deployed before deployment of Phase 4.2 NEA.
Reference  Period: 13/11/2025 - 12/02/2026		12/02/2026								2/12/26



																		Campaign: 		SEED for Phase 4_2

																		National Administration: 		Lithuania

																		Version: 		10/06/2025

																		NPP Template: 		Project Plan Reporting Template v23.00

																		Business Domain: 		SEED: System for Exchange of Excise Data

																		Business Thread: 		Excise
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