TSN Plenary Session

December 12, 2006

Welcome and Opening Remarks- Deborah Spero
Q: With regard to the Secure Freight Initiative, will there be advanced shipping data from scanning and X-Ray machines and will the trade be able to see that information in ACE?

A: We will go beyond the Safe Port Act by going to Secure Freight.  That means radiation detection reading through large scale X-Ray and then matching to manifest for purposes of screening.  We are forming partnerships with foreign ports, the private sector, and local governments.  However, only the government will have access to these read outs.   In the future you may have access to this information in the Portal, but for now, it is only for the government. 

Q: Will CBP wait for ACE to institute 10+2 or will it wait for ITDS to implement it?

A: CBP will probably do this through ACS; it will not impact ACE.  We are currently in consultations with the Commercial Operations Advisory Committee (COAC) to engage TSN members in that process.  Right now, the plan is to have this come into ACS and then slide it over to ACE when the timing is right.

Q: What is the impact of 100% screening of containers at targeted ports as regards “measures”?

A: We are currently looking at six ports, but are actually doing three ports right now.  We will be looking at the “through put” rate.  We will be looking at measures in terms of integration with the manifest and timeliness of data responses.

Introduction to the Office of International Trade: Daniel Baldwin

Q: My question is with respect to the importing structure and the merger of Strategic Trade and Field Operations.  Field personnel won’t be part of that reorganization, so who will they report to?

A: Field personnel will report to the same people they have been reporting to, that is, the Port Director.  However, in the new office of International Trade there will be 4 Executive Directors: Regulatory Audit; Regulations and Rulings; Office of Trade Policies and Programs (for internal CBP policies: will work with the trade, other government agencies, the Commissioner, the Hill, and the White House); and the Office of Commercial Enforcement and Targeting.  Each Director will be setting independent national policies for the field.  

Q: Are the New York National Import Specialists (NIS) part of your group?  Will there be any disruption to their rulings process?

A: Yes, they are part of my group.  There should not be any disruption to the rulings process out of New York (they will continue to proceed on a 30 day turn around for rulings).

Q: With respect to the new 2007 Harmonized Tariff Schedule (HTS) changes, will there be a 30 day notice giving clarification with regard to what happens at the border when the 2006 HTS is no longer valid and the new HTS comes through?  What is the impact on current trade agreements?

A: We are currently having those discussions.  Feel free to highlight the concerns you have with regard to where we should be going.  Currently, we are looking at either February 10 or February 25 as the dates when the new HTS will become official.  

That should give us plenty of time to work out these issues.

Q: We anticipate there will be a spike in rulings when the new tariff comes through.  Right now, rulings have been coming out in 30 days, what are you doing to ensure that the binding rulings continue to come out within 30 days?

A: The NIS are already trying to identify the crosswalk of what those changes will look like.  We are working with the International Trade Commission (ITC) to see if we can get advance copies of the new tariff at the 10 digit level.  This is another good issue that will require further discussion.

Q: When will we see the new tariff breakouts?

Answer provided by Peg McKnight, ITC:  We hope to post the first draft of the 2007 HTS next week. This version will reflect what will go into effect in January.  

Q: What will be the future of import specialists?  You are always discussing the ability to provide information in a paperless environment but it doesn’t sound like you are centralizing that process.  That is, making certain ports specialized in a specific expertise.  

A: We are looking at different ways to move away from the border to do our trade compliance/enforcement work.  With regard to centralizing some of the import specialist roles, this is still a complex issue that we need to discuss, particularly in light of how it would impact the Office of Field Operations.  We don’t want to interrupt current port operations.  We are also looking to see how our national policies can be implemented in a more diverse/layered approach so to lead to a centralized process.  I don’t know if we are there yet.

Q: The Deputy Commissioner mentioned unfair trade laws.  CBP just published a labor report which stated that they issued over 150 million dollars in AD/CVD bills that they had not yet collected.  Is that going to be within the purview of your office and will this improve?

A: We are very interested in knowing how to better approach this problem.  CBP is trying to the best of its ability to protect the revenue. However, illegitimate importers don’t have any problems finding loopholes and avoiding payment.  We need to come up with solutions to approach this problem.  We are interested in hearing your feedback within the scheme of current laws and regulations.

Q: With respect to the HTSUS for next year, the trade has to take into consideration the 24 Hour rule with regard to the timing of the new HTS statistical breakouts.  Are you taking the transit times for some of these goods into consideration? 

A: Our current process will not end the day the President signs the declaration.  However, we need to understand all of the business processes and impacts in order to mitigate those problems.  We look forward to receiving your input on this.  Give us a laundry list of issues.

Trade Comment: You might want to take into consideration the fact that the congressional review period is a review period for the 8 digit tariff.  Why not have a review period for the full 10 digit level?  The statute does not say that the review period needs to be limited to the 8 digit level.  That would be a tremendous benefit to the trade.

A: My understanding is that Congress was not interested in changing the lay over period.

Automated Commercial Environment (ACE) Update- Lou Samenfink
Q: Within the current framework of the ACE Help Desk phone options, when a new user calls in they are provided with 6 options, none of which say “ACE”.  Can’t something be done about that?

A: The phone tree was recently revised to provide users who call in with 4 options.  What you need to understand is that this phone tree is nation wide and as such, not all issues are going to be related to ACE.  But if you are saying that you want an option that is exclusive to ACE,  that is something that we can take back.

Q: What groups of ports are in the 2nd mandatory cluster?

A: That is the Southern border cluster: Texas, California and New Mexico.  This should be published sometime in January.

Q: We heard you mention that one of the biggest problems you have is the interface between ACS and ACE Data.  When it comes to the development of the 10+2 data set and the decision to develop that in ACS, doesn’t that further exacerbate that problem?

A: From a technical perspective, although the decision to do this in ACS was not wise, this was not the reason behind doing the 10+2 security filing in ACS.  We will have further discussions on that this week.  The purpose of 10+2 is national security.  That needs to happen immediately.  We cannot wait another year until ACE is up and running.

Q: Reports still take too long to run.  When is the roll out of Business Objects and can we count on that helping to alleviate the reports problem?

A: Bulk Data Download (Authorized Business Data Exchange)/Business Objects should roll out in late March- early April 2007.  We are looking at the move to Business Objects as well early next year.  This should help reports run faster.

Announcement from Janet Pence:  I would like you all to know that we have instituted an expanded role for the Help Desk/Account Services Desk.  They will assist accounts who use the Portal and will be playing an increasing role as we roll out ESAR.  The Account Services Desk will be staffed from 4:00 am until midnight.  Bilingual support will also be available in Spanish.

Q: Can you send out an email to the ACE Account Owners regarding that change? 

A: Yes.

Q: Will the Account Services Desk be able to answer technical questions regarding new functionality?

A: No.  You would still go to the Client Reps for technical and CATAIR type answers.  

Legal and Policy Update- Jeremy Baskin and Richard McManus
Announcement:  The agreement between CBP and trade with regard to drawback simplification will not be enacted in 2006 due to some concerns raised by splinter groups.  However, we fully expect the law to be enacted in Spring 2007.

It will be based on the 8 digit level comparison of import/export and will allow us to simplify/automate the drawback process.

Q: With regard to the 5 year limitation period for in-bond merchandise, what do you mean by showing of “good cause” to get an extension?

A: That is hard to say because it will be at the port director’s discretion.  An example of “good cause” might be if there has been a change in the ownership of the merchandise.  This will be on a case by case basis.  We will be promulgating regulations to provide you with further guidance.  

Question from M.J. Fiocco, Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA): Where is the Notice of Proposed Rule Making with regard to the FMCSA data elements?  Can you give us more information in that?

A: That notice is being drafted right now.  If you are interested, I can get you an advance draft.

Q: Have you identified the legislative vehicle for the new drawback law?

A: No.

Q: Will the new Terms and Conditions document be for new ACE Portal accounts or for existing ACE Portal accounts?

A: It will be for both.

Q: Will the new 520(a) language, as applies to preliquidation corrections made on a summary, also apply to Free Trade Agreements where the 520(d) provision is missing?

A: I am not sure.  We will need to look at the legislative history to make that determination.

Q: You referenced a revised ACE Application.  Will current users have to reapply and have to reissue their Power of Attorney (POA)?

A: You will not have to reapply or reissue a POA unless you want to.

Update on Canada Border Services Agency (CBSA) Commercial System-  Ralph Bishop
Q: When can we expect Phase 3 Highway to roll out?

A: We can’t give you a firm date yet.  We are currently developing a deployment strategy and will be sharing this with the trade community via the External Stakeholders Partnership Network (ESPN).

Q: You mentioned a stakeholder group that will be similar to the TSN.  What group is that?

A: This will be through the External Stakeholders Partnership Network (ESPN) and will be for all modes and all importers, brokers, etc.  We will have working groups that are separate from the Canadian Association of Importers and Exporters (IE Canada).

Q: Will transponders presently used for northern activities also be used for southern activities?

A: We are working on that.  We have spoken to carriers and understand the importance of this issue.

Q: Can we get a copy of this presentation?

A:  It will be posted on the CBP.gov website.

Q: Will Canada recognize C-TPAT program participants as low risk?

A: Discussions are on-going with regard to this issue.

Q: How will the working group that is in place now in the adaptation of the Administrative Monetary Penalty System (AMPS) work out with the ACE rollout?

A: We will have to get back to you on that.

Q: You referenced the Advance Trade Data Initiative (ATDI).  What is your plan with that?

A: We are currently just in marine mode working with importers to come up with other sources of information to help out with risk assessment.  It will be along the lines of Advance Trade Data Initiative

Q: Do you have a plan in place with regard to the implementation of the HTS numbers for next year?  

A: I am sure there are plans in place.  This is not my area.  We will take that back.

Comment from trade: When you get that information, could that also be posted to the CBP.gov website along with this presentation?

Safe Port Act and Impact on ITDS- Tim Skud and Bill Inch

Q:  What is the status of the standard data set?

A:  We are down to 377 data elements in the standard data set.  We are still working on condensing that information.  We have mapped the first 22 agencies into the standard data set.  This is for imports only at this point, not exports.  We will coordinate with the WCO as well.

Q: Of the 377data elements, you said about 170 are related to licenses, permits and certificates.  Are those being tracked by HTS codes?

A: We’ve posted the data set on the TSN and ITDS website and you can see what each of the agency requires.  They are broken down by agency level, not HTS level.

Q: Which of the Participating Government Agencies (PGAs) are going to be interactive (that is, for purposes of admissibility) rather than statistical? 

A: About two thirds will be interactive.  We have three levels of PGA participation: agencies that have independent “hold” authority for purposes of admissibility; those that have an interest in cargo for inspectional/documentation purposes and can request a risk assessment hold (these agencies will need to substantiate that they have the inspectional resources on the ground to satisfy that condition); and the third level are those agencies that receive data from us on a specified timely basis.

Q: A lot of PGAs are still not in synch with ABI.  Are we planning on building new messaging in ACE or building modifications to ABI?

A: Some will be built in ABI, like ATDI.  We are however, also looking at alternative ways to receive messages other than ABI.

Update on Advance Trade Data Elements for Targeting- Michael Mullen, Richard DiNucci, Bruce Leeds, Jim Phillips

Q: The Safe Port Act specifically mentions ocean and you said it could possibly be expanded to truck and air, how so?

A: In accordance with the Trade Act, the first step is maritime.  As it does not make sense in the long run to just isolate that environment, we would also like to tailor this to other modes.  That may however, require additional legislation.

Q: Will there be outreach to the rest of the trade community (that is, outside of TSN) where discussion/data can be posted on the CBP website?

A: Yes, we will be doing that.  We are working on a document that we can post to the website and that will be open to comments.  We will also go into our Notice of Proposed Rule Making process next year to allow ample opportunity for comment.

Q: In the Secure Freight Initiative you are looking at 100% scanning at designated ports.  Shouldn’t we be considering exceptions or reduction of the ATDI requirements since you are looking at 100% inspection at those ports?

A: That initiative is only being piloted at three ports.  We still have a lot of issues to work out.  It will be a long time until we get to 100% scanning on everything.  At some point, what you are suggesting might make sense, but as far as that advance scanning approach goes, there is much testing that has to be done before that becomes a routine requirement.

It is also important to remember that we need to have a facilitation piece to this.  That is, what can we do to provide some benefits there?

Q: The Safe Port Act incorporates certain Trade Act 2002 provisions.  The law says that the regulations will permit parties to transmit information on the basis of what is reasonably believed to be true.  We are looking forward to seeing language that will give the trade the flexibility suggested by the law.  Can you comment on that?

A: We have been discussing some of the exceptions.  We don’t want to put you in the position of changing your business practices.  The language you are referencing is from a DRAFT document that was intended only as a strawman to encourage discussion.  Although we want to work these issues as far as possible before implementation, at some time we have to implement this to see what the real problems are and not just the hypothetical ones.  We are really looking for a best faith approach to 10+2.

Commissioner W. Ralph Basham

Q: How will the new Congress and Senate handle ACE funding?

A: We have already obtained approval from the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) for 2007 funding strategies. That will then move on to the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and then Congress. Regardless of who is in power however, we are in constant communication with Congress on this issue, and they are very supportive of ACE.

Q: There is advocacy on the Hill for 100% inspection of cargo.  How will CBP address that issue with Congress and explain the delicate balance of trade?

A: The problem we have is with definitions.  Depending on who you talk to, 100% inspection/screening can mean different things.  We will have discussions with the Hill to explain that this concept, although successful with the Transportation Security Administration (TSA), does not work similarly with trade.  For CBP purposes, we also do 100% screening.  However, this screening is only for purposes of high risk cargo.  This does not always translate into a physical examination.  We are going to be using advance information, 10 + 2, etc. . We need to protect the trade part of our twin approach.  We understand that since hostile countries cannot take us down militarily, they will try to do this via our economy.  We need to make that clear to Congress.

Entry Summary Accounts & Revenue (ESAR) A1 Account Screens Session:  Carriers, Attorneys, Facility Operators, etc.- John Leonard, Kevin Bridgford, Chris Mayer, Selma Larson, Jim Byram, Jerry Quinn, Kirti Bhardwaj, Don Huber, Stuart Schmidt, Robin Reynolds

Q: Are there plans to allow Free and Secure Trade (FAST) drivers to be added into the database?  Today, if a FAST driver is part of the pool he cannot be added to this database.

A: The FAST drivers already exist in the system.  Although you can’t relate the FAST driver to the account, you don’t need to add all of the information- just the ACE ID.  There are no plans to add FAST driver to the account in A1.

Comment: You stated that screens would give visibility to the company officers and their social security numbers.  I don’t think there should be visibility to that information.  Who has access to these screens?  Why do you need to show the social security number?  Comment from the trade: Once the social security numbers are entered, any future views should only reflect the last four digits of the social security numbers.

A: Yes, we understand the importance of this issue.  We are currently working  to come up with an alternate solution.

Q: How do we add a driver to our Portal account in A1?

A: Any carrier who wants to add an existing driver can do a search and can then add the driver.  All the details of the driver will be seen by the second carrier.  The Portal also features a legal disclaimer to cover this situation. 

Q: I hope that when you talk about these ACE IDs you will be avoiding duplicates.  Are you thinking in terms of connecting the ACE IDs so that they can be rolled up into local and corporate offices?  That is, is there a plan to have a hierarchy with the account codes?  

A:  There is a function of account lists that relates all of the accounts.   E.g., UPS will have one account that lists multiple accounts under it.

Q: For example, would UPS, Houston have its own ACE ID separate from UPS, Miami, or UPS, NY?

A: The ACE IDs are based on SCACs.  So UPS would have one account.  UPS would then appoint a Trade Account Owner to manage access of that account.

Q: I have a question relating to adding an existing driver to the account.  Is an alert provided to the driver when that information is being changed or updated?

A: No, an alert will not be sent out to the driver regarding the fact that his information is being added to the carrier’s account.  The premise is that the driver has shared that information with the carrier.

Q: Is there any mechanism to control typos?

A: There is a duplication check process in the system, but that is the extent of the check.  

Q: What facilities are we speaking of in A1?  Would that include maritime facilities?

A: This would include Container Freight Stations (CFS), Container Examination Stations (CES), and others.  This would be limited to bonded facilities because they are the only facilities that we regulate.  It will not include maritime facilities at this time.

Q: Who has the ability to edit the driver information?

A: Based on the A1 design, multiple parties can edit that information, including the driver.  Anyone who has access to four specific data elements pertaining to the driver will be able to search for a party, add that party to their account, and then maintain that information.  A legal disclaimer will pop up every time a search is done.  This is not EDI functionality.  This is Portal functionality.  The idea is that the carriers will create and maintain the information with the permission of the driver.  The driver, if he has a Portal account, can just give the carrier their ACE ID.

Trade Comment:  We have a concern with multiple parties editing the same data for the driver.

A: The other alternative is that we continue to have incorrect information because we can’t count on the drivers to provide us with up to date information.  Drivers move, change addresses, etc.

Q: Is this handled the way a FAST driver is entered into the system?

A: It is somewhat different with FAST.  The FAST drivers have voluntarily given us a lot of information and we then assign them an ID and card.  

Q: What are the search data elements?

A: Last name, first name, date of birth (DOB), and commercial driver’s license (CDL).  

Q: If you gave the driver the ability to establish his account and update that information  it would avoid all of these issues.  What happens if you do a search for a driver whose last name is “DOE” but you spell it “DOUGH” and you put in the proper DOB and CDL?  What will you get?

A: You would not find that individual.

Q: All of our carriers use MEDPID to get information into the system.  Will we be able to attach a driver using MEDPID?

A: Yes.  You will get a message that the driver exists and you will be able to update that information.

Q: What about FAST drivers?

A: That process will stay the same.  We are working this through legal and policy.

Q: Is the intent to replace the current list of warehouses maintained by the ports?

A: Yes, in the future, they will be created and maintained in ACE.

Q: Will we have one profile listing all of the warehouses?

A: We will have to get back to you.

Q: If I submit a manifest via EDI and subsequently want to change the driver, is that data in the Portal with the available search function, or will that not be in the Portal because I submitted the manifest via EDI?

A: That information would not be in the Portal unless the driver had been added to the account via the Portal or MEDPID.

Comment: If I use a FAST Proximity card, all the details of that driver are saved on the manifest.  It would be nice to save that driver’s name against a FAST proximity card for confirmation that the right number has been keyed in.

Entry Summary Accounts & Revenue (ESAR) A1 Account Screens Session:  Brokers, Freight Forwarders and Software Providers:  Kevin Bridgford, Jim Byram, Stuart Schmidt

Broker Account:

Q:  Who will enter the information for a new broker?

A:  When a new broker applies for a license, CBP will begin to create that account.  For those who already have ACE accounts, the data will be brought over from ACS.


Q:  Who makes the changes later?

A:  Pursuant to the Terms and Conditions agreement, the trade will be maintaining their  own information.  CBP however, will have sole rights to update certain data elements.

Q:  Will there be a guide or user manual to show the trade how this works? 

A:  Web based training will be available (WBT) to show you how to use new functionality.  There will also be “Help” functionality on the portal itself.


Q:  Who can assign access rights?

A:  As is the process today, both the Trade Account Owner and the proxy account owner will be able to assign access rights.


Q:  Is there any scripting available to update some of this information?


A:  There has been no discussion on that topic yet.

Q:  This capability is focused on brokers who are filers.  Is this going to be used by individual brokers?

A:  For now, although brokers would have the ability to view this information, only CBP will be able to maintain this information.

C:  Currently brokers are not receiving their triennial fee notifications because of address errors or changes.

C:  If you are going to change a qualifier then the licensed broker must be on your list.


Q:  Do I need all three pieces of information to do a search? 

A:  You will need first and last name (exact match) or license number.

Q:  Can a licensed broker be added to more than one account? 

A: Yes, a licensed broker can be added to more than one account, but they cannot be a qualifier.

Q:  What happens if there is more than one person with the same name?

A:  You will not get a list of multiples.  You will be required to enter the license number.

Q:  Will this replace the current requirement to notify CBP of employee changes?


A:  Yes, you can use the portal for that.

Q:  Do I have to certify that?

A:  No, the assumption is that you are keeping your portal up to date with employee changes.

Q:  What about fee payments?


A:  That is part of A2.

Q:  Is the employee list segregated by port? I think we currently have to turn these in on  a port by port basis.


A:  I think that is now at the permit level.


C:  It would be beneficial to be able to maintain the list by port.

Q:  For the licensed brokers, do I have to add this information or will the information be there?  Am I searching on the ACE data base or just on the information I have input? 

A:  All of the individual license information stored at the port level will be moved to ACE.  You will need to add your licensed brokers who are not qualifiers.  The qualifiers will be moved to ACE.

Q:  Who would maintain that portion of the account for the broker?  Would we contact broker management or our CBP account manager?

A:  We will be maintaining the current rules, that is, you should contact who you contact  today.


Q:  Will the account be able to view a list of their current brokers?

A:  The account will be able to view a list of current employees under the license brokers tab.  You will also be able to add and delete.  


Q; Will we be able to print a list of our employees?


A:  Yes, you will be able to run a report to view that information. 

Q:  Will there be a set of broker management reports that brokers can run through the portal?


A:  Yes, there will be broker management reports for A1.


Q:  Will brokers have the licenses, permits and certificates (LPC) tab?

A:  Not for A1.  That will only be available on the importer view.  There is no transactional data attached.


C:  In the future, PGAs might be issuing licenses directly to the brokers.


A:  If that changes, then we would make that tab available.

C:  If a broker operates a warehouse you would see the LPC information.

C:  Stuart Schmidt: On the southern border the broker needs an FDA permit to bring in agricultural merchandise. 

Q:  Do you have to belong to an organization to see this information?  Say I am an independent broker and not associated with any company, would my name still appear?

A:  If you have your individual license, have applied for the permit, and have a filer code, then your information would be available under your broker view. ACE portal accounts are only available to those brokers with a CBP assigned filer code and one active broker permit.

Q:  Under the employee list, can you remove the employee or are they deactivated like under “Manage People”?


A:  You are actually able to remove the employee from the list.

Q:  Will there be a query where you can see any licensed broker in the US? 

A:  No, you will not be able to view a listing of all brokers.

Service Provider Account:

Trade users will only be able to maintain addresses and list of contacts.

Q:  Wouldn’t you want to collect information on the relationship between the service provider and their accounts?  

A:  That will be A2.

Q:  We have multiple filer codes.  Do you provide for that?

Yes, you can have multiple filer codes and they will appear in your Account List.

Q:  Is there contact information to be maintained as well as address information?

Yes, you can add, edit or remove a contact.  The same applies for address information.

Q:  Who controls access to the account?

The Trade Account Owner will go to a new view called “Manage Access” and will be able to add users and view account data.

Q:  I have a broker account and I want to obtain an FTZ view; do I have to file a new application?

A:  You would work with your Account Manager on that.  There are access permissions associated with each account type.

Q:  What is the anticipated delivery date for A1?

A:  Kevin Bridgford: we are pushing for May 2007.

Q:  When will testing take place?

A:  We are now moving through the testing phase.  We are part way through software integration testing (SWIT) and will then be moving to systems integration testing (SIT) and then systems acceptance testing (SAT).

Q:  Will the trade be testing with you as well?

A:  We are looking to mid to late January 2007 to involve the trade in testing.

Warehouse Account: 

Under facility operator, if you operate both a bonded warehouse and a FTZ you will have two facility views.

Q:  Where is the facility operator data coming from? 

A:  Some of the data is coming from ACS and some from local ports.

Q:  As a broker and importer, where is the bond information?  

A:  If your entity requires a bond then you would see a bond tab.

Q:  Under the description of the warehouse, is that up to the individual or is there a standard? 

A:  That is a free form text field.  CBP will activate the warehouse based on your description. 
Q:  If I had a carrier bond, where would I see that? 

A:  You would go to the bond tab under your carrier view.  

Q:  Right now we send test entries to ABI using port code 8888, once we have visibility, will we see those entries? 

A:  When ACE becomes the system of record, you will no longer be using 8888 in ACS  to test ABI applications.  All testing will be performed in the certification region. These entries will not show up on any reports run via your ACE Portal Account.  Even if we continue to allow 8888 in the ACE certification region, those entries will not show up on any reports that are run in ACE production.
Q:  Can we add the employee information and then select an employee and move them over as an account user?  

A: No.  There is no association between the two so you will have to enter that information a second time.

Q:  For access privileges, is there a code/template we can use to create additional users? 

A: That is not planned for A1 or A2.

Q:  Are you considering using the name of the person as the e-mail address in lieu of the user identification (ID)?  

A:  At the present time, CBP will use the hash ID for log in purposes.

Entry Summary Accounts & Revenue (ESAR) A1 Account Screens Session:  Importers, Exporters and Sureties:  Chris Mayer, Jerry Quinn, Don Huber
Q:  Is there a copy and paste capability if it’s just a new suffix. 

A:  No 

Q:  Can you modify within ACE for address changes? 

A.  Yes

Q:  Is there a connection between the Point of Contact and the address? 

A:  The point of contact can have an address that is different or the same as the address noted on the 5106.  

Q:  For licenses, permits and certificates, is there a plan to include a section for blanket statements, e.g. TOSCA statements, AD/CVD blanket reimbursements? 

A:  This will be addressed in M1 for purposes of admissibility.

Q:  Can you provide clarification with regard to accounts making updates if they have a continuous bond on file?  

A:  If a continuous bond is on file, there is certain information for which changes will have to go through the National Finance Center (NFC).

Q:  Will CBP provide the trade with a list of changes that are permissible through the portal before A1 goes live? 

A: This information will be included in the training materials.

Q: Is it accurate to state that users on the bond can change their address by changing the 5106, but that name and address cannot be changed? 

A:  Phyllis Henry will confirm what can and cannot be changed in A1, and compare that to the capabilities that exist today. 

Q:  For future functionality, if I get BATF permit to import 100 munitions items, can I decrement through ACE?  

A:  ACE is being designed to accommodate this in M2.  

Q:  Is there any way to give the trade information from a security or x-ray exam?  The trade would be interested in knowing that CBP has conducted these types of exams. 

A:  The CBP Policy Office has no plans to share the results of Non-Intrusive Inspections (NII) with the trade.  

C:  Lou Samenfink explained that CBP cannot provide remarks and that this information is taken out of iTRAC.

C:  The trade has previously raised this issue with COAC, but no answer has yet been provided.  This is important to the trade because if a company doesn’t know it is being targeted they can’t go back and fix the problem.

Rotation One: Cargo Control & Release (CCR) M1 & M2: Brokers, Freight Forwarders, Carriers- Kim Santos, Vincent Annunziato

Q: Do we have dates for A1? A2?

A: A1 is currently planned for May 2007.  A2 is currently scheduled for October 2008 (successful M1 deployment in October 2008 is also contingent on successful deployment of A2).

Q: What is the rollout relationship between A1 and M1?

A: There is a dependency with M1 on the reference files being developed in A1.

Q: In ocean, will the examination release messages that are sent to carriers now be sent to brokers?

A: Any messages that are usually sent to the carriers will now be sent to the brokers IF the broker is nominated in the bill of lading.

Comment: The problem is that there are thousands of bills of lading where the broker is not nominated but where the broker is making entry.  

Comment: The trade has submitted a GIF on this related to query functionality.  It would be better however, to receive this information directly. 

A: We can look into this for you.  We will need to build an indicator in our data set that would allow brokers to request examination release messages even when the broker is not nominated on the bill of lading.  This would be in addition to the query capability that you would get through the submitted GIF.  We would need a GIF separate from RSC-015 (manifest query: allow broker/filers and terminal operators to access data to determine status of BOLs).  We can follow up with you on this.

Q: Can we get a copy of the Air Manifest Notes from Mike Young?

A: The air manifest requirements for M2 will be posted to the TSN link of the CBP website.  The link is: 
http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/toolbox/about/modernization/trade_support_network/dec2006_highlights/
Rotation Two: Entry Summary Accounts & Revenue (ESAR) A2- Post Release & Finance: Brokers, Freight Forwarders, Carriers- John Leonard, Valarie Neuhart, Phyllis Henry, George DelSignore, Paul Nugent

Q: When the post summary corrections (PSC) functionality is rolled out will we need to resend the whole entry summary or just the change?  The trade would like to do an entire resend of the data.

A: That has not yet been decided. 

Q: If a nonfiler files the PSC will the filer get an update that a PSC has occurred?

A: That question is more specific for the Portal.  Once we deploy functionality via the Portal we will indicate to the filer how the PSC was made.  

Q: On the response to CBP, has there been any consideration of using AII as an acceptable response.

A: We are looking into that now.  We are looking to form a workgroup with the Entry Committee around Automated Invoice Interface (AII) discussions.  

Comment: We had a subcommittee for purposes of addressing continuous bonds.  During our discussions we found out that collectively in the industry, there are a lot of existing decentralized processes.  I suggest that before we move to A2, we try and standardize the requirements for the single transaction bonds.  Right now there are a lot of inconsistencies.  

Q: If single transactions bond become part of the e-bond system does that mean that remote location filing (RLF) will embrace an entry that requires single transaction bond? In today’s environment it requires a continuous bond.

A: I would say yes, that we can proceed in that direction, but we will need to follow up with you.

Q: With regard to a broker being able to designate a statement payable at any port, will that require port approval?

A: Not at the payment level.  

Q: If we do a PSC for additional duties after initial payment, where do we put that?

A: You can include that on a daily statement, but we will need to look at those details.

Q: Currently, the daily statement is combined with the paper document.  What will happen when the daily statement goes away?

A: You will be sent an ABI message regarding documents required.  We have no further answers for you as to the time.  We are working with the Office of Field Operations (OFO) on this issue.
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