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I. OPENING OF THE MEETING 

 
Introduction 

1. Ms. Hong Nguyen Thi Khanh, from Vietnam Customs, outgoing Chairperson of 
the Revised Kyoto Convention Management Committee (RKC/MC) opened the meeting 
and gave the floor to Ms. Ana B. Hinojosa, Director of Compliance and Facilitation, for 
her opening remarks. 
 

2. In her opening remarks, Ms. Ana B. Hinojosa, welcomed delegates (see list of 
participants in Annex I) to the 17th Meeting of the RKC/MC. 
   

3. She started by expressing her satisfaction with the increase in the number of 
Contracting Parties since the last meeting, having risen from 108 to 112 following the 
accession of Kuwait, Sao Tome and Principe, Burkina Faso and Tunisia.  Ms. Hinojosa 
further elaborated that, for the current calendar year, there had been a total of seven 
new Contracting Parties and the Secretariat had been informed that other Members 
were in the process of completing or had already completed their national accession 
procedures. 
 

4. In the context of a steady growth in the number of accessions to the RKC, Ms. 
Hinojosa reminded delegates that the RKC/MC was looking at the need to conduct a 
comprehensive review of the Convention and provided some background information 
concerning the decisions taken by the RKC/MC at its 15th and 16th Meetings in 
November 2016 and April 2017 respectively.  
 

5. Turning to the items on the RKC/MC Agenda, the Director hoped for fruitful 
discussions on the final Report of the Virtual Working Group (RKCVWG), which had 
been established at the 15th Meeting of the RKC/MC and had been tasked with 
mapping out the process and developing a plan, including key objectives, a broad 
approach, tasks and a roadmap.  She further informed delegates that the Secretariat 
would provide an update concerning a research study on how other international 
organizations updated/reviewed and monitored the implementation of their 
Conventions. 
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6. Other Agenda items would engage delegates in discussions on the challenges 
faced by Members in their accession processes and the solutions found, through the 
sharing of national experiences on the implementation of certain RKC provisions and 
exchanges concerning the delivery, since November 2016, of RKC-related capacity 
building activities. 
 

7. The Director concluded by encouraging active participation by, and valuable 
contributions from, delegates while expecting a number of key outcomes including 
providing guidance on the preparation for accession to as well as implementation of the 
RKC. 

 
 
8. After the Director’s introductory remarks, the Chairperson asked the Secretariat 

to provide delegates with some administrative guidance for the meeting. 
 
Conclusion 
 

9. The Management Committee took note of the opening remarks by Ms. Hinojosa, 
Director of Compliance and Facilitation. 

 
 

II. ELECTION OF THE CHAIRPERSON AND VICE-CHAIRPERSON 
 

Introduction 
 

10. Ms. Hong Nguyen Thi Khanh, the outgoing Chairperson of the RKC/MC, informed 
delegates that in accordance with Article 6, paragraph 7 of the Convention, the 
Management Committee is required to elect a Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson.  She 
then called for nominations for the post of Chairperson.  

 
11. Mr. Masanori HIRAKI, Japan Customs, was unanimously elected Chairperson 

upon a proposal by Burkina Faso, supported by China, Netherlands, Malaysia, India 
and the European Union (EU).  

 
12. The incoming Chairperson cordially accepted his nomination and thanked 

delegates for their support.  He then expressed his commitment to facilitating the 
discussion in an effective and efficient manner.  After taking up the post of Chairperson, 
he called for nominations for the post of Vice-Chairperson. 

 
13. Mr. Maurice Emiola ADEFALOU, from Benin Customs, was unanimously elected 

Vice-Chairperson of the Committee following a proposal by Sweden supported by 
Vietnam.  

 
Conclusion 
 

14. Mr. Masanori HIRAKI (Japan Customs) and Mr. Maurice Emiola ADEFALOU 
(Benin Customs) were, respectively, unanimously elected Chairperson and Vice-
Chairperson of the Committee. 
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III. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 

 
Doc. PO0098 

 
Introduction 

 

15. The Chairperson presented the draft Agenda as reproduced in Doc. PO0098.  
 

16. In relation to how the draft Agenda had been developed, he highlighted the fact 
that the Secretariat had received requests from Members on the implementation of 
certain RKC provisions.  In that regard, India had offered to share its national 
experience in some specific areas, as reflected in the draft Agenda.  The other key item 
was the final Report of the RKCVWG. 
 

17. The Chairperson reminded delegates that at the 16th Meeting of the RKC/MC, 
the RKCVWG, established during the 15th Meeting of the RKC/MC, had presented an 
interim Report and was expected to present its final Report during this meeting.  The 
Report of the RKCVWG was appended to Doc. PO0099, together with three Annexes. 
 

18. The Chairperson then indicated that, in accordance with Article 6, paragraph 10 
of  the RKC, the Committee would adopt a Report before the closure of its session 
and that this would be transmitted to the Permanent Technical Committee (PTC) and 
the Council for information, as well as to the Contracting Parties and Observers. 
 

19. He then invited delegates to make comments and suggestions, if any, and to 
adopt the draft Agenda. 
 

20. The Delegate of Vietnam suggested that the RKC/MC consider the adoption of 
Terms of Reference (ToR) of the Working Group, the establishment of which was 
proposed in the final Report of the RKCVWG.  This could be dealt with either under 
Agenda item IV (Report of the RKCVWG) or under Agenda item VIII (Any Other 
Business). 
 

21. The Delegates of the EU and Sweden were of the opinion that the approval of the 
final Report of the RKCVWG and the draft ToR of the new Working Group were to be 
considered separately. 

 
Conclusion 

22. The Management Committee adopted the Agenda as set out in Doc. PO0098, 
taking into account the comments by delegates. 

 
 

IV. REPORT OF THE REVISED KYOTO CONVENTION VIRTUAL WORKING GROUP 
(RKCVWG) 

 
Doc. PO0099 

 Presentation by Sweden (Vice-Chair of the RKCVWG) 

 Interim report by the Secretariat on research study on “how other international 
Organizations update/review and monitor the implementation of their 
Conventions.” 
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Introduction 
 
23.  The Chairperson recalled that at the 15th Meeting of the RKC/MC, delegates had 

established an RKC Virtual Working Group (RKCVWG), and tasked the Group with 
mapping out the process and developing a plan including key objectives, a broad 
approach, tasks and a roadmap. The RKCVWG had also been tasked with examining 
how other international organizations updated their respective conventions. He 
indicated that during the 16th Meeting of the RKC/MC held in April 2017, while adopting 
an interim Report the RKCMC had unanimously endorsed the review of the Convention, 
in a comprehensive manner (including the Body, the General Annex, the Specific 
Annexes, and the Guidelines). 
 

24.  The Secretariat briefly introduced Doc. PO0099E, thanking the RKCVWG 
members for the final Report. 

 
25.  The Vice-Chair of the RKCVWG presented the final Report, guiding delegates 

through its content including the Implementation Plan and stakeholder engagement. 
Going forward, he mentioned some of the key actions with indicative timelines that 
included addressing fundamental horizontal issues, taking into account the outcomes of 
the legal study report on ‘how other international organisations review/update and 
monitor the implementation of their respective conventions’, as well as carrying out 
detailed work on the Body and horizontal issues, General Annex and Specific Annexes 
and Guidelines through three respective Sub-Groups. 

 
26.  The Vice-Chair of the RKCVWG concluded by inviting the RKC/MC to examine 

and endorse the final report and establish a Working Group with Terms of Reference 
(ToR) for carrying out a revision of the RKC. 

 
27.  The Secretariat then provided a brief overview of the progress made to date with 

regard to the legal study being conducted by the Secretariat through a contractor - 
Azevedo Sette Advogados Associados, a Brazil based law firm.  The contractor had 
initiated the envisaged work as mandated by the 16th Meeting of the RKCMC.  It was 
expected that the final report would be available in early January 2018. 

 
Summary of discussions  

 
28.  The Chairperson said that the new Working Group would take into account the 

result of the legal study.  
 

29.  Speaking on behalf of the European Union (EU) and its Member States, the 
Delegate of the EU expressed appreciation of the final Report produced by the 
RKCVWG and supported its content and the suggested way forward.  Recognizing the 
large volume of work ahead, the Delegate of the EU stressed that the revision work 
should be initiated without any further delay by involving non-Contracting Parties and 
other stakeholders. 

 
30.  Underlining the importance and continued relevance of the RKC from a private 

sector perspective, the Delegate of the Global Express Association (GEA) noted the 
lengthy and challenging review process that the RKC/MC was about to embark upon.  
However, by using corporate knowledge, bearing in mind lessons learned from the past 
and identifying concrete review proposals, this task could be accomplished.  He also 
suggested that instead of a silo approach to the revision of the Body, General Annex, 
Specific Annexes and Guidelines through different Sub-Groups, a thematic approach, 
as indicated the stakeholder engagement plan, could be adopted for the review of the 
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RKC by identifying specific areas (such as supply chain security, post-clearance audit 
and risk management) that required some amendment/enhancement. 

 
31.  The Vice-Chair of the RKCVWG added that the Implementation Plan and 

associated actions were living documents that could be enriched/adjusted based on 
needs and requirements, going forward.  Some of the issues for which amendments 
were required had already been identified and appended as Annex III to the Report.  

 
32.  Concerning the issue of whether the RKC should remain a Convention or become 

a Framework of Standards (FoS), as mentioned in the RKCVWG’s Final Report under 
the Implementation Plan, diverse views were expressed by several delegates. 

 
33.  The Vice-Chair of the RKCVWG said that the new Group should be able to 

discuss the best way forward and that might include changing the present character of 
the Convention. 

 
34.  The Delegate of the EU clarified that the RKC might remain as a Convention. 

However, there was a need to discuss whether there were ways the Convention could 
be amended in a more flexible way; all the options could then be presented to the 
RKC/MC for its consideration and decision. 

 
35.  The Delegate of the Russian Federation noted the need to strengthen the RKC 

and make it a most up-to-date instrument by reflecting new developments, whilst 
keeping it as a Convention. 

 
36.  The Delegate of Spain, though favouring the Convention option, suggested that 

the future Group examine various options with pros and cons (e.g., Convention or 
Framework of Standards or both), as some countries might encounter difficulties in 
acceding to/ratifying the Convention. 

 
37.  The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the whole idea of keeping the RKC 

as a Convention or converting it into a FoS had come up during the discussion of the 
RKCVWG on how to keep the Convention up-to-date on a regular basis, as was the 
case with the review of the SAFE Framework of Standards every three years.  She 
indicated that this idea could be fleshed out by the new Group, based on the legal study 
report. 

 
38.  The Delegate of the Netherlands noted that if the legal study report suggested a 

better option for regularly updating the Convention, the RKC could indeed continue as a 
Convention.  He then underlined the fact that the nature of the instrument had a direct 
bearing on its implementation and the measurement thereof, as   a FoS did not provide 
any legal basis for monitoring implementation.  He also noted that there might be a 
legal issue as regards whether the RKCMC was competent to turn the Convention into 
a FoS.  Furthermore, it might be a good thing to approach the national parliament with 
an updated instrument to showcase how Customs was at the forefront of facilitating 
international trade. 

 
39.  In the same vein, the Delegate of Vietnam stressed that within the framework of 

RKC, the RKC/MC had no mandate to consider and change the character of the 
Convention. 
 

40.  While welcoming the interventions by the previous speakers, the Delegate of the 
United States underscored the need to keep the Convention updated in terms of 
evolutions within Customs and other international developments, bearing in mind 
certain practicalities. 
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41.  The Delegate of Burkina Faso suggested that when updating the RKC and 

looking into the issue of a Convention or a FoS, the Group should take into account 
how other WCO Conventions were updated, such as instance the updating of Annex to 
the Harmonized System (HS) Convention every five years. 

 
42.  Highlighting the importance of the RKC as a flagship WCO tool that had also 

been used extensively during the negotiations on the WTO Agreement on Trade 
Facilitation (TFA) and the implementation thereof, the Delegate of India noted the need 
to strengthen some of the key concepts, such as risk management, coordinated border 
management and stakeholder engagement, thus leading to a balance between control 
and facilitation.  He supported the approach to, and process of, the revision of the RKC 
to make it a comprehensive and dynamic instrument and indicated his country’s interest 
in joining the new Working Group. 

 
43.  Commending the work done by the RKCVWG, the Delegate of Benin stressed 

the need to look at how other international organizations were managing their 
conventions.  He advocated a comprehensive review of the RKC without completely 
changing the legal status of the Convention, while retaining some flexibility for 
addressing new challenges. 

 
44.  The Delegate of China raised concerns about the interchangeable use of terms 

‘review’ and ‘revision’ and drew attention to the report of the 16th Meeting of the 
RKC/MC which had agreed to a comprehensive review (and not revision) of the RKC.  
She wished to know whether any legal opinion was sought during the last review 
process.  In addition, she mentioned that it was premature to take a decision on the 
nature of the RKC (Convention or FoS), as the legal study report and detailed impact 
analysis were not yet available. 

 
45.  Responding to China, the RKCVWG Vice-Chair said that based on the decision 

by the 16th Meeting of the RKC/MC to carry out a comprehensive review of the RKC, 
the RKCVWG Report had recommended moving forward and initiating the review work.  
Additionally, the Secretariat informed delegates that legal advice had been sought on 
the provisions of the Body, the transformation of the existing Annexes into a General 
Annex and Specific Annexes, and the terminologies used therein; the said Report 
would be provided to delegates.  

 
46.  The Delegate of Nepal said that like other Conventions, the RKC had to be 

updated; the focus should not only be on the content but also on the process.  He 
outlined some of the modern concepts that needed to be adequately addressed, such 
as a Single Window, Authorized Economic Operator (AEO) Programme, Customs 
automation, and risk management.  He added that thought should be given as to what 
incentives/benefits this review exercise would confer on developing countries and 
landlocked countries and what capacity building support would be required to accede 
to/ratify the revised Convention.  

 
47.  The Delegate of Japan pointed out that both a Convention and a FoS each 

presented their own advantages and disadvantages.  He noted that it was too early to 
take a decision on the character of the RKC.  

 
48.  The Delegates of Poland and the United Kingdom also felt that it was premature, 

at this stage, to discuss whether the RKC should remain as a Convention or be turned 
into an FoS.  This could be taken up at a later stage, based on the outcomes of further 
review work and the legal study report. 
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49.  Recalling the discussions held at the RKCVWG meeting, the Delegate of the EU 
wished to know how other WCO Conventions were amended/updated and enquired as 
to the estimated resources needed to carry out the review process.  

 
50.  With respect to the revision/update of other WCO Conventions, the Secretariat 

explained that the HS Convention set out a procedure for the update of its Annex 
through a four to seven-year review cycle.  It was currently being updated every five 
years.  However, as was the case with the RKC and other WCO Conventions, if a 
Contracting Party raised an objection to any part of the proposed amendment 
emanating from the HS Committee, the said amendment would be deemed to have not 
been accepted and would be withdrawn. 

 
51.  Furthermore, based on the previous review process and new developments since 

then, and bearing in mind that the current review process might take three years, the 
Secretariat provided a rough estimate of the resources required to carry out a 
comprehensive review of the RKC.  This estimated covered the Secretariat’s costs of 
four staff members dedicated to this review, legal advice in addition to the ongoing legal 
study, and meeting logistics including interpretation and translation into English and 
French.  In addition, there would be cost for Members and stakeholders to participate in 
the review process, including attending meetings.  The estimated cost would also 
depend on the nature of the Working Group – whether virtual or physical – and the 
number of face-to-face meetings, noting that there had generally been six face-to-face 
meetings a year during the last review process. 

 
52. Further discussion followed, during which the Delegates of China, the 

Netherlands, Vietnam, Poland and the United Kingdom expressed their views on the 
process adopted during the last review exercise and on how some of the procedures, 
including the means of interacting and exchanging information/views through various 
electronic means, had undergone changes and become more efficient, potentially 
requiring less face-to-face meetings during this review process.  Additionally, the WCO 
had developed a number of tools addressing most of the new topics and these could 
possibly be used for incorporating them into the RKC. However, it was noted that a 
structured approach to the review process was required and, as a first step, the 23 
issues already identified should be examined. The delegates further noted that the 
whole exercise would essentially be carried out by Members, with less involvement by 
the Secretariat this time. 

 
53. The Chairperson concluded the discussion on the Report of the RKCVWG by 

stating that the RKC/MC approved the Report, noting all the related interventions 
mentioned therein, and agreed to establish a new virtual Working Group to carry out the 
review work while taking into account the concerns and suggestions made by 
delegates.  He then invited delegates to reflect on the preliminary draft ToR for the 
newly established Group, which had been developed by a small group of Members in 
advance of the RKCMC Meeting. 

 
54.  During the ensuing discussion, several delegates provided various suggestions 

for establishing robust ToR.  
 

55.  The Delegate of Spain said that when revising the RKC, the reasons why it was 
not implemented in its entirety should also be borne in mind.  It would not be an 
achievement to update the current Convention/create a new Convention if it could not 
be implemented by Members.  To that end, he suggested that the ToR for the new 
Group also provide for examining the underlying issues and challenges in 
implementation of the RKC and, accordingly, finding solutions during the review 
process. 
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56.  After listening to the explanations of the WCO Secretariat, the Delegate of 

Vietnam suggested establishing a formal Working Group rather than a Virtual Working 
Group and, if required, seeking the approval of the Policy Commission and Council to 
that end.  However, all the working documents and reports should be made available 
through the WCO CLiKC! Platform to enable all WCO Members and relevant 
stakeholders to access them and contribute virtually as well. 

 
57.  The Delegate of Hungary also supported the idea of using the CLiKC! Platform as 

it had proven a successful medium for exchanging views in respect of other WCO 
working groups.  He noted that physical meetings, when necessary, could be 
organized. 

 
58.  Returning to the use of the terms ‘review’ and ‘revision’, the Delegate of China 

sought further clarification on the appropriateness of their utilization in the context of 
their respective meanings and urged their consistent use.  

 
59.  There was a view that the term ‘review’ should be used in the Report of the 

RKCVWG while the term ‘revision’ should be retained in the ToR, as the RKC/MC could 
always task the new Group to start the actual revision work.  However, based on a 
further discussion among delegates and the explanation concerning the meaning and 
context of the terms ‘review’ and ‘revision’ provided by the Secretariat, the Chairperson 
concluded that the term ‘review’ should be used in the ToR, as ‘review’ included 
potential revision, where necessary.  

 
60.  The Chairperson and the Vice-Chair of the RKCVWG reiterated that all the 

proposals concerning amendment/update of the RKC stemming from the new Group 
would, in any case, be finally considered and decided on by the RKC/MC. 

 
61.  The Secretariat sought clarification concerning its role in the whole process, so 

that it could better assess the resource requirements that would depend on, among 
other things, the nature of the Working Group – virtual or physical.  It also noted that the 
working languages of the group should be both official languages of the WCO (English 
and French), since the review process would involve a discussion on the legal texts of 
the Convention.  These issues needed greater clarity to permit a more accurate 
resource and cost estimation and, where required, seek the approval of the competent 
WCO bodies.  Additionally, the Secretariat informed the meeting that no budget had 
currently been allocated to the review process. 

 
62.  In response, some delegates recognized the importance of the Secretariat’s 

support in moving the review process forward and requested that the necessary 
resources be made available.  Accordingly, the Secretariat’s role in terms of providing 
all the necessary support was mentioned in the ToR.  Furthermore, resources should 
be reallocated, if necessary and where possible, to support the RKC review process. 

 
63.  Delegates expressed differing views on the body entitled to establish a new 

Working Group.  The Delegate of the EU stated that the RKC/MC was the competent 
body to establish the Working Group that should inform the Policy Commission and 
Council accordingly, whereas the Delegate of Mexico was of the view that, according to 
a June 2002 Policy Commission/ Council decision, any new group was to be created by 
the Policy Commission and the Council, though the creation of a virtual working group 
did not require such approval.  

 



PO0103E1 
 

9. 
 

64.  The Representatives of GEA and IATA stressed that the ToR should clearly 
provide for regular participation by private sector representatives in the review process, 
in line with the WCO’s policy of transparent engagement with the private sector. 

 
65.  Moving forward, the Delegate of Vietnam made an alternative proposal entailing 

(i) extending of the mandate of the present RKCVWG to continue work on the planned 
RKC review in the interim period, until the legal study report became available and (ii) 
developing comprehensive ToR for a new formal Working Group for which Policy 
Commission/Council approval might be required.  

 
66.  Based on several suggestions made by delegates, the Chairperson asked 

delegates to consider the following two options and decide on the way forward: 
 

i. discuss and finalize the draft ToR for setting up a new Virtual Working Group; 
or 
 

ii. extend the mandate of the existing RKCVWG for the interim period, in order 
to carry out the review work, develop comprehensive ToR and seek the 
necessary approval, as required, for establishing a formal Working Group 
with the requisite resources. 

 
67.  Reflecting on the above proposals by the Chairperson, the Delegate of the EU, 

speaking on behalf of its Member States and supported by Poland, expressed a 
preference for the first option.  

 
68. The Delegate of China requested clarification of the wording “adoption of the 

report”. The Secretariat provided a response that adoption means accepting the 
proposals contained in the report, with the suggestions made by the delegates. 
 

69.  Following that, the Chairperson came up with revised ToR reflecting various 
concerns and suggestions by delegates. 

 
70.  In a wide ranging discussion that followed, there were several suggestions and 

proposals from delegates. After a detailed deliberation and careful consideration of 
various proposals and counter proposals, the RKC/MC agreed to the ToR as set out in 
Annex III to this Report.  

 
71. The Delegate of China reiterated her concern of the wording “revision” in the 

conclusion part of the final report of the RKCVWG. 
 

Conclusion 
 

72. The RKC/MC : 
 

 approved the Final Report of the RKC Virtual Working Group (Annex II), 
noting all the related interventions; 
 

 agreed to establish a new virtual Working Group until the creation of a 
Working Group for the purpose of conducing a comprehensive review of the 
RKC, while taking into account the concerns and suggestions made by 
delegates; and 
 

 adopted the ToR for the a new virtual Working Group set out in Annex III to 
this Report. 
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V. PRESENTATIONS BY MEMBERS ON THEIR ACCESSION PROCEDURES: 
CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS 

 
Doc. PO0100 

 
Introduction 

 
73. The Chairperson mentioned that since its 10th Session, the RKC/MC had been 

inviting Members to present and share their experiences on accession procedures. 
 

74. This time, it was the Delegates of Burkina Faso and Nepal who were presenting 
their national experiences concerning their RKC accession procedures.  Their 
presentations would soon be available on the WCO Members' website. 

 
Summary of discussion 

 
75. During the ensuing discussion, the Chairperson, on behalf of the RKC/MC, 

congratulated Burkina Faso and Nepal on their successful accession to the RKC.  
 

Conclusion 
 

76. The RKC/MC took note of the presentations by Burkina Faso and Nepal on their 
accession procedures and encouraged Members to continue sharing their own 
experiences in this area. 

 
 

VI. EXCHANGE OF EXPERIENCES AND NATIONAL PRACTICES REGARDING THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF: 

 
Doc. PO0101 

 

 Chapter 8 of the General Annex : Relationship between Customs and third 
parties - India 

 
Doc. PO0101 

 
Introduction 

 
77. The Chairperson informed the Committee that the Secretariat had received 

informal enquiries from WCO Members on the implementation of Standard 3.27 and 
Transitional Standards 3.28 and 3.29 (Chapter 3 of the General Annex), as well as on 
the provisions concerning the relationship between Customs and third parties (Chapter 
8 of the General Annex). 
 

78. Bearing in mind that, according to Article 6.1, it is the competence of the RKC/MC 
to consider the implementation of the Convention and any measures to secure the 
uniformity of the interpretation and the application thereof, the Secretariat had 
developed a background document (PO0101) and had invited some Contracting parties 
to share their national experiences in these areas. 

 
79. The Delegate of India would share his country’s national experiences on the 

relationship between Customs and third parties during this meeting.  In addition, 
delegates were invited to share their national experiences on implementation of the 
provisions of Standard 3.27 and Transitional Standards 3.28 and 3.29. 
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Summary of discussion  
 

80. During the ensuing discussion, the Chairperson, on behalf of the RKC/MC 
thanked India for sharing the successful implementation of RKC provisions.  
 
Conclusion 
 

81. The RKC/MC took note of the explanations provided by the Secretariat and the 
presentation by India.  The RKC/MC recommended that Contracting Parties share their 
national practices in these areas for the benefit of others. 

 
 
VII. DELIVERY OF RKC-RELATED ACTIVITIES: DEVELOPMENTS SINCE THE 15TH RKC 

MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE MEETING 
 
Doc. PO0102E 

 
Introduction 

 
82. The Chairperson explained that the WCO regularly conducted a range of support 

activities related to accession and implementation of the RKC, both at regional and 
national level.  The support requested by WCO Members was provided by accredited 
experts from Member Customs administrations and by Secretariat staff.  
 

83. The WCO Secretariat presented Doc. PO0102 outlining RKC-related technical 
assistance and capacity building activities delivered by the WCO since the 15th Meeting 
of the RKC/MC, as well as support requested by Members.  

 
84. During the presentation, the Secretariat highlighted the fact that these activities 

were aimed not only at strengthening accession, but also at encouraging 
implementation of the RKC among WCO Members using two key approaches, namely 
(i) a gap analysis, to support RKC accession and (ii) the RKC Toolkit to enhance 
implementation of the Convention. Eleven RKC Workshops had been delivered since 
November 2016.  

 
85. The Secretariat further informed delegates that the activities delivered and the 

RKC-related capacity building provided had also enabled the WCO to complete the 
accreditation of three (3) Technical and Operational Advisers (TOAs) on the RKC and 
had afforded the Organization an opportunity to address some of the emerging 
accession issues facing Members. 

 
Summary of discussion 

 
86. A delegate expressed the view that Members should learn from the example of 

Nepal and Burkina Faso, two countries which had shared their experience in respect of 
RKC accession at this meeting of the RKC/MC.  Both had adopted the General Annex 
and all the Specific Annexes to the Convention simultaneously.  

 
87. He drew the RKC/MC’s attention to the fact that his country had adopted the 

General Annex to the Convention in 2010 and was currently making additional efforts to 
accept all the Specific Annexes.  In his view, his country could have acceded to the 
entire Convention in 2010; it had nevertheless failed to do so, and was currently facing 
a number of challenges as a result, especially due to the fact that the process of 
accepting Specific Annexes also required parliamentary approval.  He felt that these 
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challenges could have been avoided if his country had adopted both the General and 
Specific Annexes simultaneously back in 2010.   

 
88. He indicated that in order for Members which were in the process of acceding to 

the Convention to avoid potential duplication of work by adopting the General and 
Specific Annexes at different junctures, it would make sense for Members to accede to 
the entire Convention at once. 
 
Conclusion 
 

89. The RKC/MC: 
 

- took note of the capacity building activities related to RKC implementation 
delivered prior to this meeting, and of the requests received for the current 
WCO financial year; 

- noted the challenges faced by Members in terms of accession to and 
implementation of the RKC, as well as the comments on how to address 
certain issues and concerns. 

 
 

VIII. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
 
90. The following Members volunteered to join the VWG: the EU, Norway, Japan, 

Belgium, Bulgaria, Poland, the US, the UK, Turkey, the Netherlands, Mexico, Sweden, 
Libya, Spain, Vietnam, Ireland, France, Malaysia, Kenya, Benin, Bangladesh and 
China. Other interested Members may like to inform the Secretariat their willingness to 
join the Group by 15 December 2017.       

 
 

IX. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT 
 
91. The RKC/MC approved the Report. 
 
 

X. CLOSING OF THE MEETING 
 
92. After final remarks by the Secretariat and the Chairperson, the Chairperson 

closed the meeting. 
 

 
 

* 

* *
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