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Requirement

Export Filing Methodology (Batch Filing/Filing formats)

A. It is required that any standards adopted for filing export commodity and transportation data must be consistent with the trade links to the Bureau of Customs and Border Protection (CBP) for other components of ACE.

B. Given the large investment in the existing links established to CBP by the trade (AMS, ABI, AES) the equivalent links to ACE should be evolutionary (not revolutionary), and as far as possible backwards compatible.

C. ACE should continue to support, for the foreseeable future, the existing methods of communication to CBP.  These are primarily 1-800 Dial-up SDLC, LU6.1 frame relay.

D. ACE should make MQ Technology the prime and proffered communications method for all Customs Systems.

E. ACE should allow alternate Network suppliers (to Sprint) for MQ communications to introduce competition.

F. ACE should continue to support existing formats; Customs Propriety, X12, CATAIR, AESTIR

G. ACE development should ensure that all changes to existing formats are, as far as possible, back-wards compatible.  This means that if a new data item(s) or records are introduced they should be included in such a way that companies not required to send them will not have to alter their existing processors (file layouts).  In other words added and not inserted in the middle of records

H. Any introduction of XML based message should be offered on an optional basis.



Business Need

Batch filing is the primary way that transactions are submitted to existing CBP Systems today.  This will remain true for ACE.  By far the vast majority of investment made by company’s filing with CBP has been devoted to the creation and maintenance of these batch interfaces.  It is critical therefore that this investment be preserved as users migrate to ACE.

Technical Need

The transition from AES to ACE should be seamless so that filers are not required to make programming changes to continue filing their export transactions.

Benefits

Continued support for filing electronic export data and no reversion to paper driven by inability of batch filers to program to conform immediately to new batch methodology/file formats. 

Risks

Reversion to Paper SEDs driven by inability of batch filers to program to conform to new batch methodology/file formats if not implemented.  It must be noted, however, that filing paper SEDs will not be an option after Census publishes regulations requiring AES filing for all export transactions.  This regulation will eliminate the paper filing of all SEDs.

Related Committees/Subcommittees

Transition Committee, Account Management Committee
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