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	Introduction
1.		In accordance with the Action 14 BEPS Report: Making Dispute Resolution Mechanisms More Effective (“the Action 14 Report”), jurisdictions that have committed to the implementation of the Action 14 minimum standard (“the minimum standard”) to ensure that they resolve treaty-related disputes in a timely, effective and efficient manner will have their implementation of the minimum standard reviewed by other such jurisdictions.  
2.		This questionnaire is designed to elicit the views of taxpayers on their MAP experience in the following three areas (i) access to MAP; (ii) clarity and availability of MAP guidance; and (iii) timely implementation of MAP agreements. In its response, a taxpayer should not discuss any technical issues relating to the application of a tax treaty provision in a specific case or in the agreement reached via competent authority discussion. A taxpayer responding to this questionnaire should clearly state his/her/its identity (and in the case of an association  of taxpayers, the identity of all members of the association) and a contact person and his/her contact detail whereby any clarifications required on the taxpayer’s input can be made.
[bookmark: _GoBack]3.		This questionnaire should be submitted in English or French to the OECD Secretariat (e-mail: fta.map@oecd.org) in an electronic format by no later than 9 April 2018. Responses are not limited by the space provided in the response box and should be comprehensive and clear. All responses to the questionnaire will be shared with the assessed jurisdiction and all members of the FTA MAP Forum. 






Part I: 
General 
1.	Please provide the following information:
	(i) 	name of taxpayer / association of taxpayers;
	(ii) 	if this questionnaire is submitted by an association of taxpayers, please provide the names 			of all members of the association; 
	(iii)	contact person and the contact details of this person. 
	Response:





Part II:
Access to MAP
2.	Under the minimum standard - 
(a) 	Jurisdictions should not deny access to MAP on the basis that the case is a transfer pricing 	cases.
(b)	Jurisdictions should not deny access to MAP in cases on the basis that there is a disagreement between the taxpayer and the tax authorities making the adjustment as to whether the conditions for the application of a treaty anti-abuse provision have been met or as to whether the application of a domestic law anti-abuse provision is in conflict with the provisions of a treaty.
(c) 	Jurisdictions should not deny access to MAP in cases on the basis that there is an audit settlement between tax authorities and taxpayers. If jurisdictions have an administrative or statutory dispute settlement/resolution process independent from the audit and examination functions and that can only be accessed through a request by the taxpayer, jurisdictions may limit access to the MAP with respect to the matters resolved through that process.
(d) 	Jurisdictions should not limit access to MAP based on the argument that insufficient information was provided if the taxpayer has provided the required information based on the rules, guidelines and procedures made available to taxpayers on access to and the use of MAP.
	From 1 January 2016, have you or any member of your association submitted a request for MAP to the competent authority of the assessed jurisdiction with respect to which access to MAP was not granted and which falls into any of the four categories a) to d) listed above? If so, please:
(i) 	state the date the MAP request was submitted to the assessed jurisdiction; 
(ii) 	identify the relevant article(s) of the tax treaty and briefly describe the issue(s) submitted in the MAP request and clearly specify, in your view, which of the four categories (a) to (d) listed above the request falls into; and 
(iii) 	the reasons/basis provided by the assessed jurisdiction for not granting MAP access.
	Response:



3.	With reference to elements of the terms of reference[footnoteRef:1] relating to access to MAP, is there additional information you wish to provide relating to your experiences with the assessed jurisdiction on or after 1 January 2016?  [1:  	Terms of reference available at: www.oecd.org/tax/beps/beps-action-14-on-more-effective-dispute-resolution-peer-review-documents.pdf.] 

	Response:





Part III:
Clarity and Availability of MAP Guidance

4.	In your view, does the MAP guidance issued by the assessed jurisdiction provide clarity to you on how you can access and use the MAP process, including the documentation and information required to be submitted in a MAP request? Please elaborate on any aspects relating to MAP which are unclear to you based on the MAP guidance issued by the assessed jurisdiction? 
	Response:



5.	With reference to elements of the terms of reference[footnoteRef:2] relating to clarity and availability of MAP guidance, is there additional information you wish to provide relating to your experiences with the assessed jurisdiction on or after 1 January 2016? [2:  	Terms of reference available at: www.oecd.org/tax/beps/beps-action-14-on-more-effective-dispute-resolution-peer-review-documents.pdf.] 

	Response:





 
Part IV:
Implementation of MAP Agreements

6.	From 1 January 2016, did the competent authority of the assessed jurisdiction reach agreement through the MAP process with respect to a MAP request submitted by you or a member of your association (whether to the competent authority of the assessed jurisdiction or to the competent authority of the other Contracting State to a tax treaty)?  If so, was the outcome communicated to you/that member of your association and implemented by the assessed jurisdiction? If the outcome was not implemented by the assessed jurisdiction, please: 
(i) 	state the date the MAP agreement on your request was communicated to you/that member 	of your association; 
(ii)	state whether the MAP agreement was not implemented because you/that member of your 	association did not accept the MAP agreement;
(iii) 	describe what is the action to be taken by the assessed jurisdiction based on the MAP 	agreement communicated to you/that member of your association; and 
(iv) 	the reasons/basis provided by the assessed jurisdiction for not implementing the MAP 	agreement.
	Response:



7.	With reference to elements of the terms of reference[footnoteRef:3] relating to implementation of MAP agreements, is there additional information you wish to provide relating to your experiences with the assessed jurisdiction on or after 1 January 2016? [3:  	Terms of reference available at: www.oecd.org/tax/beps/beps-action-14-on-more-effective-dispute-resolution-peer-review-documents.pdf.] 

	Response:
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