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the bank records? Este necesara raportarea adresei beneficiarului, primita in urma tranzactiei ce urmeaza a fi
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5.9. If a PSP needs to make corrections to the file and, in the meantime, there are changes in the name of the payee, is it
supposed to report the name as it was originally, or as it is now, or does it not matter at all? Daca un PSP
(furnizor de servicii de platd) are nevoie sa facd niste corecturi ale fisierului si, intre timp, apar modificari in
ceea ce priveste numele beneficiarului, este nevoie ca numele sa fie raportat ca in formula initiald, formula

6.1. Regarding the XSD and XSD User Guide versions, in case of any changes, how these will be communicated and be
put into action at EU and MS level? In privinta versiunilor ghidurilor de utilizare XSD, in cazul aparitiei unor
modificari, cum vor fi acestea comunicate si cum se vor pune in aplicare la nivel european si la nivelul statului
1001S) 001 o) L 1 OSSO OO RS TTOSES TR PS PSRRI 52

6.2. Regarding the MessageRefld defined by the PSPs, is there a standard to be followed to guarantee uniqueness of the
ID, time and space? Where can I find more information on the MessageRefld? In ceea ce priveste elementul
MessageRefld definit de catre PSP, exista un standard de urmat pentru a garanta unicitatea ID-ului, a timpului
si a spatiului? Unde se pot gasi mai multe informatii despre MessageRefld?..........cccoooiviiiiiiiiniinciiininen 52

6.3. What happens in the case that within a reporting period, there is no data for the PSP to report? For instance, when
PSPs do not have any payments under the VAT Directive 2020/284 in a given quarter or the thresholds are not
exceeded in a given quarter? Will nil reporting be implemented in the XSD file, or will there be a simpler
option available? Ce se intdmpla in cazul in care, intr-o perioada de raportare, nu existd date pe care PSP-ul
(furnizorul de servicii de platd) sa le raporteze? De exemplu, atunci cand PSP-urile nu au plati care sa se
supund obligatiei de raportare conform Directivei TVA 2020/284, intr-un anumit trimestru, sau atunci cand
pragurile nu sunt depasite intr-un anumit trimestru? Va fi implementatd raportarea nula in fisierul XSD sau va
fi disponibild 0 Optiune Mai SIMPIA?.........cceeiiiiieiieiere ettt te st eaeeee e teeeaesteenbesteenseeseeseeneenseenes 53

6.4. As for the type of reporting data: are special characters, negative values and national characters accepted by CESOP?
In ceea ce priveste tipul datelor raportate: existd caractere speciale, valori negative sau caractere nationale
ACCEPLALE AC CESOPY ...ttt sttt et et e et et e s sessa e e et aesaesaeenseseessennsenseansens 53

6.5. How the PSP knows that the report submitted is correct? Is there any validation on behalf of MS or CESOP? Cum
poate afla PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) daca raportarea trimisa este corectd? Exista vreo validare din
partea statului membru sau din partea CESOP?.........cc.ooiiiiiiiie ettt s enee s 53

6.6. Are there some minimum quality reporting standards used by CESOP in case a PSP has not information like TIN,
VAT number, Address, etc? Exista vreo serie de standarde minime ale calitatii in raportarea CESOP daca, de
exemplu, un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) nu are informatii precum: TIN (Codul de inregistrare fiscala
d.p.d.v. taxe), numar de identificare a TVA-ului, adresd €tC.7........ccevvvrvieniieiiese e 53

6.7. For transactions in third countries, the identifier of the payee may be different from IBAN. Will the XSD tracking
allow non-IBAN values to be captured? Pentru tranzactiile din térile terte, identificatorul pentru beneficiar
poate fi diferit de cel clasic (numérul IBAN). Va putea definitia XSD (pentru Intocmirea fisierului XML) sa

permitd completarea cu alte elemente decat cOdUl IBANT.........oooviiiiiciiiieieee et 54
6.8. Is CESOP going to adopt ISO 20022 standard for more structured reporting? Intentioneaza sistemul CESOP sa adopte
standardul ISO 20022 pentru a asigura o raportare mai organizata/structurata?............ccoceerevveienienieereeneeneenne 54

6.9. How are the main CESOP system IT and the individual MS IT teams connecting to ensure successful submissions?
Cum se pot corela sistemul principal CESOP si echipele IT individuale dintr-un stat membru, astfel incat sa
asigure transmiterea cu SUCCES @ TAPOTLATIIOIT. ........ooiuiiriiiiiiiiie ettt ettt et saae e 54

6.10. Can a PSPs send several files (also below the theoretical maximum size of 1GB) for the same reporting period? Pot
transmite PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) mai multe fisiere (dar care sa se Incadreze in pragul maxim
de 1GB) pentru aceeasi perioadad de TaPOITATE?.........ccoiiueeririere ettt ettt ee ettt sttt et beebesaeens 55
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1. INTRODUCTION - Introducere

This document has been drafted based on the questions that DG TAXUD received by Payment
Service Providers and Member States authorities. DG TAXUD grouped the questions per topic, and
the answers have been drafted in cooperation with the CESOP Expert Group, composed of
representatives from the Member States’ authorities and Payment Service Providers.

Acest document a fost elaborat pornind de la intrebarile primite de DG TAXUD (Directia Generala
- Fiscalitate si Uniune Vamala) de la furnizorii de servicii de platd si de la autoritétile din statele membre.
DG TAXUD a grupat intrebarile pe teme/subiecte, raspunsurile fiind fromulate cu ajutorul grupului de
experti CESOP, care este format din reprezentanti ai autoritatilor din statele membre si din furnizori de

servicii de plata.

1.1. DOCUMENT PURPOSE - Scopul Documentului

The purpose of this document is to complement the CESOP Guidelines with a number of
Frequently Asked Questions related to CESOP (Central Electronic System of Payment Information). It
provides practical information and explanations on the reporting of payment data by payment service
providers and on their collection by Member States. They do not have legal value and only serve to
explain the legal obligation without going against it.

Scopul acestui document este de a completa ghidul CESOP cu o serie de intrebari, legate de CESOP
(Sistemul electronic central de informatii de platd), adresate frecvent, . Acesta oferd informatii practice si
explicatii cu privire la raportarea, de catre furnizorii serviciilor de plata, a informatiilor de plata si la colectarea
acestora de cétre statele membre. Ele nu au valoare juridica si servesc doar la explicarea angajamentului legal,
fara a fi impotriva acestuia.

1.2. ABBREVIATIONS & ACRONYMS - Abrevieri & acronime

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

Pentru o intelegere mai bund a documentului de fata, tabelul de mai jos furnizeaza o listd cu principalele

abrevieri si acronime utilizate.

Abbreviation/Acronym | Definition

BIC Bank Identifier Code
Codul de identificare a bancii

CESOP Central Electronic System of Payment Information
Sistemul Electronic Central de informatii de plata
DG TAXUD Directorate-General for Taxation and Customs Union
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Directia Generala - Fiscalitate si Uniune Vamala

IBAN International Bank Account Number
Numarul de cont bancar international

PSP Payment Service Provider
Furnizorul de servicii de plata
TIN Taxpayer Identification Number
Numar de identificare fiscala
VAT Directive Directive 2006/112/EC EUR-Lex - 32006L0112 - EN - EUR-

Lex (europa.cu)
Directiva 2006/112/CE a Consiliului din 28 noiembrie 2006

pprivind sistemul comun al taxei pe valoarea addugata

Table 1: Abbreviations and acronyms - Abrevieri si acronime

2. GENERAL QUESTIONS - Intrebiri Generale

This list of answers and questions is based on the “Guidelines for the reporting of payment data
from payment service providers and transmission to the Central Electronic System of Payment
information (CESOP)”

https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.cu/system/files/2022-10/CESOP-%20Guidelines%20for
%20reporting.pdf

Lista raspunsurilor si Intrebarilor este bazata pe ,,Orientéri pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la
plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea n Sistemul electronic central de
informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP).

https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.cu/taxation- 1/central-electronic-system-payment-information-
cesop en#frequently-asked-questions-faq

2.1. THE ENTITIES IN SCOPE - Entitati obligate sa raporteze

Are PSPs in the Member States identified by the tax administration or by PSPs associations?
Sunt furnizorii de servicii de plata, din statele membre, identificati de catre administratiile fiscale
nationale sau de catre asociatiile furnizorilor de servicii de plata?

Lists of PSPs that provide for payment services in the Member States are available to, updated
and managed by the national competent authorities which are either National Banks or National
Supervisory Authorities. National Tax authorities will gather the lists at national level.

Listele cu furnizorii de servicii de plata care furnizeaza servicii de plata in statele membre sunt
disponibile, actualizate si gestionate de autoritatile nationale competente, care sunt fie banci nationale, fie
autoritati nationale de supraveghere. Autoritdtile fiscale nationale vor aduna listele la nivel national.

2.1.1. Territorial scope - Domeniul teritorial de aplicare

2.1.1.1. Do the general obligations of PSPs pursuant to Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI
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of the VAT Directive apply to PSPs in third territories or third countries? Obligatiile
generale ale furnizorilor serviciilor de plata se aplica, in conformitate cu sectiunea 2a din
capitolul 4, din titlul XI al Directivei privind TV A-ul, furnizorilor de servicii de plata din
teritorii terte sau din tari terte?

The obligations laid down in Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI of the VAT Directive apply to
the PSPs that provide for payment services in the Member States as defined in Article 5 of the VAT
Directive. Namely each Member State to which the Treaty establishing the European Community is
applicable, with the exception of any territory referred to in Article 6 of the VAT Directive.

Pursuant to Article 6 of the VAT Directive, the VAT Directive does not apply to the following
third territories forming part of the customs territory of the Community:

a) Mount Athos ;
b) the Canary Islands ;

c) the French territories referred to in Article 349 and Article 355(1) of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union (Guadeloupe, French Guiana, Martinique, Mayotte,
Réunion, Saint-Martin) ;

d) the Aland Islands ;
e) the Channel Islands ;
f) Campione d'Italia;

g) the Italian waters of Lake Lugano.

Furthermore, the Directive does not apply to the following territories not forming part of the
customs territory of the Community:

(2) the Island of Heligoland ;
(b) the territory of Biisingen ;
(¢) Ceuta ;

(d) Melilla ;

(e) Livigno .

The French Overseas Territories, the Netherlands Antilles, Faroe Islands and Greenland are
treated as third countries and VAT rules do not apply to them either.

Therefore:

e payments from payers located in the third territories mentioned above (listed in Article 6 of the
VAT Directive), are outside the scope of the reporting obligation;

e payments from a payer in a third territory to a payee in its mainland would not fall under the
reporting obligation because this is to be considered as a domestic payment. The same applies
for payments from a payer in a Member State (mainland) to a payee in a third territory of that
Member State ;

e payments to payees located in whatsoever third territories mentioned above, from payers
located in whatever Member State (different than the third territories’ mainland), are in the
scope of the reporting obligation. These payments must be reported by the payer’s PSP.
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In order for the payer’s PSP to determine the location of the payee’s PSP it is recommended to take
into account the payee’s account number such as the International Bank Identification Number
(IBAN) or the Business Identifier Code BIC of the payee’s PSP, which is based on the international
standard ISO 9362. However, the location of a branch in a third territory of a Member State might be
difficult based on IBAN and BIC. Only in some cases, an 11 characters BIC might include an element
that identifies the specific location of a branch. Still, sometimes even the 11 characters BIC does not
give the indication of the third territories that falls in the exception under Article 6 of the VAT
Directive.

Even in such a case, it is still recommended that the payer’s PSP will take into account the IBAN of
the payee and/or the BIC of the payee’s PSP to determine the location of the payee’s PSP. In case
those two indicators will not allow the localisation in a third territory, the payments have to be
considered to the mainland. Therefore, neither the payer’s PSP nor the payee’s PSP will report those
payments. In fact, the payer’s PSP will consider the payee’s PSP as established in another Member
State and thus will not report that payments. On the other hand, the payee’s PSP or the payee account
are actually in one of the third territories listed in Article 6 of the VAT directive, and thus outside the
territorial scope of the reporting obligation.

Other information that might identify the exact location of a PSP or its branch might be misleading
(e.g. the address might be not updated). Therefore, in case of doubts on the best way to determine the
location of the payee’s PSPs, the payers’ PSPs should address their national authority.

Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI of the VAT Directive applies to PSPs as defined under the
Payment Service Directive (Directive (EU) 2015/2366 of 25 November 2015), to payment services
provided within the Union. Therefore, PSPs outside the EU (namely those PSPs that provide payment
services only outside the EU) are outside the scope of the reporting obligations. That is why, when the
payee’s PSP is located outside the EU the payer’s PSP will be subject to the obligations laid down in
Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI of the VAT Directive.

Obligatiile stipulate in sectiunea 2a din capitolul 4, din titlul XI al Directivei privind TVA-ul, se
aplica furnizorilor de servicii de plata care asigura servicii de plata in statele membre, conform articolului 5
privind Directiva TVA. Mai exact, fiecare stat membru caruia i se aplica Tratatul de Instituire a
Comunitatii Europene, cu exceptia oricarui teritoriu mentionat la articolul 6 din Directiva TVA.

In conformitate cu articolul 6 din Directiva TVA, directiva nu se aplicd urmdtoarelor teritorii terte
care fac parte din teritoriul vamal al Comunitatii Europene:

(a) Muntele Athos;
(b) Insulele Canare;

(c) Teritoriile franceze mentionate la articolul 349 si la articolul 355, alineatul (1) din Tratatul privind
functionarea Uniunii Europene (Guadelupa, Guyana Franceza, Martinica, Mayotte, Réunion, Saint-
Martin);

(d) Insulele Aland;
(e) Insulele Canalului;
(f)y Campione d'talia;

(g) Apele italiene ale Lacului Lugano.
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Mai mult decat atat, directiva nu se aplicd urmatoarelor teritorii care nu fac parte din teritoriul
vamal al Comunitatii Europene:

(a) Insula Hellgoland;
(b) Teritoriul Biisingen;
(c) Ceuta;

(d) Melilla;

(e) Livigno.

Teritoriile franceze de peste mari, Antilele Olandeze, Insulele Feroe si Groenlanda sunt tratate ca tari
terte, iar normele TV A nu se aplica nici acestora.

Prin urmare:

e platile efectuate de platitorii aflati pe teritoriile terte mentionate mai sus (enumerate la articolul
6 din Directiva TVA) sunt in afara domeniului de aplicare al obligatiei de raportare;

e plitile efectuate de un platitor dintr-un teritoriu tert citre un beneficiar aflat aflat pe teritoriul
sdu continental (cu sensul de teritoriu care nu include si insulele tarii respective) nu intra sub
incidenta obligatiei de raportare, deoarece acestea sunt considerate pldti interne. Acelasi lucru
este valabil si pentru platile efectuate de un platitor dintr-un stat membru (spatiu continental)
catre un beneficiar aflat pe teritoriul tert al acelui stat membru;

e platile catre beneficiari aflati in oricare dintre teritoriile terte mentionate mai sus, efectuate de
platitori aflati In orice stat membru (diferit de spatiul continentul al teritoriilor terte), constituie
domeniul de aplicare al obligatiei/angajamentului de raportare. Aceste plati trebuie raportate de
catre furnizorul de servicii de plata platitorului.

Pentru ca furnziorul de servicii de plata al platitorului sa determine locatia furnizorului de servicii
de plata al beneficiarului, se recomanda sa se ia in considerare numarul de cont al beneficiarului, adica
Numarul International de Identificare a Bancii (IBAN) sau Codul de identificare a afacerii BIC apartinand
furnizorului de servicii de platd al beneficiarului, care are la baza standardul international /SO 9362. Cu
toate acestea, localizarea unei sucursale de pe un teritoriu tert al unui stat membru poate fi dificila in ciuda
utilizarii codului IBAN si a codului BIC. Numai in unele cazuri, un cod BIC de 11 caractere poate include
un element care identificd locatia exactd a unei sucursale. Totusi, uneori, chiar si cele 11 caractere ale
codului BIC esueazd in ceea ce priveste identificarea teritoriilor terte care se incadreaza in exceptia
prevazuta la articolul 6 din Directiva TVA. Pentru Roménia, identificarea furnziorilor de servicii de
plata se va face utilizind CUI-ul (Codul Unic de Identificare) furnziorilor de servicii de plata.

Chiar si Intr-un astfel de caz, este totusi recomandat ca PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de plata al)
platitorului sa ia in considerare codul IBAN si/sau codul BIC al PSP-ului (furnizorului de servicii de plata
al) beneficiarului pentru a determina locatia PSP-ului beneficiarului. In cazul in care cei doi indicatori nu
vor permite localizarea pe un teritoriu tert, trebuie avute in vedere platile catre spatiul continental. Prin
urmare, nici PSP-ul platitorului, nici PSP-ul beneficiarului nu vor raporta acele plati. De fapt, PSP-ul
platitorului va considera PSP-ul beneficiarului ca fiind stabilit intr-un alt stat membru si, prin urmare, nu va
raporta acele plati. Pe de alta parte, PSP-ul beneficiarului sau contul beneficiarului se afld, in realitate, intr-
unul dintre teritoriile terte enumerate la articolul 6 din Directiva TVA si, astfel, in afara domeniului de
aplicare teritoriald a obligatiei/al angajamentului de raportare.

Alte informatii care ar putea conduce la identificarea locatiei exacte a unui PSP (furnizor de servicii
de platd) sau a sucursalei sale ar putea fi ingeldtoare (exemplu - adresa ar putea s nu fie actualizatd). Prin
urmare, in cazul in care existd ndoieli cu privire la cea mai buna modalitate de a determina locatia PSP-
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urilor beneficiarului, PSP-urile platitorilor ar trebui sa se adreseze autoritatiilor nationale. Sectiunea 2a din
capitolul 4 din titlul XI a Directivei TVA se aplica PSP-urilor, dupa cum se explica in Directiva privind
serviciile de plata (Directivd UE 2015/2366 din 25 noiembrie 2015), mai exact serviciilor de plata furnizate
in cadrul Uniunii.

Sectiunea 2a din capitolul 4 din titlul XI a Directivei TVA se aplica PSP-urilor, dupa cum se explica
in Directiva privind serviciile de plata (Directiva UE 2015/2366 din 25 noiembrie 2015), mai exact
serviciilor de platd furnizate in cadrul Uniunii.

Prin urmare, PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) din afara UE (adica acei PSP care furnizeaza
servicii de platd numai 1n afara UE) nu se supun domeniului de aplicare a obligatiilor/angajamentelor de
raportare. De aceea, atunci cand PSP-ul beneficiarului este situat in afara UE, PSP-ul platitorului va fi
supus obligatiilor prevazute in sectiunea 2a din capitolul 4 din titlul XI a Directivei TVA.

2.1.1.2. Will Northern Ireland be treated as part of the EU for reporting requirements? - Va
fi tratata Irlanda de Nord ca partea e Uniunii Europene in ceea ce priveste dispozitiile de
raportare?

The VAT Directive is still applying in Northern Ireland but only concerning goods (see Annex 3 of
the Protocol on Ireland and Northern Ireland EUR-Lex - 12020W/TXT - EN - EUR-Lex (europa.eu) .
Therefore, PSPs located in Northern Ireland must be considered as established in a third country and are
not subject to the reporting obligation pursuant to Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI of the VAT Directive.

For more details of the application of that Section to third countries see 2.1.1.1.

Therefore, for payments to payees located in Northern Ireland, the payer’s PSP located in any
Member State will have the reporting obligation as long as the conditions established under Article 243b of
the VAT Directive are fulfilled.

Directiva TVA 1ncad se aplicd in Irlanda de Nord, dar numai in ceea ce priveste bunurile (a se
consulta Anexa 3 a Protocolului privind Irlanda si Irlanda de Nord EUR-Lex - 12020W/TXT - EN - EUR-
Lex (europa.eu) . Prin urmare, PSP-urile (frunizorii de servicii de platd) care se afla in Irlanda de Nord
trebuie considerati ca fiind stabiliti intr-o tard tertd, nefiind supusi obligatiei/angajamentului de raportare,
conform sectiunii 2a din capitolul 4 din titlul XI a Directivei TVA.

Pentru mai multe detalii privind aplicarea acestei sectiuni in tarile terte, se recomanda consultarea
capitolului 2.1.1.1.

Asadar, pentru platile catre beneficiarii aflati in Irlanda de Nord, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de
plata) platitorului, situat in orice stat membru, va avea obligatia de raportare atata timp cat sunt indeplinite
conditiile stabilite in cadrul articolului 243b din Directiva TVA.

2.1.1.3. Will payments made to/from United Kingdom Sovereign Base Areas of Akrotiri and
Dhekelia, and Monaco need to be reported in CESOP? Vor fi platile efectuate din si catre
zonele de suveranitate ale Marii Britanii — Akrotiri si Dhekelia — si Monaco raportate in
sistemul CESOP?

Pursuant to Article 7 of the VAT directive “in view of the conventions and treaties concluded with
France [...] and Cyprus respectively, the Principality of Monaco [...] and the United Kingdom Sovereign
Base Areas of Akrotiri and Dhekelia shall not be regarded, for the purposes of the application of this
Directive, as third countries.

Therefore, only a specific convention or agreement concluded on bilateral basis (and not by EU
agreements) respectively with France and Cyprus would result in the application of the new obligations for
PSPs (laid down in Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI of the VAT Directive) in Monaco, Akrotiri and
Dhekelia. Without a specific convention or agreement, this new obligation cannot be imposed on the mere
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basis of Article 7 of the VAT Directive.

In conclusion, Monaco, Akrotiri and Dhekelia must be considered as third countries for the
application of Section 2a of Chapter 4 of Title XI of the VAT Directive.

For more details of the application of that Section to third countries, see 2.1.1.1.

Therefore, for payments to payees located in Akrotiri, Dhekelia and Monaco, the payer’s PSP
located in any Member State will have the reporting obligation as long as the conditions established under
Article 243b of the VAT Directive are fulfilled.

In baza articolului 7 din Directiva TVA, ,,avand in vedere conventiile si tratatele incheiate cu Franta
[...] si, respectiv, cu Cipru, Principatul Monaco [...] si zonele de suveranitate ale Regatului Unit Akrotiri si
Dhekelia, ele nu sunt considerate tari terte, avand in vedere domeniul aplicarii prezentei directive.

Prin urmare, doar un acord sau o conventie ferm(a), incheiat(d) pe principii bilaterale (si nu prin
acorduri UE), cu Franta si Cipru ar avea ca rezultat aplicarea noilor obligatii de raportare pentru PSP
(furnizorul de servicii de platd) - prevazute in sectiunea 2a din capitolul 4 din titlul XI a Directivei TVA - in
Monaco, Akrotiri si Dhekelia. Fara un astfel de document, aceastd noud obligatie nu poate fi impusa doar pe
baza articolului 7 din Directiva TVA.

In concluzie, Monaco, Akrotiri si Dhekelia trebuie privite drep tari terte in ceea ce priveste aplicarea
sectiunii 2a din capitolul 4, titlul XI al Directivei TVA.

Pentru mai multe detalii privind aplicarea acestei sectiuni in tarile terte, se recomanda consultarea
capitolului 2.1.1.1.

Asadar, pentru platile catre beneficiarii aflati in Akrotiri, Dhekelia si Monaco, PSP-ul (frunizorul de
servicii de platd) platitorului, situat in orice stat membru, se va supune obligatiei de raportare atata timp cat
conditiile stabilite la articolul 243b din Directiva TVA sunt indeplinite.

2.1.1.4. Should payment transactions be reported by the payer’s PSP if the payee’s PSP is in
an EEA country? Ar trebui ca operatiunile de plata sa fie raportate de PSP-ul (furnizorul de
servicii de plata) platitorului daca PSP-ul beneficiarului se afla intr-o tara din SEE (Spatiul
Economic European)?

It depends.

PSPs in EEA countries can obtain a payment licence in their home country and use passporting
rules to provide for payment services in the EU even without a physical presence in any of the Member
States. In that case, PSPs in EEA country might be subject to the reporting obligation when they provide
payment services in the EU Member States.

Here we can see the following situations:

» the EEA PSP acting as payer’s PSP in Member State 1: that PSP will report in Member
State 1 the payments from that payer to any third country (including EEA countries);

» the EEA PSP acting as payee’s PSP in Member State 1: that PSP will report in Member
State 1 the payments received from other Member States.

Case: Direct Debit system. The payee’s PSP is in a) Norway or b) Poland and payer account is in
Estonia. Who reports in a) and b)?

The general rule is that when the payee’s PSP is in one Member State, then the reporting
obligation is up to the payee’s PSP. When the payee’s PSP is in a third territory or third country then the
payer’s PSP will report. Norway is an EEA country and payments to EEA countries shall be considered
as payments to third countries. In such cases, the PSP of the payer located in a Member State will report
the payment in the Member State of the payer. So, for case a) the report must be done in Estonia by the
payer’s PSP as the payment is done to a bank account in Norway. For case b) the report must be done in
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Poland by the payee’s PSP as the payment is done to a bank account in Poland.

Depinde.

PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) din SEE (Spatiul Economic European) pot obtine o licenta
de platd in tara de origine si pot folosi sistemul de emitere a unui pasaport european pentru a furniza servicii
de platd in UE, chiar si fird o prezenta fizica in niciun stat membru. In acest caz, PSP-urile dintr-o tari a
Spatiului Economic European ar putea fi conditionati sd raporteze atunci cand furnizeaza servicii de plata in
statele membre ale Uniunii Europene.

Aici putem observa urmatoarele situatii:

»  PSP-ul (furnziorul de servicii de platd) din Spatiului Economic European, care indeplineste
rolul de PSP al platitorului intr-un stat membru dat: acel PSP va raporta, in statul membru
1, platile efectuate de platitor cétre orice tara terta (inclusiv tari SEE/din Spatiul Economic
European);

*  PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) din Spatiul Economic European, care indeplineste
rolul de PSP al platitorului dintru-un stat membru dat: acel PSP va raporta, in statul membru
dat, platile primite din partea altor state membre.

Caz: Sistemul de debitare directd. PSP-ul beneficiarului se afla in a) Norvegia sau b) Polonia si contul
platitorului este in Estonia. Cine raporteaza la a) si b)?

Regula de baza spune ca atunci cand PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) platitorului se afla intr-
un stat membru, atunci obligatia/angajamentul de raportare revine PSP-ului beneficiarului. Daca PSP-ul
beneficiarului este intr-o tara tertd, atunci PSP-ul platitorului va raporta. Norvegia este o tard a Spatiului
Economic European, deci platile catre alte tari SEE (din Spatiul Economic European) trebuie considerate
pliti catre tari terte. In astfel de cazuri, PSP-ul platitorului aflat intr-un stat membru va raporta plata in
statul membru al acestuia. Asadar, pentru cazul a) raportarea trebuie facutd in Estonia, de catre PSP-ul
(furnizorul de servicii de platd) platitorului, intrucat plata este destinatd unui cont bancar din Norvegia.
Pentru cazul b) raportarea trebuie facuta in Polonia, de catre PSP-ul benefciarului, pentru ca plata este
destinata unui cont bancar din Polonia.

2.2. Payments and PSP’s in scope - Domeniul de aplicare in cazul platilor si
al PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de plata)

2.2.1. Do only e-commerce transactions need to be reported or also payments at the physical
premises of the merchant (POS)? Trebuie raportate doar tranzactiile de comert electronic
sau si platile fizice efectuate la sediul comerciantului (POS)?

The conditions are those defined in the legislation and could include all kind of transactions (e-
commerce and/or physical), see Art. 243a (3) of Directive 2006/112/EC. Where applicable, the PSP
shall indicate whether the payment is initiated at the physical premises of the merchant (Article 243d(2)
(e)).

Conditiile sunt cele definite 1n legislatie si pot include toate tipurile de tranzactii (comert electronic
si/sau fizic) — a se consulta articolul 243? alineatul 3 din Directiva 2006/112 a Comisiei Europene. Daca
este cazul si daca PSP-ul detine astfel de informatii, va trebui sd mentioneze dacad plata este initiatd la
sediul fizic al comerciantului (articolul 243d, alineatul 2, punctul e).
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2.2.2. Are payments in cryptocurrencies under the scope of the reporting obligation pursuant
to Article 243b of the VAT Directive? Se supun platile in criptomonede
obligatiei/angajamentului de raportare, conform articolului 243b din Directiva TVA?

No, they are not in scope. Nu, aceste plati nu se raporteaza.

2.2.3. Do payments made to escrow account, mortgage accounts, or accounts connected to
credit cards fall under the reporting obligation? Se supun plitile efectuate in conturile
escrow, in conturile ipotecare sau in conturile conectate la carduri de credit
obligatiei/angajamentului de raportare?

The Payment Service Directive defines the payment account as an account held in the name of
one or more payment service users, which is used for the execution of payment transactions.

As long as an account is used with that purpose, then payments to or from that account are in the
scope of the reporting obligations regardless the name of that account, or whether that account is used for
other purposes as well. The name of an account is not relevant as such.

This principle applies also to the following cases that are to be considered as examples and are not
exhaustive.

Directiva privind serviciile de platd defineste contul de platd ca fiind un cont detinut pe numele
unuia sau mai multor utilizatori ai serviciilor de plata, care este utilizat pentru executarea tranzactiilor de
plata.

Atata timp cat un cont este folosit in acest scop, atunci platile de la si catre acel cont se afla sub
obligatia de raportare indiferent de numele contului sau daca acesta este folosit si pentru alte operatiuni.
Deci, numele contului nu este relevant.

Acest principiu se aplica, de asemenea, urmatoarelor cazuri care trebuie privite strict ca exemple,
intrucat ele nu sunt exhaustive.

Escrow - Contul escrow

Escrow is a financial agreement whereby an asset or money is held by a third party on behalf of
two other parties that are in the process of completing a transaction.

Escrow accounts are managed by the escrow agent. The agent releases the assets or funds only
upon the fulfilment of predetermined contractual obligations (or upon receiving appropriate
instructions). Money, securities, funds, and other assets can all be held in escrow.

Escrow accounts — as such — are excluded from the application of the Payment Service Directive
(Directive (EU) 2015/2366) pursuant to Article 3 (h) and (i). In fact, the Directive does not apply to
payment transactions related to security assets servicing, including dividends, income or other
distributions, or redemption or sale, carried out within a payment or securities settlement system or by
investment firms, credit institutions, collective investment undertakings or asset management companies
providing investment services and any other entities allowed to have the custody of financial
instruments.

As such, any funds or assets flows in that account are not in the scope of the reporting
obligation. However, in case that account is also used to execute and receive payments then those
payments are in the scope of the obligations under Article 243b of the VAT Directive.

Contul escrow reprezintd un acord financiar prin care un activ sau o suma de bani este detinut(d) de
o tertd parte Tn numele altor doud parti care sunt in curs de finalizare a unei tranzactii.
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Conturile escrow sunt gestionate de un agent escrow. El elibereaza activele sau fondurile numai
atunci cand obligatiile contractuale predeterminate au fost indeplinite (sau la primirea instructiunilor
corespunzatoare). Banii, valorile mobiliare, fondurile si alte active pot fi pastrate in escrow.

Conturile escrow — ca atare — sunt excluse de la aplicarea Directivei privind serviciile de plata
(Directiva (UE) 2015/2366), in conformitate cu articolul 3, literele (h) si (i). De fapt, directiva nu se aplica
tranzactiilor de platd care au legdturd cu deservirea activelor de securitate, inclusiv dividende,
incasdri/castiguri sau alte distributii, cu rascumpdrarea sau vanzarea, efectuatd in cadrul unui sistem de
plati, efectuate in cadrul unui sistem de plati sau de decontare a titlurilor de valoare sau de societdti de
investitii, institutii de credit, organisme de plasament colectiv sau societdti de administrare a activelor care
furnizeaza servicii de investitii si orice alte entitati autorizate sa detina custodia instrumentelor financiare.

Asadar, orice flux de fonduri sau active din acel cont nu intrd in domeniul de aplicare al
obligatiei/angajamentului de raportare. Cu toate acestea, in cazul In care acel cont este utilizat si pentru a
executa si a primi plati, atunci aceste plati se supun obligatiilor prevazute la articolul 243b din Directiva
TVA.

Loan - imprumutul

In a case where the loan account also qualifies as a payment account pursuant to the PSD2, these
payments are in the scope of the reporting obligations when all the other conditions laid down in Article
243b of the VAT Directive are fulfilled.

In cazul in care contul de imprumut poate fi etichetat si drept cont de pliti, in conformitate cu
Directiva (UE) 2015/2366"4 (,,DSP2”)., aceste plati se supun regulamentului de aplicare a obligatiilor de
raportare atunci cand sunt indeplinite toate celelalte conditii prevazute la articolul 243b din Directiva TVA.

Accounts connected to credit card - Conturi asociate cardurilor de credit

The payments to accounts connected to credit cards are included in the reporting obligations. For
more details see section 2.4.4. of the guidelines for the reporting of payment data.

Platile asociate cardurilor de credit sunt incluse in obligatiile de raportare. Pentru mai multe detalii,
consultati sectiunea 2.4.4 a ghidului privitor la raportarea informatiilor de plata.

2.2.4. Are MT202 transactions in scope of the VAT Directive? Se supun tranzactiile MT202
Directivei TVA?

MT202 is a SWIFT message format for financial settlements between financial institutions. It is
used to order the movement of funds to the beneficiary institution via another financial
institution/Intermediary Bank. As such, they do not fall under the reporting obligation.

MT202 este un format de mesaj SWIFT pentru decontéri financiare intre institutiile financiare.
Este utilizat pentru a ordona migrarea fondurilor cétre institutia beneficiara, prin intermediul unei alte
institutii financiare sau a bancii intermediare. Astfel, ele nu intrd sub incidenta obligatiei de raportare.

2.2.5. Do cross-border payments need to be reported when the payer and the payee are the
same person holding different payment accounts? Este necesar ca platile transfrontaliere sa
fie raportate daca platitorul si beneficiarul sunt una si acceasi persoana, dar care
administreaza mai multe conturi de plata?
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If both accounts are held by the same person, in most cases the payment will not be regarded as
cross-border as one and the same person will of course be located in the same location.

However, if based on the location identifiers that best represent the locations, the payment is
considered a cross- border payment in line with article 243c, and if the payee receives more than 25
cross-border payments in the reporting period then it must be reported.

Daca ambele conturi sunt detinute de aceeasi persoand, In majoritatea cazurilor plata nu va fi
consideratd ca fiind transfrontaliera, deoarece una si aceeasi persoana va fi, desigur, localizatda in aceeasi
locatie.

Cu toate acestea, dacd pe baza identificatorilor de locatie care reprezinta cel mai bine locatiile, plata
este consideratd o platd transfrontaliera in conformitate cu articolul 243c si daca beneficiarul platii
primeste mai mult de 25 de plati transfrontaliere n perioada de raportare, atunci aceasta trebuie raportata.

2.2.6. Are intra-group payments in the scope of the reporting obligation? Intra tranzactiile
intragrup sub incidenta obligatiei/angajamentului de raportare?

Only when the intra-group transactions fulfil the conditions defined under Article 3(n) of the
Payment Service Directive (PSD2) ((Directive (EU) 2015/2366) are excluded from the application of
the PSD2 and, thus, from the scope of the reporting obligation.

Numai atunci cand tranzactiile intra-grup indeplinesc conditiile definite la articolul 3, litera (n) din
Directiva privind serviciile de plata (DSP2) - Directiva UE 2015/2366 - sunt excluse de la aplicarea DSP2
si, prin urmare de la obligatia de raportare.

2.2.7. Are payments from/to non-taxable persons (e.g. non-profit institutions, individuals,
etc.) also included in the scope of the reporting obligation? Intra platile de la si catre
persoanele/entitatile neimpozabile (exemplu — organizatiile nonprofit, persoanele fizice etc.)
sub incidenta obligatiei de raportare?

The legal form or status of the payers and payees are not relevant for the reporting obligations of
PSPs under the VAT Directive. Therefore, the payments to or from non-taxable persons will need to be
reported if all conditions defined under Article 243b of the VAT Directive are fulfilled.
CESOP Guidelines section 3.2.

In baza Directivei TVA, forma juridica sau statutul platitorilor si al beneficiarilor nu sunt relevante
in ceea ce priveste obligatiile de raportare ale PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd). Prin urmare,
platile catre sau de la persoane neimpozabile vor trebui raportate daca sunt indeplinite toate conditiile
definite la articolul 243b din Directiva TVA.

A se consulta ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de
servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”,
sectiunea 3.2.

2.2.8. Are winnings made from betting according to Directive 2020/284 payment refunds of
the initial wager? Sunt considerate castigurile obtinute din pariuri, conform Directivei
2020/284, rambursari de plata ale pariului initial?

No, these kinds of payments are to be considered as payment transactions as such and follow the
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reporting rules accordingly.

Nu, aceste tipuri de plati sunt considerate operatiuni de platd, deci se vor supune regulilor privind
raportarea.

2.2.9. Is a payment intermediary that collects cross-border payments from different payers
(using different payment’s methods e.g. cards, credit transfers, e-wallet etc...) and then
transfers those payments to the payees is to be considered as a PSP that has CESOP
reporting obligations? Este un intermediar al platii, care colecteaza platile transfrontaliere de
la diversi platitori (ce utilizeaza diferite metode de plata — carduri, transferuri, e-wallet) si
care transfera apoi acele plati catre beneficiari, considerat un PSP (furnizor de servicii de
plata) care se supune obligatiilor de raportare CESOP?

Payment intermediaries, such as Collecting payment service providers (cPSP), are intermediaries
between the merchant and the payer PSPs (which could be banks or credit card issuers or others). The
payers’ PSP transfer the payments to the cPSP’s account and subsequently the cPSP transfers the funds to
the merchant’s account in one settlement.

Following their payment license, the cPSP can act as both payer’s PSP and payee’s PSP, and the
cPSP will report the payments when the conditions laid down under Article 243b of the VAT directive
are fulfilled.

Intermediarii platilor, printre care se numara furnizorii de servicii de colectare a platilor (cPSP),
mediaza relatia dintre dintre comerciant si PSP-ul platitor - furnizorul de servicii de plata - (care poate fi: o
banca, un emitent de carduri de credit sau alta entitate). PSP-ul platitorilor transfera platile in contul cPSP-
ului si, ulterior, cPSP-ul transfera fondurile in contul comerciantului intr-o singura transa.

Avand o licenta de plata, cPSP-ul poate actiona atat ca PSP al platitorului, cat si ca PSP al
beneficiarului, iar cPSP-ul va raporta platile atunci cand sunt indeplinite conditiile prevazute la articolul
243b din Directiva TVA.

2.3. Card Payments - Plaitile cu cardul

2.3.1. Do chargebacks to cardholders need to be considered for the reporting? Vor intra
rambursarile catre titularii cardurilor sub incidenta obligatiilor/angajamentului de plata?

Yes, see tables in the CESOP Guidelines, sections 4.5.2 and 4.5.2.4. If a reference to the original
payment is included, it should be reported as part of the transaction ID in box 7 and 14.

Da, se recomanda consultarea ghidului ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati
provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii
referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 4.5.2 si 4.5.2.4. Daca este inclusd o referinta la plata initiala,
aceasta trebuie raportata ca parte a ID-ului tranzactiei in casetele 7 si 14.

2.3.2. Who is responsible for the reporting of data in a 3 - party card scheme? Cine este
insarcinat sa raporteze informatiile dintr-un sistem tripartit de plata?

The normal rules apply in order to determine the reporting PSPs. If the payee’s PSP is in a third
country or third territory the payer’s PSP in the Member State will report the payment transactions. If
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the payee’s PSP is in a Member State it will report the payment transaction (and not the payer’s PSP).
Regulile generale se aplicd pentru a determina PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) de
raportare. Daca PSP-ul beneficiarului se afld intr-o tard terta sau intr-un teritoriu tert, PSP-ul platitorului
din statul membru va raporta tranzactiile de platd. Daca PSP-ul beneficiarului se afla intr-un stat membru,
acesta va raporta tranzactia de plata (si nu PSP-ul platitorului).

Please also note that as highlighted in the graph below, 3-party card payments generally involve other
payment services providers (such as banks) to fund the card’s credit line or to receive the funds from
the commercial acquirer. For these PSPs the transactions will look like a payment to the card issuer
(for the payer’s payment service provider) or a transaction from the commercial acquirer to the payee
(for the payee’s payment service provider). These transactions, although different from the one
between the payer and the payee, are in scope of the reporting obligation and should be reported with
either the card issuer as the payee, or the commercial acquirer as the payer. Indeed, they do not fall
within the exclusion of article 3 (m) PSD2 for transaction between payment service providers for their
own activities, since they do not serve the activities of the payment service providers involved but are
part of the agreement between the payer/payee and the card issuer/commercial acquirer.

De asemenea, este de retinut ca, asa cum reiese din graficul de mai jos, sistemul de plata tripartit
implicd, de regula, si alti furnizori de servicii de plata (cum ar fi bancile) pentru a finanta linia de credit a
cardului sau pentru a primi fondurile de la achizitorul comercial. Pentru aceste PSP-uri, tranzactiile vor
arata ca o platd catre emitentul cardului (pentru furnizorul de servicii de platd al platitorului) sau ca o
tranzactie de la dobanditor la beneficiar (pentru furnizorul de servicii de platd al beneficiarului). Aceste
tranzactii, desi diferite de cea dintre platitor si beneficiar, intrd sub incidenta obligatiei de raportare si ar
trebui raportate fie emitentului de card ca beneficiar, fie dobanditorului ca platitor. Intr-adevir, acestea nu
se Incadreazd in sectiunea de exceptili a articolului 3, litera (m) din DSP2 pentru tranzactiile dintre
furnizorii de servicii de platd pentru propriile activitati, Intrucat nu deservesc activitatile prestatorilor de
servicii de plata implicati, ci fac parte din acordul dintre platitorul/ beneficiarul platii si emitentul
cardului/dobanditor.

PAYMENT
.- Payer Y Payee
\_ /Card holder SURPY O e air/ns | Merchant

—

- :
A A s
s
pre ;

Credit Card issuer Credit Card acquirer
{Network operator) o (Network operator)

=

3party Network
N operator (Card
N Scheme provider)

Payee'’s bank

Payee's bank

Account

Account

==k |iiabonsitenstan fow
e Geigemant iicemagion ow
= Transter of nds

Example:

Exemplu:

Page 19/ 55



A payee X with a bank account in Ireland (merchant) receives payments via cards (both at the point of
sale — POS- and online payments) and has an Acquirer in Luxembourg for the collection of such
payments.

Each day the payee X receives 300 POS payments (200 are from cards issued in Ireland and 100 from
other EU Member States cards) and through its online portal receives another 200 payments (150 are
from cards issued in Ireland and 50 from other EU Member State cards).

Therefore, the payee X receives daily 500 payments, 350 domestic and 150 cross-border.

As these are card payments, while the payee X receives 500 card payments a day, he does not receive
500 individual payments to its bank account. Instead, his Acquirer will do a daily bulk credit for the
total value (e.g.

€8,000) and then provide a report of what the €8,000 is made up of.

Therefore, the payee X bank in Ireland will see a single bulk payment from the Acquirer in
Luxembourg, and not all the 500 payments.

Un beneficiar X (comerciant) cu un cont bancar in Irlanda primeste platile prin intermediul cardului
(atat la terminalul POS din sediul fizic, cat si prin sistemele online de platd) si are un dobanditor in
Luxemburg pentru colectarea acestor tipuri de plati.

In fiecare zi, beneficiarul X primeste 300 de pliti prin POS (dintre care 200 provin de la carduri
emise in Irlanda si 100 de la carduri emise de alte state membre UE) si, prin portalul sdu online, primeste
alte 200 de plati (dintre care 150 provin de la carduri emise 1n Irlanda si 50 de la carduri emise de alte state
membre UE).

Prin urmare, beneficiarul X primeste zilnic 500 de plati, 350 interne si 150 transfrontaliere.

Pentru cd acestea sunt plati cu cardul, desi beneficiarul X primeste 500 de plati cu cardul zilnic, el
nu primeste 500 de plati individuale in contul sau bancar. In schimb, dobanditorul siu va face un credit
zilnic centralizat pentru valoarea totala (exemplu - 8.000 EUR) si apoi va furniza un raport care explica
modul in care s-a ajuns la cei 8.000 EUR.

Prin urmare, banca beneficiara X din Irlanda va vedea o singura plata globala, centralizata din
partea dobanditorului din Luxemburg, si nu toate cele 500 de plati.

Bank in Ireland Acquirer in Luxembourg
Banca din Irlanda [Dobanditorul din Luxemburg

If in quarter 1, the bank in Ireland | The Acquirer will transmit
receives let’s say 10 of such bulk | to Ireland the reports on
payments from the Acquirer in |the 150  cross-border
Luxembourg, the 25 cross-border | Payments a day.
threshold is not exceeded, and then
the bank in Ireland has no reporting

obligations.

Dobanditorul va transmite
Irlandei rapoartele privind cele
150 de plati transfrontaliere

. _ zilnice.
Daca in trimestrul 1, banca din Irlanda

primeste, sd spunem, 10 astfel de plati
globale de la dobanditorul din
Luxemburg, pragul de 25 de plati
transfrontaliere nu este depasit,
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insemnand ca banca din Irlanda nu are
obligatii de raportare.

If in quarter 2, the bank in Ireland The Acquirer will transmit
received let’s say 30 of such bulk to Ireland the reports on
payments from the Acquirer in the 150  cross-border
Luxembourg, the 25 threshold is payments a day.

exceeded, and then the Bank in
Ireland will report these 30
payments that the payee in Ireland
has received from the Acquirer in
Luxembourg.

Dobanditorul va transmite
Irlandei rapoartele privind cele
150 de plati transfrontaliere
zilnice.

Daca in trimestrul 2, banca din Irlanda
a primit, s presupunem, 30 de astfel
de plati centralizate de la dobanditorul
din Luxemburg, pragul de 25 de plati
transfrontaliere este depasit,
insemnand ca banca din Irlanda va
raporta aceste 30 de plati pe care
beneficiarul din Irlanda le-a primit de
la dobanditorul din Luxemburg.

2.3.3. How should location rules apply in card payments? Cum ar trebui sa se aplice regulile
privind locatia in cazul platilor cu cardul?

See the following examples:

A) Payer, payee, and payment service providers in different Member States: In this situation
the payer and the payee are both located in different Member States and use the services of
payment service providers from their respective Member States to execute a card payment.
For card payments, the most relevant identifiers to use would be the BIN range of the
payer’s card for the payer’s location, and the address or identifier of the merchant for the
payee’s location. Both these identifiers will locate the payer and the payee in different
Member States. The payment is thus cross border and subject to reporting by the payee’s
PSP

B) Payer, payee in same Member State: In this situation the payer and the payee are both
located in the same Member State, but the payee uses the services of a payment service
provider in another Member State to execute a card payment. Given that both the BIN
range and the merchant identifier or address will refer to the actual position of respectively
the payer and the payee, the payment will be considered as a national payment and will not
be reported.

C) Issuer and Payer in different Member States: In this situation the payer and the payee are
in different Member States while both the payer and the payee’s payment service providers
are in the same Member State. The payer uses the services of a card issuer in the Member
State of the payee to execute a card payment. For such cases, the BIN range must use the

data on where the card has been issued and not the data on where the card issuer is located.
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As such, the BIN range should indicate that the payer is in a different Member State than
the payee and the payment should be considered as cross-border and be reported by the
payee’s PSP.

In general, it should be noted that if a payment service provider has different identifiers available
that provide a different location, it must choose the identifier that best reflects the location of the payee
or payer. This is particularly relevant where the payer or the payee may be using the services of an e-
Money facility for the issuing of a virtual card. In such cases, the identifier that is selected must be that
which best reflects the real location of the payee or payer. For example, a PSP performing KYC
(Know Your Customer) and AML (Anti Money laundering) checks on the account data indicating a
different address. In that case, the PSP may consider the address of that account to be a better
reflection of location and use that identifier instead.

CESOP Guidelines, sections 3.1.2.4, 3.1.2.5 and 3.1.2.6.

Parcurgeti urmatoarele exemple:

A) Platitorul, beneficiarul si furnizorii de servicii de plata din diferite state membre: n aceasta situatie,
platitorul si beneficiarul sunt ambii localizati in diferite state membre si utilizeaza serviciile furnizorilor
de servicii de plata din statele membre respective pentru a efectua o plata cu cardul. Pentru platile cu
cardul, cei mai relevanti identificatori care pot fi folositi sunt: pentru locatia platitorului -numarul BIN
(Numar de identificare bancard) al cardului platitorului si pentru locatia beneficiarului - adresa sau
identificatorul comerciantului. Ambii identificatori vor localiza platitorul si beneficiarul platii din state
membre diferite. Plata este, astfel, transfrontaliera si intrd sub incidenta raportarii de catre PSP.

B) Platitorul, beneficiarul in acelasi stat membru: in aceastd situatie, platitorul si beneficiarul sunt
localizati in acelasi stat membru, dar beneficiarul foloseste serviciile unui furnizor de servicii de plata
din alt stat membru pentru a efectua o platd cu cardul. Avand in vedere cd atat numarul BIN (Numar de
identificare bancard), cat si identificatorul sau adresa comerciantului vor avea in vedere pozitia reald a
platitorului si respectiv a beneficiarului, plata va fi considerata plata nationala si nu va fi raportata.

C) Emitentul si platitorul in state membre diferite: in aceasta situatie, platitorul si beneficiarul se afld in
state membre diferite, in timp ce atat platitorul, cat si prestatorii de servicii de platd ai beneficiarului se
afla in acelasi stat membru. Platitorul foloseste serviciile unui emitent de card din statul membru al
beneficiarului pentru a executa o platd cu cardul. In astfel de cazuri, numarul BIN (Numir de
identificare bancard) trebuie sd administreze/foloseasca datele privind locul in care a fost emis cardul si
nu datele privind locul in care se afld emitentul cardului. Asadar, numarul BIN ar trebui sa indice faptul
ca platitorul se afla intr-un alt stat membru diferit de cel al beneficiarului si plata ar trebui considerata
transfrontaliera si raportatd de catre PSP-ul beneficiarului.

In general, trebuie spus ci, daca un furnizor de servicii de plati are la dispozitie identificatori diferiti

care oferd o locatie diferita, trebuie sd aleaga identificatorul care reflectd cel mai bine locatia beneficiarului.
Acest lucru este deosebit de relevant in cazul in care platitorul sau beneficiarul platii poate utiliza serviciile
unei facilititi de e-Money pentru emiterea unui card virtual. In astfel de cazuri, identificatorul care este
selectat trebuie sa fie cel care reflectd cel mai bine locatia reald a beneficiarului sau platitorului. De exemplu,
un PSP care efectueaza verificari KYC (Know Your Customer — cunoasterea clientelei) si AML (Anti spalare

de bani) verifica datele contului indicand o altd adresa. In acest caz, PSP-ul poate considera adresa acelui cont
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ca fiind o mai buna reflectare a locatiei si sa foloseasca in schimb acel identificator.
Se recomanda consultarea ghidului ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite

de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la
plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 3.1.2.4, 3.1.2.5. 51 3.1.2.6.

2.4. ELECTRONIC MONEY- Monede Electronice

Does a PSP which is an e-wallet provider and allows e-money transfers between payers and
payees in different countries potentially have CESOP reporting obligations? Are un PSP
(frunizor de servicii de platd) care este furnizor e-wallet si care permite transferuri in moneda
electronica intre plititorii si beneficiarii din diferite tari, obligatii de raportare CESOP?

Yes, it does. If the payer is located in the EU and the payee is located in another country than the
payer (EU country or non-EU country), the e-money transfer from the payer’s e-wallet to the payee’s
e-wallet must be considered as a cross-border payment and in scope of CESOP. Whether or not the
PSP actually will need to report these transactions depends on several other criteria, such as the 25
transactions threshold.

Example: A PSP established in Germany offers e-money services to customers and merchants in all
EU countries (using passporting). On the website of a merchant in France, the possibility of paying to
the e-wallet of the merchant (with the PSP in Germany) is offered to customers when buying a
product. A customer in Belgium has an e-wallet with the same PSP in Germany and uses the e-wallet
payment option at check out when ordering with the merchant in France. As a result, the PSP in
Germany moves e-money from the e-wallet of the customer in Belgium (the payer) to the e-wallet of
the merchant in France. This qualifies as a cross border payment, done by a payer in an EU country
(Belgium), and hence in scope of CESOP reporting obligations. In case the merchant in France
receives more than 25 cross border payments in a given calendar quarter, the PSP in Germany will
need to report these payments for CESOP to the French tax authorities.

The funding of an e-wallet via a bank transfer involves a movement of money from the payer’s bank
account to the e-wallet provider’s bank account. This transaction might need to be reported for
CESOP (e.g. when cross border and more than 25 transactions per quarter) by either the bank of the e-
wallet provider (which acts as the payee in this funding) or by the bank of the payer.

Similarly, the pay-out from an e-wallet via a bank transfer involves a movement of money from the e-
wallet provider's bank account to the payee's bank account. This transaction might need to be reported for
CESOP (e.g. when cross border and more than 25 transactions per quarter) by either the bank of the payee,
or the bank of the e-wallet provider (which acts as the payer in this pay-out).

CESOP Guidelines, sections 2.1 and 3.1.2.7.

Da. Daca platitorul este situat in UE si beneficiarul se afla intr-o alta tard decat platitorul (tara UE sau
tard din afara UE), transferul in moneda electronica dintre platitor si beneficiar, in cadrul serviciului e-wallet,
trebuie considerat ca fiind o plata transfrontaliera, fiind subordonata normelor CESOP. Daca PSP-ul va trebui
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sau nu sa raporteze aceste tranzactii depinde de cateva alte criterii, precum pragul de 25 de plati
transfrontaliere.

Exemplu: un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) stabilit in Germania ofera servicii in moneda
electronica clientilor si comerciantilor din toate tarile UE (folosind pasapoarte). Pe site-ul unui comerciant
din Franta, posibilitatea de a plati direct in portofelul electronic al comerciantului (cu PSP din Germania) este
oferitd clientilor atunci cand acestia cumpara un produs. Un client din Belgia are un portofel electronic cu
acelasi PSP in Germania si foloseste optiunea de platd electronicd la casd atunci cand comanda la
comerciantul din Franta. Drept urmare, PSP-ul din Germania mutd monedele electronice din portofelul
electronic al clientului din Belgia (platitorul) in portofelul electronic al comerciantului din Franta. Asta trece
drept o plata transfrontaliera, efectuata de un platitor intr-o tara din UE (Belgia) si, prin urmare, se afla sub
incidenta obligatiilor de raportare CESOP. In cazul in care comerciantul din Franta primeste mai mult de 25
de plati transfrontaliere intr-un trimestru calendaristic dat, PSP-ul din Germania va trebui sd raporteze aceste
plati pentru CESOP cétre autoritatile fiscale franceze.

Finantarea unui portofel electronic prin transfer bancar implicd o circulatie a banilor din contul bancar
al platitorului in contul bancar al furnizorului de servicii tip e-wallet. Este posibil ca aceasta tranzactie s fie
raportatd catre CESOP (de exemplu, atunci cand vorbim despre plati transfrontaliere si in numar de peste 25
de tranzactii per trimestru) fie de catre banca furnizorului de e-wallet (care actioneaza ca beneficiar al acestei
finantari), fie de catre banca platitorului.

In mod similar, plata efectuatd, prin transfer bancar, dintr-un portofel electronic, implicd o mutare a
banilor din contul bancar al furnizorului de servicii tip e-wallet in contul bancar al beneficiarului. Este posibil
ca aceasta tranzactie s trebuiasca sa fie raportatd la CESOP (de exemplu, atunci cand este o plata
transfrontaliera si depaseste pragul de 25 de tranzactii pe trimestru) fie de catre banca beneficiarului, fie de
catre banca furnizorului de servicii e-wallet (care actioneaza ca platitor In aceasta plata).

A se vedea ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori
de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”,
sectiunile 2.1 s13.1.2.7.

3. MONITORING AND TRIGGERING OF THE REPORTING
OBLIGATION - Monitorizarea Si Declansarea Obligatiei De Raportare

Is there a minimum materiality monetary amount for triggering the reporting obligation?
Exista o suma monetara minima care sa declanseze obligatia de raportare?

No. Nu

Will the registration for CESOP reporting by a non-established payment service provider in a
host Member State where the payment service provider operates potentially trigger other (tax
related) reporting obligations? inregistrarea pentru raportarea CESOP de ciitre un furnizor
de servicii de plata nestabilit intr-un stat membru gazda in care prestatorul de servicii de plata
isi desfasoara activitatea poate declansa alte obligatii de raportare (conexe fiscale)?

No. Nu

3.1. CROSS-BORDER PAYMENTS - LOCATION RULES OF ARTICLE 243C - Platile
Transfrontaliere — Norme De Localizare, Conform Articolului 243c¢

3.1.1. Do payments between payers located in any Member State and payees located in any

other Member State (intra-EU payments) trigger the reporting obligation? Declanseaza platile
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dintre plititorii aflati in oricare stat membru si beneficiarii aflati, de asemenea, in oricare stat
membru (plati din interiorul UE) obligatia de raportare?

Yes, as long as the payers are located in a Member State and the payee receives more than 25 cross
border payments in a given calendar quarter, all cross-border payments are in the scope of the
calculation of the threshold and of the reporting obligation. Payments executed from a payer in a
Member State and a payee in the same Member State (domestic payments), do not fall under the
reporting scope.

Da, atata timp cat platitorii se afld Intr-un stat membru, iar beneficiarii primesc mai mult de 25 de
plati transfrontaliere, toate platile transfrontaliere se supun modului de calculare al pragului si, respectiv, al
obligatiei de raportare. Platile efectuate de la un platitor dintr-un stat membru si de la un beneficiar din
acelasi stat membru (plati interne) nu intrd in domeniul de aplicare a raportarii.

3.1.2. What is the overriding indicator between the IBAN, the BIC and other identifiers to
determine the location of the payee/payer when the different identifiers might lead to different
location? e.g. an account in an EU bank of a non-EU person? Care este indicatorul
recomandat, dintre codul IBAN, BIC si alti identificatori, care determina cu exactitate locatia
plititorului/beneficiarului atunci cind alti identificatori ar putea indica o locatie diferita?
(exemplu - un cont bancar deschis la o banca de pe teritoriul UE, dar care apartine unei
persoane din afara spatiului european)?

The indicator or identifier to be used must be that which best reflects the actual location of the payee
or payer in line with Article 243c¢ of the Directive.

As such, each payment service provider will need to analyse its own processes and payment products
to determine which indicator(s) to use that best reflects the actual location of the payee or payer. It is
recommended that the payment service provider documents this analysis and the conclusions made for

further reference. All analysis should focus on confirming the most accurate proxy to be used in line
with Article 243c.

By way of illustration, for bank transfers, it will be accepted that the IBAN is a good indicator to use
for the location of the payer/payee. For other types of payment transactions however, if a payment
service provider has different indicators available which provide a more accurate location of the payee
or payer, the PSP must choose the identifier that, in its specific situation, best reflects the actual
location of the payee and payer. The correct location of the payer is required to confirm the “country
of origin” of the transaction in line with Article 243c.

For example: An E-money provider must choose the location that best reflects the location of the
payee or the payer. E-money institutions will have accurate location information gathered at
onboarding for their clients. Although E-money providers may provide different payment services and
give access to different types of payment method (E-wallet, E-voucher, E-cards, etc.) with different
identifiers for each of them, they are required to always chose the identifier or information which will
best confirm the actual location of the payee and/or payer in line with Article 243c.

This obligation forbids payment service providers which have access to multiple identifiers to
use only those that give a less accurate location of the payer or payee for the purpose of simplifying
where the reporting obligation should occur.

The below provided table is only indicative and other elements could be used by the PSP to
locate the payer and payee if deemed more relevant. PSPs should refer to their national authorities in
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case of doubts.

Indicatorul sau identificatorul care trebuie utilizat trebuie sa fie cel care reflecta cel mai bine
locatia reala a beneficiarului sau platitorului, in conformitate cu articolul 243c din directiva.

Ca atare, fiecare furnizor de servicii de plata va trebui sa-si analizeze propriile procese si
produse de plata pentru a determina ce indicator(i) sa foloseasca care reflectd cel mai bine locatia reala
a beneficiarului sau platitorului. Se recomanda ca furnizorul de servicii de platd sa documenteze
aceasta analiza si concluziile facute pentru referinta ulterioara. Toate analizele ar trebui sa se
concentreze pe confirmarea celui mai precis proxy care trebuie utilizat in conformitate cu articolul
243c.

Spre exemplu, pentru transferurile bancare, se va accepta ca IBAN-ul este un bun indicator de
utilizat pentru localizarea platitorului/beneficiarului. Cu toate acestea, pentru alte tipuri de tranzactii de
platd, daca un furnizor de servicii de plata are diferiti indicatori disponibili care ofera o locatie mai
precisd a beneficiarului platii sau platitorului, PSP trebuie sa aleaga identificatorul care, in situatia sa
specificd, reflectd cel mai bine locatia reald a beneficiarului platii. si platitor. Locatia corectd a
platitorului este necesara pentru a confirma ,tara de origine” a tranzactiei, in conformitate cu articolul
243c.

De exemplu: un furnizor de moneda electronica trebuie s aleaga locatia care reflecta cel mai
bine locatia beneficiarului platii sau a platitorului. Institutiile de moneda electronica vor avea
informatii exacte despre locatie stranse la imbarcare pentru clientii lor. Desi furnizorii de moneda
electronica pot oferi servicii de platd diferite si pot oferi acces la diferite tipuri de metode de plata
(portofel electronic, voucher electronic, carduri electronice etc.) cu identificatori diferiti pentru fiecare
dintre ei, acestia sunt obligati sd aleaga intotdeauna identificatorul sau informatiile care vor confirma
cel mai bine locatia reala a beneficiarului si/sau platitorului, in conformitate cu articolul 243c.

Aceasta obligatie interzice furnizorilor de servicii de plata care au acces la mai multi
identificatori sa foloseasca numai pe cei care oferd o locatie mai putin precisd a platitorului sau a
beneficiarului platii in scopul simplificarii locurilor in care ar trebui sd apard obligatia de raportare.

Tabelul de mai jos este doar orientativ, iar PSP-ul ar putea folosi alte elemente pentru a localiza
platitorul si beneficiarul platii, daca sunt considerate mai relevante. PSP ar trebui sd se adreseze
autoritatilor lor nationale in caz de indoieli.

Pentru Romania, identificarea furnziorilor de servicii de plata se va face utilizaind CUI-ul (Codul Unic
de Identificare) furnziorilor de servicii de plata

Table of identifiers to determine the location of the payer and payee — Tabelul cu
identificatorii care determina locatia platitorului si beneficiarului
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Payment  Payer’s PSP reporting (Extra-EU) Payee’s PSP reporting (Intra-EU)

Method
Payer Location Payee Location Payer Location | Payee Location
Credit - IBAN - IBAN - IBAN - IBAN
transfer - (BIC of the PSP) - BIC of the PSP10 - (BIC of the PSF) - (BIC of the PSF)
- Payment account
number!?
Direct - IBAN - IBAN - IBAN - IBAN
Debit!? - (BICofthe PSP} |- BIC of the PSP - (BICofthe PSP) |- (BIC of the PSP)
- Payment account
number
Card - BIN - Merchant address - BIN - Merchant address
payments - Card Acceptor
location
E-money - Payer e-account|- Payee e-account | - Payer e-account |- Payee e-account
(location captured (location captured at (location captured (location captured
at onboarding) onboarding) at onboarding) at onboarding)
- IBAN - |IBAN - IBAN - |IBAN
- E-vouchers: seller - E-vouchers: seller
country code country code
Money - Payer Location | - BIC of the | - BIC of the | - Payee location
remittance (own records) disbursement partner disbursement (own records)
- |BAN partner

1% To be used when no IBAN 1s available

1 This identifier does not necessarily contain a country code, and will often be linked to the BIC of the payment service provider.

12 There 1s currently no international scheme applicable to direct debit. As such, the identifiers listed here for the payer’s payment
service provider reporting are mainly theorethical

Payment method Payer’s PSP reporting (Extra-EU) Payee’s PSP reporting (Intra-EU)
Metoda de plata PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de plata al PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de
platitorului) — din afara UE plata) al beneficiarului — din
interiorul UE
Payer Location Payee Location Payer Location Payee Location
Locatia platitorului Locatia Locatia platitorului Locatia
beneficiarului beneficiarului
Credit transfer -IBAN -IBAN -IBAN -IBAN
Transfer de credit -codul IBAN -codul IBAN -codul IBAN -codul IBAN
-(BIC of the PSP) -BIC of the PSP * -(BIC of the PSP) -(BIC of the PSP)
-numdrul BIC al PSP-  -numarul BIC al  -numarul BIC al -numarul BIC al
ului (furnizorului de PSP-ului PSP-ului PSP-ului

servicii de plata)
-Payment account

number**

-Numarul contului

de plata
Direct debit *** -IBAN -IBAN -IBAN -IBAN
Debitare direct -codul IBAN -codul IBAN -codul IBAN -codul IBAN
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-(BIC of the PSP) -BIC of the PSP -(BIC of the PSP) -(BIC of the PSP)
-Numarul BIC al PSP- -Numarul BIC al -Numarul BIC al -Numarul BIC al
ului PSP-ului PSP-ului PSP-ului

-Payment account

number
-Numérul contului
de plata
Card payments -BIN -Merchant adress -BIN -Merchant adress
Pliti efectuate cu cardul -Numdrul BIN -Adresa -Numdrul BIN -Adresa
(Numérul de identificare comerciantului (Numarul de comericiantului
bancara) identificare
-Card Acceptor  bancara)
location
-Locatia
acceptantului de
card
E-money -Payer e-account -Payee e-account -Payer e-account -Payer e-account
Moneda electronica (location capturated at  (location captured (location (location
onboarding) at onboarding) capturated at capturated at
-Contul digital al -Contul digital al onboarding) onboarding)
platitorului (locatia beneficiarului -Contul digital al -Contul digital al
surprinsd la inrolare)  (locatia surprinsa laplatitorului (locatiaplatitorului (locatia
inrolare) surprinsa la surprinsa la
-IBAN inrolare) inrolare)
-codul IBAN -IBAN
-codul IBAN -IBAN -IBAN
-E-vouhers: seller -codul IBAN -codul IBAN
country code
-Vouchere electronice: -E-vouhers: seller
codul tarii distribuitoare country code
-Vouchere
electronice: codul
tarii distribuitoare
Money remittence -Payer Location (own -BIC of the -BIC of the -Payee Location
Remitere de bani records) disbursement disbursement (own records)
-Locatia platitorului partner partner -Locatia
(evidente proprii) -numdrul BIC al  -numaérul BIC al  beneficiarului
partenerului platit partenerului platit (evidente proprii)
-IBAN
-codul IBAN

* To be used when no IBAN is available = A se utiliza cand nu existd informatii despre IBAN

** This identifier does not necessarely contain a country code, and will be often linked to the BIC of the payment
service provider = Acest identificator nu contine in mod necesar un cod de tara si va fi adesea legat de BIC-ul
furnizorului de servicii de plata

*** There is currently no international scheme aplicable to direct debit. As such, the identifiers listed here for the
payer’s payment service provider reporting are mainly theorethical. = In prezent, nu exista nicio schema
internationala aplicabila debitarii directe. Ca atare, identificatorii enumerati aici pentru raportarea furnizorului de
servicii de platé a platitorului sunt in principal teoretici.

3.1.3. If both the payer and the payee are located outside the EU, is there still a reporting
obligation of the PSP? Daca platitorul si beneficiarul sunt localizati in afara spatiului UE,
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obligatia de raportare mai este valabila in cazul PSP-ului (furnizorului de servicii de plata)?

If both payer and payee are considered as located outside the EU based on the identifiers mentioned
above, the transaction is not in scope.

Daca platitorul si beneficiarul se considerd a fi in afara spatiului UE, tranzactia nu intra sub
incidenta raportarii CESOP, conform identificatorilor mentionati mai sus.

3.2. THRESHOLD OF MORE THAN 25 CROSS-BORDER PAYMENTS
UNDER ARTICLE 243B (2) = Pragul/plafonul pentru mai mult de 25 de
plati transfrontaliere, in conformitate cu articolul 234b (alineatul 2)

3.2.1. When the threshold is reached, does each single payment need to be reported, or just the
ones above the threshold? Atunci cand pragul este atins, va fi necesar ca fiecare plata sa fie
raportata sau doar cele aflate in afara limitei?

Each single payment must be reported.

Fiecare plata trebuie sa fie raportata.

3.2.2. Do PSPs need to aggregate every kind of payment in scope of the legislation (transfers,
cards etc.) for the same payee to calculate the threshold? Este necesar ca PSP-urile (frunizorii
de servicii de plata) sa cumuleze toate tipurile de plata ce intra sub incidenta raportarii (plati
prin transfer, plati cu cardul etc.), pentru acelasi beneficiar, cu scopul de a (re)calcula pragul?

Yes. The payment method used does not impact for that purpose. All the payments should be
considered regardless the payment method used. In addition, where the payment service provider has
information that the payee has several identifiers/accounts, the calculation shall be made per payee.

Da. Metoda de platd folosita nu are niciun impact in acest sens. Toate platile ar trebui luate in
calcul, indiferent de metoda de plata aleasa. In plus, in cazurile in care furnizorul de servicii de plata are
informatii cu privire la existenta mai multor identificatori/conturi apartinand beneficiarului, calculul trebuie
facut per beneficiar.

3.2.3. Which data elements should be used by payers’ PSPs to aggregate payment information
referring to the same payee? Ce tip de date/informatii ar trebui utilizat de catre PSP-urile
(furnizorii de servicii de plata) platitorilor pentru a cumula informatiile de plata in privinta
aceluiasi beneficiar?

Preliminary remark: we mention below a non-exhaustive list of use cases to demonstrate on which
basis the decision to aggregate could potentially be made. In general, however, where there is a
reasonable doubt on whether it actually is the same payee, no aggregation should take place. This
should be analysed based on the information available to the payment service provider and based on
the specific circumstances of the payment service provider.

Observatie preliminard: mentiondm mai jos o listd neexhaustivd de cazuri de utilizare pentru a
demonstra pe ce bazi ar putea fi luati decizia de agregare. In general, totusi, atunci cand existi o
indoiald rezonabild cu privire la faptul cd acesta este de fapt acelasi beneficiar, nu ar trebui sa aiba loc
nicio agregare. Acest lucru ar trebui analizat pe baza informatiilor disponibile furnizorului de servicii
de plata si pe baza circumstantelor specifice ale furnizorului de servicii de plata.
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Case 1: payment accounts with the same name but different VAT/tax numbers. Cazul 1: conturi de
plata cu acelasi nume, dar cu numere diferite de identificare a taxei/ impozitului.

In order to determine whether a payee behind multiple payment accounts is actually a single entity,
payment service providers have some information at their disposal, including information collected
during the creation of the payment account. While the information at disposal of the payee’s PSP
might be accurate and allow the precise identification of different accounts opened by the same payee,
the payer’s PSP have less certainty as regard the real identity of different payees. Therefore, it is
reasonable not to proceed to any aggregation if there is no strong indication that the payee is actually a
single entity. A VAT/tax number is a data element with a higher degree of uniqueness than a name. As
such, accounts with the same name and different VAT/tax number should not be aggregated. See the
franchise case in section 3.2.3.3 of the guidelines.

Pentru a determina daca beneficiarul din spatele mai multor conturi de platd este una si aceeasi
entitate, furnizorii de servicii de plata au la dispozitie diverse informatii, inclusiv informatii adunate pe
parcursul creerii contului de plati. In vreme ce informatiile puse la dispozitie PSP-ului (funrizorului de
servicii de platd) beneficiarului pot fi precis si pot ajuta la identificarea categorica a mai multor conturi de
plata deschise pe numele aceluisai beneficiar, PSP-ul platitorului are mai putind sigurantd in privinta
identificarii concrete a diversilor beneficiari. Cu toate acestea, este justificatd amanarea cumularii de
infromatii daca nu existd o indicatie clard conform careia beneficiarul este, de fapt, una si aceeasi persoana.

Un numar de identificare al taxei/impozitului este un tip de infromatie cu un nalt grad de unicitate
in comparatie cu un nume. Asadar, conturile cu acelasi nume si cu numere de identificare a taxei diferite nu
trebuie agregate/alipite.

A se consulta cazul francizei din sectiunea 3.2.3.3 a ghidului ,, Orientari pentru raportarea datelor
referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic
central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP) ”.

Case 2: The payee’s name is the same, but the payee’s IBAN is different. Cazul 2: Numele
benefiuciarului este acelasi, dar codul IBAN ale acestuia este diferit.

Names can be subject to mistake, and companies could switch between their legal and business
name. However, the name remains a strong indicator that two payees might be a single entity when
coupled with the address or other information available to the payment service provider.

Numele sunt predispuse erorilor, companiile putand face permutiri neintentionate intre numele
legal si numele comerical. Totusi, numele rdmane un indicator de incredere in cazul in care doi beneficiari
pot reprezenta, de fapt, o singura entitate atunci cand numele este asociat cu adresa sau cu alte informatii pe
care le are la dispozitie furnizorul de servicii de plata.

Case 3: What rules should be applied to determine if the payee with the account in a third country is
the same as the payee with the account in a Member State? Cazul 3 : Ce reguli ar trebui aplicate
pentru a determina daca beneficiarul plitii, cu un cont intr-o tara terta, este acelasi cu beneficiarul
care are un cont intr-un stat membru?

The payers’ PSP might have little information in order to aggregate different payees. In case of
uncertainty, it is reasonable to treat different payees as different entities, and not to proceed with the
aggregation.

PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) beneficiarilor poate avea la dispozitie prea putine informatii
pentr a cumula/alipi identitatea mai multor beneficiari. In caz de indoiala, este recomandat ca diversi
beneficiari sa fie considerati entitéti separate, fara a se declansa procesul de alipire/cumulare.
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Case 4: The address is different, but the name is exactly the same. Cazul 4 : Adresa este diferita, dar
numele este exact la fel.

It would be reasonable to treat the payee with the same name but different addresses as two
separate entities, unless there are other elements that indicate that it is the same payee (e.g. same mail
address, or same account number etc...).

Este recomandat ca un beneficiar cu acelasi nume, dar cu adrese diferite, sd fie considerat ca
reprezentand doua entitdti, asta numai dacd nu exista alte informatii care sa indice cd este vorba despre
acelasi beneficiar (exemplu — aceeasi adresd de e-mail, acelasi numar al contului bancar).

Case 5: the name is slightly different: how to find out if it is the same person, or completely different
individuals/entities? Cazul 5: Numele este, intr-o oarecare masura, diferit - cum putem afla daca este
vorba despre aceeasi persoana sau, din contra, daca sunt doua persoane/entitati complet diferite?

It would be reasonable for the PSP to not proceed with fuzzy matching, unless there are other
elements that indicate that it is the same payee (e.g. same mail address, or same account number etc..).

Este recomandat ca PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) sd nu continue cu potrivirea
confuzd/nesigura dacd nu existd alte informatii care sd indice ca este vorba despre acelasi beneficiar
(exemplu — aceeasi adresa de e-mail sau acelasi numar al contului bancar etc.).

Case 6: Same VAT number. Cazul 6: Acelasi numar de identificare a TVA.

The same VAT number is generally a good indication that it concerns the same payee. However, there
might be use cases where different payees share the same VAT number (e.g., VAT grouping).). The
VAT group is a VAT concept where several entities can decide to form a single VAT group and be
regarded as a single taxable person for VAT purposes ('). However, for all other purposes, each
company maintain its legal status and therefore each company under the VAT group is to be
considered as an individual legal entity and, as such, as individual payee.

However, when sending the records to Member States for the CESOP, the data should not be aggregated
per payee nor changed or altered (the aggregation only applies for the calculation of the threshold).

Acelasi numar de identificare a TVA este o dovada clara cd vorbim despre acelasi beneficiar. Cu
toate acestea, ar putea exista cazuri de utilizare 1n care diferiti platitori au acelasi numar de TVA (de exemplu,
gruparea TVA). Grupul TVA este un concept de TVA in care mai multe entitdti pot decide sa formeze un
singur grup TVA si sd fie considerate ca o singurd persoand impozabila in scopuri de TVA (1). Cu toate
acestea, pentru toate celelalte scopuri, fiecare societate isi pastreaza statutul juridic si, prin urmare, fiecare
societate din grupul de TVA trebuie considerata ca o entitate juridica individuala si, ca atare, ca beneficiar
individual.

Cu toate acestea, atunci cand sunt trimise, pentru raportarea CESOP, inregistrarile catre statele
membre, informatiile nu ar trebui agregate per beneficiar si nici schimbate sau modificate (agregarea se
aplica doar pentru calcularea plafonului).

(") Judgment of 22 May 2008, Ampliscientifica and Amplifin, C-162/07, EU:C:2008:301
(") Hotirarea din 22 mai 2008, Ampliscientifica si Amplifin, C-162/07, EU:C:2008:301
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Case 7: Same BIN or IBAN and slightly different names. Cazul 7: Acelasi numar BIN (Numar de
identificare bancara) sau acelasi cod IBAN si nume diferite (intr-o oarecare masura)

The same BIN or IBAN are strong indicators of the same payee.

Still PSPs can use the information available in their records to proceed with the aggregation of
payees for the calculation of the threshold, when they are aware that different payees are actually the same
entity.

However, when sending the records to Member States for the CESOP, the data should not be
aggregated per payee nor changed or altered (the aggregation only applies for the calculation of the
threshold).

Finally, aggregating (for threshold calculation) is expected to be a best effort obligation for PSPs.
Due to the multitude of elements and fuzziness of many, PSPs are expected to do a best effort, but it would
be difficult for any PSP to do aggregating conclusively without demanding disproportionate efforts from
the PSPs. Therefore, in case of uncertainty, it is reasonable to treat different payers or payees separately for
CESOP reporting, and not to proceed with the aggregation.

Acelasi numar BIN sau acelasi cod IBAN sunt indicatori de incredere privind existenta aceluiasi
beneficiar. Totusi, PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) pot folosi informatiile pe care la au la
dispozitie n propriile inregistrari pentru a continua procesul de agregare (alipire/grupare) a beneficiarilor
pentru calcularea plafonului, atunci cdnd sunt convinsi ca diversi beneficiari sunt, de fapt, o singurd
persoana.

Cu toate acestea, atunci cand se trimit, pentru raportarea CESOP, inregistrarile catre statele
membre, informatiile nu trebuie agregate per beneficiar, nici schimbate sau modificate (agregarea se
realizeaza doar pentru calcularea plafonului).

In final, agregarea (pentru calcularea plafonului) se consideri a fi obligatie, de maxima
responsabilitate, pentru PSP (furnizorul de servicii de platd). Din cauza multitudinii de informatii si a
neclaritatii multora dintre ele, este de asteptat ca PSP-urile sa faca un efort semnificativ, dar este dificil
pentru orice PSP sa faca o agregare (alipire/grupare) concludentd fard a cere eforturi disproportionate din
partea PSP-urilor. Prin urmare, in caz de incertitudine, este recomandat ca platitorii sau beneficiarii sa fie
luati In calcul ca entitdti diferite pentru raportarca CESOP si sd nu se continue cu agregarea
(alipirea/gruparea).

3.2.4. Is it true that the aggregation of payment accounts in application of Article 243b (2) VAT
Directive should only be performed in relation to the calculation of the threshold, but the data
of different payment accounts should never be aggregated? Este adevarat ca agregarea
conturilor de plati, sub incidenta articolului 243b, alineatul (2) din Directiva TVA, ar trebui
efectuatd numai in legitura cu calcularea plafonului, insa informatiile asociate diferitelor
conturi de plati nu ar trebui sa fie niciodata agregate/alipite?
The aggregation pursuant to Article 243b (2) is needed in order to monitor and determine the
threshold of more than 25 cross-border payments per payee.
When that threshold is reached (more than 25 payments per payee), the PSP shall transmit the
“detailed” information indicated in Article 243d of the VAT Directive to the Member States.
Therefore, the reporting under Article 243d will be detailed (at the level of single payments
received) per each payee identified based on the “aggregation” carried out pursuant to Article 243b(2).
CESOP Guidelines section 3.

Agregarea, In conformitate cu articolul 243b, alineatul (2), este necesard pentru a monitoriza si
pentru a determina pragul de peste 25 de plati transfrontaliere per beneficiar. Cand acest prag este atins
(mai mult de 25 de plati per beneficiar), PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) transmite statelor membre
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informatiile ,,detaliate”, indicate la articolul 243d din Directiva TVA.

Prin urmare, raportarea, in temeiul articolului 243d, va fi detaliatd (la nivelul platilor unice primite)
pentru fiecare beneficiar identificat pe baza agregarii efectuate in conformitate cu articolul 243b, alineatul
(2).

A se vedea ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de
servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”,
sectiunea 3.

3.2.5. What are the principles for counting payments and calculate the thresholds when a PSP
operates cross-border, having both branches and subsidiaries? Care sunt principiile
contorizarii platilor si ale calcularii plafoanelor atunci cind un PSP (furnizor de servicii de
plata) opereaza transfrontalier, avand atat sucursale, cat si filiale?
According to Article 243b(2) second subparagraph and (4), the number of cross-border payments
should be calculated by each PSP per Member State in which services are provided.
Accordingly, each branch and subsidiary will have to calculate its own threshold based on their own
payment transactions.
Some cooperative banking structure can have separate banks inside this cooperative with separate
reporting obligations and separate calculation of their own threshold.
In conformitate cu articolul 243b alineatul (2) al doilea paragraf si (4), numarul de plati
transfrontaliere ar trebui calculat de fiecare PSP pentru fiecare stat membru in care sunt furnizate serviciile.
In consecint, fiecare sucursala si filiald va trebui si-si calculeze propriul prag pe baza propriilor
tranzactii de plata.
O anumitd structurd bancara cooperativa poate avea banci separate in cadrul acestei cooperative cu
obligatii de raportare separate si calcul separat al propriului prag.

3.2.6. Where the payee has branches in several countries, and each branch has a separate
payment account, do these branches need to be considered as separate payees (with their
respective location) or as one payee together with the head office (and one location, i.e., of the
head office) for the aggregation rule? in cazul in care beneficiarul plitii are sucursale in mai
multe tari si fiecare sucursala are un cont de plata separat, aceste sucursale trebuie considerate
ca beneficiari separati (cu locatia respectivd) sau ca un beneficiar impreuna cu sediul central
(si o singura locatie, de exemplu, al sediului central) pentru regula de agregare?

According to point (9) of Article 4 of Directive (EU) 2015/2366, ‘payee’ means a natural or legal
person who is the intended recipient of funds which have been the subject of a payment transaction. As a
branch is not a separate legal person, it should be considered for CESOP reporting (and threshold
determination) together with its head office where the payment service provider has sufficient
information to clearly identify that it concerns the same legal person. For example, a Dutch company has
a legal branch in Belgium. They have two bank accounts with a Dutch bank’s establishment in the
Netherlands — one used for the activities in the Netherlands and the other for the activities in Belgium.
For the calculation of the threshold, payments to both bank accounts should be regarded as payment to
one payee, i.e., the Dutch company, where the payment service provider has clear indications the branch
and the head office are one and the same legal entity.

On the other hand, using the same example, where the company’s Dutch head office has a bank
account with the Dutch bank’s establishment in the Netherlands, and its branch in Belgium has a bank
account with the Dutch bank’s branch in Belgium, payments to the Dutch bank account of the company’s
head office should not be aggregated with the payments to the Belgian bank account of its Belgian
branch, for the calculation of the threshold (see point 3.2.3.6 and figure 37 of the guidelines).
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In conformitate cu articolul 4 punctul (9) din Directiva (UE) 2015/2366, ,,beneficiar” inseamni o
persoana fizica sau juridica care este destinatarul preconizat al fondurilor care au facut obiectul unei
operatiuni de plata. Intrucat o sucursald nu este o persoana juridicd separati, aceasta ar trebui luata in
considerare pentru raportarea CESOP (si determinarea pragului) impreund cu sediul sau central, in cazul in
care furnizorul de servicii de platd are suficiente informatii pentru a identifica in mod clar ca se refera la
aceeasi persoana juridica. De exemplu, o companie olandeza are o sucursala juridicd in Belgia. Au doua
conturi bancare la sediul unei banci olandeze in Tarile de Jos — unul folosit pentru activitatile din Tarile de
Jos iar celdlalt pentru activitatile din Belgia. Pentru calcularea pragului, platile citre ambele conturi
bancare ar trebui sa fie considerate plata catre un beneficiar, si anume, societatea olandeza, in cazul in care
furnizorul de servicii de plata are indicatii clare cd sucursala si sediul central sunt una si aceeasi entitate
juridica.

Pe de altd parte, folosind acelasi exemplu, in cazul in care sediul central olandez al companiei are
un cont bancar la sediul bancii olandeze in Tarile de Jos, iar sucursala sa din Belgia are un cont bancar la
sucursala bancii olandeze din Belgia, plati catre olandezi contul bancar al sediului central al companiei nu
ar trebui sd fie agregat cu platile catre contul bancar belgian al sucursalei sale belgiene, pentru calcularea
pragului (A se vedea ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la

prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la
plati (CESOP) ’punctul 3.2.3.6 si figura 37 din ghid).

3.2.7. Are refunds included in the calculation of the thresholds? Intra rambursarile in calculul
pentru plafonare?

“Technical” refunds as defined in Article 76 of the PSD2 are always in the records of the PSPs (e.g. refunds due
to technical errors in the original payment transaction).

Other kind of refunds (for instance due to goods returned to the seller) are not always in the records of the PSPs.
When a PSP is not aware of the refund, it is not asked to verify whether any given payment is a refund or not.
As such, evidently this will be computed in the calculation of the threshold.

Still, there are cases where PSPs have this information at their disposal.

For instance, a payment through an e-wallet could be refunded by the seller to the consumer using the same e-
wallet and referring to the original purchase. In such a case, most likely the e-wallet will have the necessary
information to link the refund to the original payment.

Therefore, when a PSP is aware of the refund, this refund is not computed in the calculation of the threshold.
This rule applies both when the refund is in the same reporting period of the original payment and when the
refund is in a subsequent reporting period of the original payment.

The known refunds shall be reported as indicated in the Guidelines, section 4.5 and in the User guide point 3.3.4.

Rambursarile ,,tehnice”, asa cum sunt definite la articolul 76 din DSP2, sunt intotdeauna in
evidentele PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd) - de exemplu, rambursari datorate erorilor tehnice n
tranzactia de plata initiala.

Alte tipuri de rambursari (de exemplu, datorate bunurilor returnate vanzatorului) nu sunt
intotdeauna in evidentele PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd). Atunci cand un PSP nu are la
cunostintd rambursarea, nu 1 se cere sa verifice dacd o anumita platd este sau nu o rambursare. Ca atare,
aceasta va fi inclusd in calculul pragului.

Ca atare, evident aceasta va fi calculata in calculul pragului.

Totusi, existd cazuri In care PSP-urile (frunziorii de servicii de platd) au aceastd informatie la
dispozitie.

De exemplu, o plata prin intermediul serviciului e-wallet ar putea fi rambursata consumatorului de
citre vanzator prin folosirea aceluiasi ,,portofel’* electronic si ficandu-se referire la achizitia initiala. Intr-
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un astfel de caz, este foarte probabil ca acest ,,portofel” electronic sa aiba informatiile necesare pentru
corelarea rambursarii la plata initiala.

Prin urmare, atunci cand un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) stie despre rambursare, atunci
aceasta nu intra In calculul pragului. Aceasta reguld se aplica atit atunci cand rambursarea se afld in aceeasi
perioada de raportare a platii initiale, cat si atunci cand rambursarea se afld intr-o perioadd de raportare

Rambursarile despre a caror existentd se stie trebuie, apoi, raportate asa cum este indicat in
ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de
plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea
4.5 s11n “Ghidul de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD)” punctul 3.3.4.

3.2.8. When the payer’ PSP is reporting, should the PSP determine the 25 transactions
threshold based on number of payments made by one payer only? Atunci cind PSP-ul
(furnizorul de servicii de plata) platitorului raporteaza, ar trebui PSP sa determine pragului
de 25 de plati transfrontaliere, bazandu-se pe numarul de pliti facute doar de un singur
platitor?

No, the payer PSP must determine the threshold considering all transactions made to the same payee.

Nu, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) platitorului trebuie sd determine pragul luand in considerare
toate tranzactiile efectuate catre acelasi beneficiar.

3.2.9. When the payer’ PSP is reporting, should that PSP include payments to payees located
in the EU in the calculation of the 25 transactions threshold? Atunci cand PSP-ul (furnizorul
de servicii de plata) platitorului raporteaza, ar trebui acesta sa includa platile catre beneficiari
localizati in EU in calcularea pragului de 25 de plati transfrontaliere?

Article 243b (3) defines the obligations for the PSP of the payer: the requirement laid down in
paragraph 1 shall not apply to payment services provided by the payer PSP as regards any payment
where at least one of the PSPs of the payee is located in a Member State, as shown by that PSP’s BIC
or any other business identifier code that unambiguously identifies the PSP and its location. The PSPs
of the payer shall nevertheless include those payment services in the calculation referred to in par. 2.

Example: A payment service provider from Member State 1 (payer PSP) executes payment
transactions to a payee that has a payment account in Member State 2 and another in a third
country. Over a given quarter, the PSP of the payer executes: 200 payments to the payment
account in MS 2, 20 payments to the payment account in the third country. Pursuant to
Article 243b, all the conditions to trigger the reporting obligation are fulfilled. However, the
PSP of the payer will not report the payments to the payment account in MS 2, as those will
be reported by the PSP of the payee in MS 2.

It will however have to report the payments to the payment account in the third country, as
the threshold must be calculated inclusive of the payments to the payment account in
Member State 2 and is therefore exceeding 25 cross-border payments.

Finally, the payer PSP in calculating the threshold will have to consider all transactions
made to the same payee, both intra and extra EU.

CESOP Guidelines section 4.3.

Articolul 243b, alineatul (3) defineste obligatiile PSP-ului (furnizorului de servicii de platd) platitorului: cerinta
prevazuta la alineatul (1) nu se aplica serviciilor de plata furnizate de catre PSP-ul platitor in ceea ce priveste oricare plata
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in care cel putin unul dintre PSP-urile beneficiarului este situat intr-un stat membru, dupa cum aratd numérul BIC al PSP-
ului respectiv sau orice alt cod de identificare comerciala care identifica, cu exactitate, PSP-ul si locatia acestuia. PSP-urile
platitorului include, totusi, acele servicii de plata in calculul mentionat la alineatul 2.

Exemplu: Un furnizor de servicii de platd dintr-un stat membru 1 (PSP-ul platitor) realizeaza o tranzactie de plata
catre un beneficiar care are un cont de plata intr-un stat membru 2 si altul intr-o tard tertd. Pe un trimestru dat, PSP-ul
platitorului realizeaza: 200 de plati cétre contul de plati din statul membru nr. 2 si 20 de pléti catre contul de pléti din tara
tertd. Conform articolului 243(d), sunt indeplinite toate conditiile pentru declansarea obligatiei de raportare. Cu toate
acestea, PSP-ul platitorului nu va raporta platile catre contul de plati din statul membru nr. 2, deoarece acestea vor fi
raportate de PSP-ul beneficiarului platii in tara respectiva.

Totusi, va trebui sd raporteze plitile catre contul de plati din tara tertd, intrucat
pragul trebuie calculat inclusiv cu plétile catre contul de plati din statul membru nr. 2, astfel depasindu-se 25 de
plati transfrontaliere.

In sfarsit, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de plati) platitorului va trebui si ia in considerare toate
tranzactiile efectuate catre acelasi beneficiar, atat intra cat si extra UE atunci cand va calcula pragul.

Ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si
transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 4.3.

3.2.10. Payments from a payer located outside the EU should not be reported to CESOP. Does
this mean that they should not even be included in the calculation of the 25 transactions
threshold? Platile de la un platitor din afara spatiului UE nu trebuie raportate catre CESOP.
inseamni cii aceste pliti nu trebuie incluse in calcularea pragului de 25 de tranzactii?

Payment transactions from a payer located in a third country to a Member State are not included
in the reporting obligation. Therefore, such transactions should not be included in the threshold
calculation.

Operatiunile de plata de la un platitor localizat intr-o tara terta catre un stat membru nu sunt incluse
in obligatia/angajamentul de raportare. Prin urmare, astfel de tranzactii nu ar trebui incluse in calcului
privind pragul de 25 de tranzactii.

3.2.11. Should part payments have to be calculated as one single transaction or separate
transactions? Ar trebui ca platile partiale sa treaca drept plata singulara sau drept plati
separate?

Example: a payer borrows a credit from a PSP to pay a product or service. The payer pays a “part
payment credit” to that PSP that in that case is also a credit institution. That PSP will settle the whole
amount to the payee (merchant) at once.

For the calculation of the threshold, that PSP will consider one single payment. In fact, the payment
from the PSP to the merchant is the transaction that matters on the calculation of the threshold, while
the credit from the PSP to the payer is a loan contract between the consumer and the PSP/financial
institution and not a payment transaction.

Exemplu: un platitor ia imprumut un credit de la un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) pentru a plati
un produs ori un serviciu. Platitorul achitd acelui PSP care, 1n acest caz, este si o institutie de credit, un
,credit de plata partial”. Acel PSP va plati intreaga suma beneficiarului (comerciantului) deodata.

Pentru calcularea pragului, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd|) va lua n considerare o singura
plata. De fapt, plata de la PSP cétre comerciant este tranzactia care conteaza la calculul pragului, in timp ce
creditul de la PSP catre platitor este un contract de imprumut intre consumator si PSP/institutia financiara
si nu o tranzactie de plata.

Page 36/ 55



4. REPORTING - Raportarea

4.1. A Payer’s PSP will not have to report intra-EU payment transactions because they are
reported by the payee PSP. Does the payer’s PSP have to keep the records of these transaction
for the three years period? PSP-ul (furnzior de servicii de plata) platitorului nu va fi nevoit sa
raporteze operatiunile de plata din interiorul UE, pentru ca ele sunt raportate de catre PSP-ul
beneficiarului. Este necesar ca PSP-ul platitorului sa arhiveze, timp de 3 ani, aceste tranzactii?

No. The legal requirement of three years detention period applies only to the information that is
transmitted, and not to the information used for the monitoring of the threshold.

Nu. Obligatia legald privind perioada de arhivare de 3 ani se aplicd numai informatiilor care sunt
transmise, nu si informatiilor utilizate pentru monitorizarea pragului.

4.2. Payments from payers located outside the EU do not have to be reported. Does the
payee PSP have to record these transactions? Platile de la platitorii din afara spatiului UE
nu trebuie sa fie raportate. Intrd arhivarea acestor plati in responsabilitatea PSP-ului
(furnizorului de servicii de plata) beneficiarului?

No. The three years detention period applies only to the information that is transmitted.
Nu. Termenul de 3 ani privind arhivarea tranzactiilor se aplicd doar informatiilor care sunt
transmise.

4.3. If there are no transactions to be reported, what (level of) documentation should a PSP
have available in its files to evidence this? Daca nu sunt tranzactii de raportat, ce (nivel de)
documentatie ar trebui un PSP (furnizor de servicii de plata) sa aiba disponibila in dosarele
sale pentru a dovedi acest lucru?

None on EU level. PSPs are advised to consult their national authorities on that.
Niciunul la nivel european. PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) sunt sfatuiti sa se consulte cu
autoritatile nationale in privinta acestui aspect.

4.4. Data protection principle: is the transmission of data below the threshold in line with
personal data protection? Clauza de protectiec a datelor personale: intra transmiterea
datelor sub pragul in conformitate cu protectia datelor cu caracter personal?

No. PSPs cannot transmit payment data if the thresholds are not exceeded. However, the data reported
per payee can have less than 25 transactions (see example in section 4.3. of the Guidelines and the
example in the answer under question 3.2.9 above).

Nu. PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) nu pot transmite informatii daca pragurile nu sunt
depasite. Cu toate acestea, datele raportate per beneficiar pot avea mai putin de 25 de tranzactii (a se
vedea exemplul din sectiunea 4.3. din ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati
provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de
informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP) ” si exemplul din raspunsul de la intrebarea 3.2.9 de mai sus).
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4.5. What if a PSP reports on a payee less than 25 payments? Will CESOP reject this
report? Ce se intampla daca un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) raporteaza mai putin de
25 de plati per beneficiar? Va respinge CESOP raportare?

The submission of data under the threshold shall be considered as non-compliant with the rules
established by Art. 243b of Directive 2006/112/EC. However, there could be cases where — even though
the 25 threshold is exceeded, still less than 25 transactions are reported (see question 3.2.9).

Furthermore, there might be national arrangements and legislation addressing the reporting of
less than 25 payments. PSPs are advised to consult their national authorities on that. CESOP will receive
data from national authorities and not from the PSPs. Therefore, CESOP as such will not reject the file.

CESOP Guidelines sections 4.1 and 4.2 and XSD User Guide section 3.2.1.1.

Transmiterea informatiilor de platd sub pragul stabilit va fi consideratd neconformad cu regulile
stabilite de articolul 243b din Directiva 2006/112/CE. Cu toate acestea, ar putea exista cazuri in care, chiar
daca pragul de 25 este depasit, sunt raportate, totusi, mai putin de 25 de tranzactii (a se vedea intrebarea
3.2.9).

In plus, ar putea exista o serie de aranjamente si o legislatie nationala care si abordeze raportarea a
mai putin de 25 de plati. PSP-urile (furizorii de servicii de platd) sunt sfatuiti sd consulte autoritatile
nationale in acest sens. CESOP va primi informatii de la autoritatile nationale si nu de la PSP. Prin urmare,
CESOP, ca atare, nu va respinge raportarea.

A se consulta ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la
prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati
(CESOP)”, sectiunile 4.1 s1 4.2 si, de asemenea, ghidul de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD),
sectiunea 3.2.1.1.

4.6. How often shall the data be reported? Cat de des se vor raporta informatiile de plata?

PSPs are required to keep sufficiently detailed records of the payees and the payments they receive each
calendar quarter to enable the competent authorities of the Member States to carry out controls of the supplies
of goods and services, which are deemed to take place in a Member State, in order to achieve the objective of
combating VAT fraud. Each Member State shall collect the information from PSPs no later than by the end of
the month following the calendar quarter to which the information relates.

This constitutes the period over which information shall be collected and referred to. There is no specific
reference to monthly count.

CESOP Guidelines section 4.2.

PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd) li se cere sa tind evidente suficient de detaliate ale
beneficiarilor si ale platilor pe care le primesc in fiecare trimestru pentru a permite autoritatilor competente din
statele membre sa efectueze controale asupra livrarilor de bunuri si serviciilor care se considera ca au loc ntr-un
stat membru, in ideea de a ajuta la atingerea obiectivului privind combaterea fraudei in materie de TVA. Fiecare
stat membru colecteazd informatiile de la PSP-uri cel tarziu pana la sfarsitul lunii urmatoare trimestrului
calendaristic la care se refera informatiile.

Aceasta constituie perioada in care informatiile vor fi colectate si mentionate. Nu exista nicio referinta
specifica la contorizarea lunard. A se consulta ghidul ,, Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati
provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii
referitoare la plati (CESOP) ”, sectiunea 4.2.
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4.7. Will there be cases in which more than one PSP may be obliged to report? How can
double reporting be avoided? Vor putea exista cazuri in care mai multi PSP (furnizori de
servicii de plata) vor fi obligati sa raporteze? Cum poate fi evitata dubla raportare?

Article 243b does not create a limit regarding the number of PSPs that should report the transaction.
Therefore, based on their business model, if more than one PSP is involved in the payment from the
payee’s side (for example because of subcontracting, or card payment), then all PSPs of the payee
shall be responsible to report data. Double reporting as such is not something to be avoided and might
increase the overall quality of the information in the CESOP.

CESOP Guidelines, section 4.3.

Articolul 243b nu mentioneaza o limita cu privire la numérul de PSP-uri (furnizori de servicii de platd)
care ar trebui sd raporteze tranzactia. Prin urmare, pe baza modelului lor de afaceri, mai multe PSP-uri sunt
implicate 1n plata din partea beneficiarului platii (de exemplu, din cauza subcontractarii sau a platii cu cardul),
astfel cd toate PSP-urile beneficiarului vor fi responsabile sa raporteze informatiile de plata. Dubla raportare, ca
atare, nu este ceva de evitat si ar putea creste calitatea generald a informatiilor din sistemul CESOP.

A se consulta ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori
de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”,
sectiunea 4.3.

4.8. Are branches obliged to report on their own the payment data to the tax authority of
the respective host Member State? Sunt sucursalele obligate sa raporteze, pe cont propriu,
informatiile de plata la organul fiscal al respectivului stat membru gazda?

According to Article 243b(4)(b), PSPs shall report the payment data per Member State where
they provide for payment services. Thus, the registered office or the head office will report to the home
Member State. A branch or an agent will provide information to the host Member State(s). PSPs should
follow the actual use of their payment license to determine where they provide services.

In conformitate cu articolul 243b, alineatul (4), litera (b), PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de plata)
raporteaza informatiile de platd pentru fiecare stat membru in care furnizeaza servicii de plata. Astfel,
sediul social sau sediul central va raporta statului membru de origine. O sucursald sau un agent va furniza
informatii statului sau statelor membre gazda. PSP-urile ar trebui sa-si consulte licenta de platd pentru a
determina unde furnizeaza servicii.

4.9. Are branches obliged to report on their own the payment data to the tax authority of
the respective host Member State even when they have no physical presence in the host
Member State? Sunt sucursalele obligate sa raporteze, pe cont propriu, informatiile de plata
la organul fiscal al respectivului stat membru gazda, chiar daca nu au prezenta fizica in
statul membru gazda?
According to Article 243b(4)(b), PSPs shall report the payment data per Member State (MS) where they
provide for payment services, regardless of whether there is any kind of physical presence or not, and including

the scenario where the payment services are actually provided in a Member State other than its home Member
State on the basis of the right of establishment or the freedom to provide services (‘passporting’).

In order to establish to which Member State the information should be transmitted, and which PSP has
the reporting obligation, the rules of Article 243b of the VAT Directive apply. For example, if the payer is
located in a Member State and the payee is located in another Member State and the PSP of the payee is
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providing payment services making usage of passporting rules in the payee’s Member State, this PSP has
reporting obligation in the Member State of the payee.

A PSP must inform the authority of the host Member State before it can provide payment services in its
territory based on the payment license, which is then documented in the register of PSPs of that Member State.
If the passport mentioned in that register is actually being used, and using the information available from its
client database, a PSP should be able to clearly identify which services are provided and where.

List of typical scenarios:

a) Headquarter in one Member State, no branches, no activity under passporting regime: All applicable
CESOP reporting will take place within that Member State.

b) Headquarter in Member State 1, branches in Member State 2 and 3: according to Article 243b of the
VAT Directive, that PSP should report either in Member State 1, or 2 or 3 (or in the 3 Member States)
depending on whether the payment services are provided.

c) Headquarter of PSP in Member State 1, branch in Member State 2, providing services under
passporting regime into the rest of EU (other 25 MS): according to Article 243 b of the VAT Directive,
the PSP will report to the home Member State and to the other Member States where the payment
services are provided.

Under scenarios b) and c¢) the PSP can decide whether the Headquarters will submit the report to all the relevant
host Member States (on behalf of the branch). See Question 4.10 below.

CESOP Guidelines sections 4.4, 4.4.1.

In conformitate cu articolul 243b, alineatul (4), litera (b), PSP-urile (furnziorii de servicii de plati) raporteaza

informatiile de platd pentru fiecare stat membru (SM) in care furnizeaza servicii de plata, indiferent daca existd sau nu
vreo prezenta fizica, si inclusiv scenariul in care plata serviciile sunt efectiv furnizate intr-un stat membru, altul decét
statul sdau membru de origine, pe baza dreptului de stabilire sau a libertatii de a presta servicii (,,pasaport”).
Pentru a stabili carui stat membru trebuie sa 1i fie trimise informatiile si carui PSP (furnizor de serviocii de
platd) ii revine obligatia de raportare, se aplicd mentiunile din cadrul articolului 243b din Directiva TVA. De
exemplu, daca un platitor se afla pe teritoriul unui stat membru si beneficiarul se afla intr-un alt stat membru,
iar PSP-ul beneficiarului are pasaport in statul membru al celui din urma, acest PSP va avea obligatia de a
raporta in statul membru al beneficiarului.

Un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) trebuie sa informeze autoritatea statului membru gazda inainte
ca acesta sa furnizeze servicii de platd pe teritoriul acestuia , In baza licentei de plata, care este apoi
consemnat in registrul PSP-urilor din acel stat membru. In cazul in care pasaportul mentionat in acel registru
este efectiv utilizat si utilizdnd informatiile disponibile din baza de date a clientilor, un PSP ar trebui sa poata
identifica In mod clar ce servicii sunt furnizate si unde.

Lista cu scenarii tipice:

a) Sediu intr-un stat membru, fard sucursale, fara pasaport: Toate raportarile CESOP aplicabile se vor
realiza in statul membru respectiv;

b) Sediu in statul membru nr. 1, sucursale in statul membru nr. 2 si nr. 3: in conformitate cu articolul 243b
din Directiva TVA, respectivul PSP (furnizor de servicii de plata) ar trebui sa raporteze fie In statul membru
1, fie in statele membre nr 2 sau 3 (sau 1n cel de-al 3-lea stat membru), in functie de serviciile de plata care
sunt furnizate;

¢) Sediul PSP-ului (furnizorului de servicii de platd) in statul membru nr. 1, sucursald in statul membru nr.
2, furnizarea de servicii in regim de pasaport in restul UE (alte 25 de state membre): in conformitate cu
articolul 243 b din Directiva TVA, PSP va raporta statului membru de origine si celorlalte state membre in
care sunt furnizate serviciile de plata.

In cadrul scenariilor b) si ¢), PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de plati) poate decide daca sediul central va
transmite raportul tuturor statelor membre gazda relevante (in numele sucursalei). A se consulta intrebarea
4.10 de mai jos, ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori
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de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati
(CESOP)”, sectiunile 4.4 s14.4.1.

4.10. PSPs with a branch/subsidiary in another MS: how should the data be submitted by
the headquarter or by the branch/subsidiary? PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de plata) cu o
sucursald/filiala intr-un alt stat membru: cum ar trebui sa fie transmise informatiile de
plata de catre sediu sau de catre sucursala/filiala?

According to the definition of the PSD2, the home Member State will be the Member State where a
payment service provider has requested and obtained its payment license, which should correspond to
the Member State in which it has its registered office or head office.

The host Member State on the other hand will be any Member State other than the home MS in which
the payment service provider is providing payment services.

Pursuant to Article 243b(4)(b) the records shall be made available to the home Member State of the
payment service provider, or to the host Member States when the payment service provider provides
payment services in Member States other than the home Member State. It should be noted that the use
of identifiers for determining the location of payee or payer in line with Article 243c cannot be used to
simplify the obligation of a PSPs to provide the records to the home or host member state in line with
Article 243 (4)(b). PSPs are obliged to follow their payment licence and report in each jurisdiction
where it provides services pursuant to Article 243b(4)(b).

CESOP Guidelines sections 4.4, 4.4.1.

Examples: 1) A PSP has a payment license from Member State 1 and also supplies payment services
in Member State 2 via a branch, and Member State 3 via an agent. In application of the
rules, this PSP will have to report the payments it executes in Member State 1 to Member
State 1, the payments it executes in Member State 2 to Member State 2, and the payments
it executes in Member State 3 to Member State 3.

2) An e-money provider has a payment license to provide payment services from Member
State 1. It then uses passporting rules to provide payment services in all other Member
States of the EU. According to the rule of Article 243b(4), it will report data in all Member
States for the respective payments it executes in each one of them.

3) An e-money provider has its payment license in Member State 1 and also provides
payment services in Member State 2 and 3. In order to determine what data should be
reported in each Member State, it will look at its payment license and where its clients are
located in accordance with Article 243c¢. As such, if the e-money provider acts as the PSP
of the payer for payments going from Member State 1 to a third country, it will report
these payments in Member State 1. If it acts as PSP of the payee for payments going from
Member State 3 to Member State 2, it will report these payments in Member State 2.

4) If an EU e-money provider acts for both the payer and the payee in case of a cross-
border transaction within the EU, the e-money provider shall report this transaction in the
Member State where he provides the payment services to the payee in accordance with
article 243b, 3.
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However, the Directive does not specify whether the headquarters or the branch must transmit the
information to the home or host Member State.

Therefore, the PSPs can decide that the headquarter will report in the Member State where it is
established, while the branches report in the MSs where they operate. In case a PSP has
branches/subsidiaries in more Member States, the data should be provided in each of the Member
States where the payment services are provided.

On the other hand, the PSPs might also decide that the headquarters submit the records also on behalf
of the branches or subsidiaries as long as the information is transmitted to the right host Member
State(s) (where the branches and subsidiaries provide payment services). Should this be the case, the
Headquarters should clearly indicate its identifier and the identifier of the branch or subsidiary on
which behalf is submitting the report.

PSPs transmit the records to the national authorities and not directly to the CESOP. Therefore, it is
advisable that PSPs consult the national authorities for practical details.

Conform definitiei DSP2, statul membru de origine va fi statul membru in care un prestator de
servicii de platd isi solicita si isi obtine licenta de platd, care ar trebui sd corespunda statului membru in
care 1si are sediul social sau sediul social.

Pe de alta parte, statul membru gazda va fi orice stat membru, altul decat statul membru de origine,
in care prestatorul de servicii de plata furnizeaza servicii de plata.

In conformitate cu articolul 243b alineatul (4) litera (b), inregistririle sunt puse la dispozitia statului
membru de origine al prestatorului de servicii de platd sau a statelor membre gazda atunci cand prestatorul
de servicii de plata furnizeaza servicii de platad in alte state membre decat statul membru de origine. .

Trebuie remarcat faptul ca utilizarea identificatorilor pentru determinarea locatiei beneficiarului sau
platitorului in conformitate cu articolul 243c¢ nu poate fi utilizata pentru a simplifica obligatia unui PSP de
a furniza inregistrarile statului membru de origine sau gazda, in conformitate cu articolul 243 (4). )(b).
PSP-urile sunt obligate sa 1si urmeze licenta de plata si sa raporteze in fiecare jurisdictie in care furnizeaza
servicii, in conformitate cu articolul 243b alineatul (4) litera (b).

Exemple:

1) Un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) detine o licentd de platd din statul membru nr. 1 si, de asemenea,
furnizeaza servicii de platd, printr-o sucursald, in statul membru nr. 2 si in statul membru nr. 3 prin
intermediul unui agent. Pentru aplicarea regulilor, acest PSP va trebui sa raporteze platile pe care le executa
in statul membru nr. 1 cétre statul membru nr. 1, platile pe care le executd in statul membru nr. 2 catre
statul membru nr. 2 si platile pe care le executa in statul membru nr. 3 catre statul membru nr. 3.

2) Un furnizor de moneda electronicd are o licenta de plata pentru a furniza servicii de plata din statul
membru nr. 1. Apoi utilizeaza protocoalele (legate) de pasaport pentru a furniza servicii de platd in toate
celelalte state membre ale UE. In conformitate cu regula de la articolul 243b, alineatul (4), va raporta
informatii de plata in toate statele membre pentru plétile pe care le executa in fiecare dintre ele.

3) Un furnizor de moneda electronica are licenta de plata in statul membru nr. 1 si oferd, de asemenea,
servicii de platd In statele membre nr. 2 si nr. 3. Pentru a determina ce informatii de plata ar trebui raportate
in fiecare stat membru, va examina licenta de platd si locatia clientilor. Astfel, daca furnizorul de moneda
electronica actioneaza ca PSP al platitorului pentru platile care trec din statul membru nr. 1 intr-o tara terta,
el va raporta aceste plati in statul membru nr. 1. Dacd actioneaza ca PSP al beneficiarului, va raporta platile
in statul membru nr. 2 , pentru platile care provin din statul membru nr. 3 si ajung in statul membru nr. 2.

4) Daca un furnizor de moneda electronicd din UE actioneaza, in cazul unei tranzactii transfrontaliere din
spatiul UE, atat pentru platitor, cat si pentru beneficiar, el va raporta tranzactia in statul membru in care
presteaza servicii de plata beneficiarului, in conformitate cu articolul 243b, alineatul 3.

Page 42/ 55



Totusi, Directiva privind sistemul comun al TVA nu precizeaza daca sucursala sau filiala trebuie sa
transmita informatii catre statul membru de origine sau cel gazda.

Prin urmare, PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) pot decide ca sediul central sa raporteze in
statul membru 1n care este stabilit, in timp ce sucursalele raporteaza in statele membre in care 1si desfasoara
activitatea. In cazul in care un PSP are sucursale/filiale in mai multe state membre, informatiile de plata ar
trebui raportate 1n fiecare dintre statele membre 1n care sunt furnizate serviciile de plata.

Pe de alta parte, PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) ar putea decide, de asemenea, ca sediul
central sa transmita inregistrarile si in numele sucursalelor sau al filialelor, atata timp cat informatiile sunt
transmise statului membru gazda potrivit (unde sucursalele si filialele furnizeaza servicii de plati). In acest
caz, sediul central trebuie sd indice, In mod clar, identificatorul sau si identificatorul sucursalei sau al
filialei in numele careia depune raportul.

PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) transmit inregistrarile catre autoritatile nationale si nu direct catre
CESOP. Asadar, este recomandat ca PSP-urile sa se consulte cu teritoriile nationale pentru informatii
suplimentare/concrete.

4.11. Can a group arrange to have all information on the payee addressed to one (preferred)
Member State? Poate un grup sa aranjeze ca toate informatiile despre beneficiarul sa fie
adresate unui stat membru (de preferat)?

No, it is not possible to do any aggregation at one MS level only.

As mentioned above, the PSP will have to report the payments it executes in Member State 1 to
Member State 1, the payments it executes in Member State 2 to Member State 2, and the payments it
executes in Member State 3 to Member State 3.

See Article 243b(4)(b) and CESOP Guidelines section 4.4.

Nu, nu este posibila nicio agregare la nivelul unui singur stat membru.

Asa cum s-a mentionat mai sus, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) va trebui sa raporteze platile pe
care le executd 1n statul membru nr. 1 catre statul membru nr. 1, platile pe care le executd in statul membru nr. 2
catre statul membru nr. 2 si platile pe care le executa in statul membru nr. 3 catre statul membru nr. 3.

A se consulta articolul 243b, alineatul (4), litera (b) si ghidul ,, Orientari pentru raportarea datelor
referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de
informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 4.4.

4.12. Will there be a One-Stop-Shop solution for streamlined reporting? Va exista un ghiseu
unic/dedicat pentru raportare simplificata?

No, there will not be any One-Stop-Shop (OSS). Data are reported to the home and host MSs
depending on where the headquarter, branch or agent is located and where payment services are
provided.

Nu, nu va exista niciun ghiseu unic One-Stop-Shop (OSS). Informatiile sunt raportate cétre statele
membre de origine si catre cele gazda, in functie de locul in care se regasesc sediile centrale, filialele sau
agentii si in functie de locul in care se presteaza serviciile de plata.
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4.13. When the requirements for the reporting obligation laid down in Article 243b of the
VAT Directive apply, if in a payment transaction a PSP is acting on behalf of both the payer
and the payee, is it correct to state that the PSP only needs to report the payment
transactions once? in cazul in care prevederile privind obligatia de raportare, stipulate in
articolul 243b din Directiva TVA, se aplica, este corect sa se mentioneze ca PSP-ul
(furnizorul de servicii de plata) trebuie sa raporteze o singura data daca intr-o tranzactie un
PSP actioneaza atit in numele plititorului, cit si al beneficiarului?

Yes, that is correct. The PSP is not required to report the same payment transaction multiple times.
The country in which the PSP should report will depend on where the PSP provides the payment
services to the payee in accordance with article 243(b)(3) which is in most cases, linked to the location
of the payee but not necessarily.

When the payee is located inside the EU, the PSP will report in the EU country of the payee, when the
payee is located outside EU, the PSP will report in the MS where the PSP provides the payment
services to the payer in accordance with article 243(b)(3) which is in most cases, linked to the location
of the payer but not necessarily.

Da, este adevarat. PSP-ului (furnziorului de servicii de platd) nu i se solicitd sd raporteze aceeasi
tranzactie de mai multe ori. Tara in care PSP-ul trebuie sa raporteze depinde de teritoriul in care PSP-ul
furnizeaza servicii de plata beneficiarului, care, in majoritatea cazurilor, este, in conformitate cu
articolul 243(b), alineatul 3, corelata cu locatia beneficiarului, dar nu in mod obligatoriu.

Atunci cand beneficiarul este situat in interiorul teritoriului UE, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de
platd) va raporta in tara UE a beneficiarului, iar cand beneficiarul platii este situat in afara UE, PSP-ul va
raporta in statul membru in care PSP-ul furnizeaza platitorului serviciile de plata, care, in conformitate cu
articolul 243(b), alineatul (3), este, in majoritatea cazurilor, legat de locatia platitorului, dar nu obligatoriu.

4.14. Similarly to 4.13, when a PSP has different roles in one and the same payment
transaction, is it correct to state that the PSP only needs to report the payment transaction
once? Asemanator punctului 4.13, atunci cind un PSP (furnzior de servicii de plata) are
roluri diferite in cadrul aceleiasi tranzactii, este corect si spunem ca PSP-ul trebuie sa
raporteze tranzactia o singura data?

Yes, that is correct. A Payment Service Provider might have different roles in one and the same
payment transaction. It can for example be a card acquirer and also the e-money and e-wallet provider.
The payment transaction for which the PSP fulfils different roles, only needs to be reported for CESOP
once by this PSP, and not separately for each of its roles (see XSD User guide).

Da, este corect. Un PSP (furnizor de servicii de platd) poate avea mai roluri diferite in cadrul
aceleiasi tranzactii. Poate fi, de exemplu, un dobanditor de carduri si, In acelasi timp, furnizorul de servicii
cu moneda electronica si de tip e-wallet. Operatiunea de platd pentru care PSP-ul indeplineste mai multe
roluri trebuie sa fie raportatd catre CESOP o singura data, deci nu separat pentru fiecare rol indeplinit. A se
consulta ,,ghidul de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD)”

4.15. What is the payment amount to be reported for CESOP? Is this the amount paid by
the payer or the amount actually received by the payee? Care este suma care trebuie
raportata la CESOP? Este aceasta suma achitata de platitor sau suma primita efectiv de
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beneficiar?

The amount to be reported for CESOP is the amount actually paid by the payer (in the currency of this
payment) before any deductions by the PSP like the take rate, currency conversion fee, etc. The
amount reported for CESOP might therefore be higher than the amount actually received by the payee
in his account. Also, it should not be considered by the PSP whether the amount paid by the payee
includes VAT or not.

Example:

A customer in Germany is ordering a new tablet from a merchant in Sweden. The price is 120 EUR
(including VAT) plus 10 EUR (including VAT) for the transportation. The PSP involved in the
payment of this purchase collects 130 EUR from the customer. After deduction of its payment fees
(2% or 2.6 EUR), the PSP debits 127.4 EUR on the account of the merchant. The payment amount to
be taken into account for CESOP is 130 EUR which is the total amount paid by the customer.

Suma care trebuie sd fie raportatd la CESOP este chiar suma achitatd de platitor (in valuta platii)
inainte ca acestuia sa ii fie aplicate deduceri, precum comisionul acordat tertilor, taxa de conversie valutara
etc. Suma raportatd la CESOP poate fi, asadar, mai mare decat cea primita de beneficiar, de fapt, in contul
sdu. De asemenea, PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) nu ar trebui tinta cont daca suma platita de
beneficiar include sau nu TVA.

Exemplu:

Un client din Germania comanda o noua tabletd de la un comerciant din Suedia. Pretul este de 120
EUR (cu T.V.A.), PLUS 10 EUR (cu T.V.A) pentru transport. PSP-ul (funrizorul de servicii de platd)
implicat in plata acestei achizitii incaseaza 130 EUR de la client. Dupd deducerea taxelor (2% sau 2,6
EUR), PSP-ul debiteaza contul comerciantului cu suma de 127,4 EUR. Suma platii care trebuie sa fie luata
in considerare pentru raportarea CESOP este de 130 EUR, reprezentand suma totald platitd de client.

4.16. Should payment transactions be reported by the payer’s PSP if the payee’s PSP is in
an EEA country? Ar trebui ca operatiunile de plata sa fie raportate de citre PSP-ul
(furnizorul de servicii de plati) plititorului daca PSP-ul beneficiarului este localizat intr-o
tara din SEE (Spatiul Economic European)?

It depends.

PSPs in EEA countries can obtain a payment licence in their home country and use passporting rules
to provide for payment services in the EU even without a physical presence in any of the Member
State. In that case, PSPs in EEA countries might be subject to the reporting obligation when they
provide payment services in the EU Member States

Here we can see the following situations:

o the EEA PSP acting as payer’s PSP in Member State 1: that PSP will report in Member
State 1 the payments from that payer to any third country (including EEA countries);

o the EEA PSP acting as payee’s PSP in Member State 1: that PSP will report in Member
State 1 the payments received from other Member States

Case 1: Direct Debit system. The payee’s PSP is in a) Norway or b) Poland and payer
account is in Estonia. Who reports in a) and b)?
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The general rule is that when the payee’s PSP is in one Member State, then the reporting obligation is
up to the payee’s PSP. When the payee’s PSP is in a third territory or third country then the payer’s
PSP will report. Norway is an EEA country and payments to EEA countries shall be considered as
payments to third countries. In such cases, the PSP of the payer located in a Member State will report
the payment in the Member State of the payer. So, for case a) the report must be done in Estonia by
the payer’s PSP as the payment is done to a bank account in Norway. For case b) the report must be
done in Poland by the payee’s PSP as the payment is done to a bank account in Poland.

Depinde.

PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) din spatiul SEE (Spatiul Economic European) pot sa
obtind o licentd de plata in tara de origine si sa foloseascad procedurile de pasaport pentru a furniza servicii
de plati pe teritoriul UE, chiar si fard a avea o prezenta fizica (a unui sediu) in niciun stat membru. In acest
caz, PSP-urile din tarile SEE (Spatiul Economic European) ar putea fi supuse obligatiei de raportare atunci
cand furnizeaza servicii de plata 1n statele membre UE.

Mai jos, regdsiti urmatoarele situatii:

e PSP-ul din SEE (Spatiul Economic European) actioneaza ca PSP al platitorului in statul membru nr.
1: acel PSP va raporta statului membru nr. 1 platile de la platitor catre orice tara terta (inclusiv tari
din SEE);

e PSP-ul din SEE (Spatiul Economic European) actioneaza ca PSP al beneficiarului in statul membru
nr. 1: acel PSP va raporta statului membru nr. 1 platile primite de la orice alt stat membru.

Cazul 1: Sistemul de debitare directd. PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) beneficiarului este in a)
Novergia sau b) Polonia, iar contul platitorului este in Estonia. Cine raporteaza in cazul a) si cine
raporteaza in cazul b)?

Regula de baza presupune ca, atunci cand PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) beneficiarului este intr-un
stat membru, obligatia de raportare 1i revine acestuia (PSP-ului beneficiarului). Cand PSP-ul beneficiarului
se afld pe un teritoriu sau intr-o tara tert(a), atunci obligatia de raportare 1i revine PSP-ului platitorului.
Norvegia este o tarda SEE (a Spatiului Economic European), deci platile catre tarile din SEE ar trebui
considerate pliti citre tari terte. In astfel de cazuri, PSP-ul platitorului, localizat intr-un stat membru, va
raporta plata in statul membru al platitorului. Asadar, pentru cazul a) raportarea trebuie facuta in Estonia
de catre PSP-ul platitorului, Intrucat plata este efectuata catre un cont bancar din Norvegia. Pentru cazul b)
raportarea trebuie facutd in Polonia de catre PSP-ul beneficiarului, intrucat plata este efectuatd catre un
cont bancar din Polonia.

4.17. Should refunds be reported? Ar trebui ca rambursarile sa fie raportate?

“Technical” refunds as defined in Article 76 of the PSD2 are always in the records of the PSPs (e.g.
refunds due to technical errors in the original payment transaction).

Other kind of refunds (for instance due to goods returned to the seller) are not always in the records of
the PSPs. When a PSP is not aware of the refund, it is not asked to verify whether any given payment
is a refund or not. As such, evidently this will be computed in the calculation of the threshold as a
payment, and they will be reported in case the threshold is exceeded.

Still, there are cases where PSPs have this information at their disposal.
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For instance, a payment through an e-wallet could be refunded by the seller to the consumer using the
same e- wallet and referring to the original purchase. In such a case, most likely the e-wallet will have
the necessary information to link the refund to the original payment.

Therefore, when a PSP is aware of the refund, this refund is not computed in the calculation of the
threshold. The known refunds shall be reported as indicated in the Guidelines, section 4.5. and in the
User guide point 3.3.4.

This rule applies both when the refund is in the same reporting period of the original payment and
when the refund is in a subsequent reporting period of the original payment.

Rambursarile ,,tehnice”, asa cum sunt definite 1n articolul 76 din DSP2, se vor regdsi mereu in
inregistrarile/arhivele PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd) (de exemplu, rambursarile realizate din
cauza unor erori tehnice din cadrul operatiunii initiale de plata).

Alte tipuri de rambursari (de exemplu, cauzate de bunurile returnate vanzatorului) nu sunt
intotdeauna in registrele/arhivele PSP-urilor. Atunci cand un PSP nu este informat in legiturd cu
rambursarea, nu i se cere sa verifice daca o anumita platd este sau nu o rambursare. Ca atare, acest lucru va
fi, evident, socotit In calculul pragului, iar rambursarile vor fi raportate in cazul in care pragul este depasit.

Totusi, exista cazuri in care PSP-urile au la dispozitie aceste informatii.

De exemplu, o plata realizatd prin intermediul serviciilor e-wallet ar putea fi rambursata, de catre
vanzitor/comerciant, clientului prin utilizarea aceluiasi e-wallet si prin trimiterea la achizitia initiala. Intr-
un astfel de caz, este cel mai probabil ca serviciul e-wallet sd fie in posesia informatiilor necesare privind
asocierea dintre rambursare si achizitia initiala.

Totusi, dacd un PSP este instiintat referitor la rambursare, atunci rambursarea nu este avuta in
vedere 1n calcularea pragului si este raportatd, asa cum se mentioneaza in ghidul ,,Orientari pentru
raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in
Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 4.5 si in Ghidul de
utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD), punctul 3.3.4.

Aceasta reguld se aplicd atat atunci cand rambursarea se regaseste in aceeasi perioada de raportare
cu plata initiala, cat si atunci cand rambursarea se regaseste intr-o perioadd de raportare ulterioara platii
initiale.

4.18. Should rejected payments be reported? Ar trebui raportate platile respinse?

Rejected payments, or “technical” refunds as defined in Article 76 of the PSD2 are always in the
records of the PSPs (e.g. refunds due to technical errors in the original payment transaction).

Both the original payment and the technical refund are reported by the PSPs. This rule applies both
when the refund is in the same reporting period of the original payment and when the refund is in a
subsequent reporting period of the original payment.

The technical refunds must be reported as indicated in the Guidelines, see section 4.5.1, boxes 7 and
14 and in the User guide point 3.3.4.

Technical refunds are not computed in the calculation of the thresholds.

Payment transactions that are not completed, for example a credit card transaction that is not
authorised because of lack of available funds on the payer’s payment account, should never be
reported as they are not payment transactions.

Platile respinse sau rambursarile ,,tehnice”, asa cum sunt definite in articolul 76 din DSP2, se afla,
intotdeauna, 1n arhivele/registrele PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd) (de exemplu, rambursarile
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cauzate de erori tehnice In operatiunea de plata initiala).

Atat plata initiald, cat si rambursarea ,,tehnica” sunt raportate de catre PSP-uri (furnizorii de servicii
de platd). Regula se aplica atat atunci cand rambursarea se regaseste in aceeasi perioadd de raportare cu
plata initiala, cat si atunci cdnd rambursarea se regdseste intr-o perioada de raportare ulterioard platii
initiale.

Rambursarile tehnice trebuie, deci, sa fie raportate asa cum este indicat in ghidul ,, Orientari pentru
raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in
Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 4.5.1, casetele 7 si 14, si
in Ghidul de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD), punctul 3.3.4

Rambursarile tehnice nu se au in vedere in calcularea pragului.

Operatiunile de platd care nu sunt finalizate, ca de exemplu o tranzactie prin cardul de credit care nu
este autorizata din cauza lipsei de fonduri din contul platitorului, nu ar trebui raportate, intrucat ele nu
reprezintd, in final, tranzactii de plata.

4.19. Should a refund be reported if the original payment was not reported? Ar trebui
rambursarile sa fie raportate, daca plata originala nu a fost raportata?

No. If a PSP is aware that a refund refers to an original payment (even processed in a precedent
reporting period) that was not reported, then the refund does not need to be reported.

Nu. Daca un PSP stie ca o rambursare se referd la o plata initiald (chiar procesata intr-o perioada de raportare
precedentd) care nu a fost raportatd, atunci rambursarea nu trebuie raportata.
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5. DATA ELEMENTS — Elemente de date

5.1. Can the payment transactions to be reported be broken down according to the type of
transaction (cards/credit transfers/direct debits/instant payment)? Este posibil ca
operatiunile de plata care trebuie raportate sa fie defalcate in functie de tipul de tranzactie
(carduri/transferuri de credit/debitari directe/plata instantanee)?

Yes, this can be done. But as indicated above, all transactions made to the same payee need to be
accumulated for the purpose of calculating the threshold.

Da, acest lucru se poate intampla. Dar, asa cum s-a precizat mai sus, toate tranzactiile efectuate catre
acelasi beneficiar trebuie sa fie cumulate, in ideea de a calcula pragul.

5.2. No information about the payer should be reported, except that relating to his/her state
of origin. In this regard, should records be kept with more details about the payer if needed
for investigation? Nicio informatie privind plititorul nu ar trebui raportata, exceptind
datele care au legatura cu tara lui/ei de origine. in acest sens, ar trebui ca regitrele/arhivele
sd contind mai multe detalii despre platitor in cazul unei potentiale anchete/investigatii?

The list of data that needs to be reported is laid down in Article 243d of Directive 2006/112/EC. Point
2. (c) lists the details that shall be contained in the information.

Regarding the payer location information, the information used to determine the origin of the
payment, or the destination of the refund shall be provided in accordance with Article 243c. The
information can include any data element available to the PSP, as described in box 11 (IBAN, address,
card number, etc.). It is important to note that this field shall only indicate what data was used, the data
itself must not be transmitted.

This implies that PSPs will for example indicate that the location of the payer was established in a
Member State using the IBAN of the payer’s payment account. The IBAN of the payer itself,
however, shall never be transmitted. No other data must be retained at this regard. For national record
keeping rules PSPs should refer to national authorities.

CESOP Guidelines, section 4.5.1.

Lista cu informatii care trebuie raportate se regdseste in articolul 243d din Directiva 2006/112/CE,
punctul 2. Alineatul (c) prezinta detaliile care ar trebui sa se regaseasca in aceste date/informatii.

In ceea ce priveste informatiile referitoare la locatia plititorului, informatiile utilizate pentru a
determina originea platii sau destinatia rambursdrii sunt furnizate in conformitate cu articolul 243c.
Informatiile pot include orice element de date disponibil pentru PSP (furnziorul de servicii de platd), asa cum
este descris in caseta 11 (cod IBAN, adresa, numdr de card etc.). Este important de mentionat cd acest camp
va indica doar datele utilizate, datele in sine nu trebuie transmise.

Asta Inseamnd cd PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) vor indica, de exemplu, cd locatia
platitorului a fost stabilitd intr-un stat membru utilizand codul IBAN al contului de plati al platitorului. Cu
toate acestea, IBAN-ul platitorului insusi nu va fi transmis niciodatd. Nu trebuie retinute alte date n acest
sens. Pentru normele nationale de pastrare a evidentelor, PSP-ul ar trebui sd se adreseze autoritdtilor
nationale.

A se consulta ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor rveferitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de
servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”,
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sectiunea 4.5.1.

5.3. Is the “accounting date” or the “value date” relevant for the purpose of detecting the
transactions to be reported? Este relevanta data contabila sau data tranzactiei in scopul
depistarii tranzactiilor care urmeaza sa fie raportate?

The date to be reported depends on the payment method. In box 8 of the different tables in section
4.5.2. of the CESOP Guidelines there is a detailed indication of the dates to report per payment
methods.

Informatia de plati care trebuie raportatd depinde de metoda de plati. in caseta 8 din tabelele
sectiunii 4.5.2. din ghidul ,,Orientari pentru raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la
prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati
(CESOP)” exista o indicatie detaliatd in privinta datelor de raportat asociate metodelor de plata.

5.4. Which information has to be kept in the records of the PSPs, according to Art. 243d (2)
point d (“any reference which unambiguously identifies the payment “)? Would the
payment reference given by the payer fall under this point? Ce tip de informatie trebuie sa
fie pastrat in registrele/arhivele PSP-urilor (furnizorilor de servicii de platd), conform
articolului 243d, alineatul 2, punctul d (,,orice trimitere/referinta care poate identifica, fara
dificultate, plata”)? Referinta de plata data de platitor s-ar incadra la acest punct?

Payments and references must be unique, and it can be a code from 1 up to 40 characters granting any
reference which unambiguously identifies the payment for the PSP. This “payment unique identifier”
should not be confused with the description of the payment (which is normally a free text where the
payee might indicate the underlining purchase or other personal information) that must not be
reported.

Reference is made to box 14 of the tables in section 4.5.2 of the CESOP
Guidelines. The name of the payer is never part of the reporting.

Platile si referintele trebuie sa fie unice, acest lucru fiind posibil prin intermediul unui cod care
contine Intre 1 si 40 de caractere si care alocd o referintd ce indicd PSP-ului, cu exactitate, plata.
Acest ,,identificator unic al platii” nu ar trebui confundat cu descrierea platii (care este, de obicei, un text
liber prin care beneficiarul evidentiazd/marcheaza achizitia sau alte informatii personale) care nu trebuie
raportata.

Referinta este compusa din caseta 14 a tabelelor din sectiunea 4.5.2 a ghidului ,, Orientari pentru
raportarea datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in
Sistemul electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP) .

Numele platitorului nu face niciodata parte din raportare.

5.5. Is it mandatory for a PSP to submit a nil reporting to the CESOP information system?
Este obligatoriu ca PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de platd) sa transmita o raportare nula
catre sistemul CESOP?

Article 243b(4)(b) states that information must be made available to Member States when the
requirements of paragraph 1 are fulfilled. Therefore, nil reporting cannot be mandatory, but can be
allowed on voluntary basis. PSPs should address their national authorities.
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Articolul 243b, alineatul 4, punctul b prevede ca informatiile (de platd) sa fie puse la dispozitia
statelor membre atunci cind cerintele/conditiile de la alineatul (1) sunt indeplinite. Prin urmare, raportarea
nuld nu poate fi obligatorie, dar poate fi permisa ca act voluntar.

PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) ar trebui sd se adreseze autoritatilor nationale.

5.6. For a card issuer in a Member State with several cardholders located in a Member State
that send payments to payees located in several Member States: is there a need to produce
several sets of data? Pentru un emitent de card (dintr-un stat membru) cu mai multi detinatori
de card situati intr-un stat membru care efectueaza pliti ciatre beneficiarii aflati in mai
multe/diverse state membre: este necesar sa se pregiateasca mai multe seturi de date?

The PSP, in this case the card issuer, must calculate the threshold per different payees. When the
conditions laid down in Article 243b of the VAT Directive are fulfilled, that PSP must submit
different reports per each payee. However, if the payee’s PSP is in another Member State, then the
payer’s PSP does not have to report the payment transactions. Basically, the payer’s PSP must report
only when the payee’s PSPs are in third countries or third territories.

PSP-ul — furnizorul de servicii de plata — in acest caz, emitentul cardului, trebuie sa calculeze pragul
pentru diferiti beneficiari. Atunci cand conditiile enuntate in articolul 243d din Directiva 2206/112 CE
privind sistemul comun al TVA sunt indeplinite, acel PSP trebuie sa transmita raportari diferite pentru
fiecare beneficiar. Totusi, daca PSP-ul beneficiarului este localizat intr-un alt stat membru, atunci PSP-ul
platitorului nu are obligatia de a raporta operatiunile de platd. Mai simplu spus, PSP-ul platitorului trebuie
sd raporteze doar atunci cand PSP-urile beneficirului se afla pe un teritoriu sau intr-o tara terta.

5.7. Do PSPs have to send separate files depending on whether they act as payee’s PSP or as
payer’s PSP? Este necesar ca PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de plata) sa trimita
fisiere/dosare separate in functie de rolul in care se afla: PSP al beneficiarului sau PSP al
platitorului?

No. There is only one format to be used by PSPs acting as both, payer and payee PSPs.
See XSD User Guide.

Nu. Existd un singur format utilizat de PSP-uri, indiferent daca actioneaza ca PSP al platitorului sau al
beneficiarului.
A se consulta Ghidul de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD)

5.8. Is it necessary to report the payee’s address received on the transaction to be reported
or the payee’s address stored in the bank records? Este necesara raportarea adresei
beneficiarului, primita in urma tranzactiei ce urmeaza a fi raportata, sau a celei stocate in
evidentele/inregistrarile bancare?

If available, all addresses of the payee in the PSP’s records shall be reported.

Information and overview are given in the CESOP Guidelines section 4.5.3, Table 9 — Overview of
data and expected data quality levels.
Daca sunt disponibile, toate adresele care 1l privesc pe beneficiar trebuie sa fie raportate.
Informatiile si prezentarea de ansamblu sunt prezentate in ghidul , Orientari pentru raportarea
datelor referitoare la plati provenite de la prestatori de servicii de plata si transmiterea in Sistemul
electronic central de informatii referitoare la plati (CESOP)”, sectiunea 4.5.3., Tabelul 9 — Prezentare
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generald a datelor si a nivelurile de calitate asteptate 1n privinta datelor.

5.9. If a PSP needs to make corrections to the file and, in the meantime, there are changes in
the name of the payee, is it supposed to report the name as it was originally, or as it is now,
or does it not matter at all? Daca un PSP (furnizor de servicii de plata) are nevoie sa faca
niste corecturi ale fisierului si, intre timp, apar modificari in ceea ce priveste numele
beneficiarului, este nevoie ca numele sa fie raportat ca in formula initiala, formula curenta
sau nu are nicio importanta?

The data must be reported as in the record of the PSP at the precise moment of the transmission.

If that change happens during the period, and VAT/TIN remained the same, the name change is not
that crucial. The PSP can just correct the mistake and always report at least the most up-to-date name
in its records. PSPs can also send both names if they have them both in their records.

Informatiile trebuie raportate exact cum apar in evidenta/registrul PSP-ului (furnizorului de servicii
de platd) la momentul transmiterii.

Daca aceasta schimbare are loc in timpul perioadei de raportare, iar TVA-ul/TIN-ul (Codul de
inregistrare fiscala din punct de vedere TVA si taxe) a rdmas acelasi, schimbarea numelui nu este atit de
relevanta.

PSP-ul poate doar sd corecteze greseala si sd raporteze, intotdeauna, numele cel mai recent din
inregistrarile/evidentele sale. PSP-urile pot trimite, de asemenea, ambele nume daca au la dispozitie ambele
variante In inregistrarile lor.

6. TECHNICAL QUESTIONS - intrebiiri tehnice

6.1. Regarding the XSD and XSD User Guide versions, in case of any changes, how these
will be communicated and be put into action at EU and MS level? In privinta versiunilor
ghidurilor de utilizare XSD, in cazul aparitiei unor modificari, cum vor fi acestea
comunicate si cum se vor pune in aplicare la nivel european si la nivelul statului membru?

The XSD and its User Guide are published on CESOP europa.eu website. In case of changes, they will
be communicated by Commission and compatibility with the previous version will be maintained for a
period, when possible, to allow all stakeholders to adapt their systems.
Ghidul de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD) este publicat pe pagina CESOP
(https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/taxation-1/central-electronic-system-payment-information-
cesop_en ). In cazul aparitiei unor modificiri, ele vor fi comunicate de catre Comisia Europeani,
pastrandu-se, pentru o perioadd, compatibilitatea cu versiunea anterioara, atunci cand este posibil, pentru a
le permite partilor interesate s isi adapteze sistemele.

6.2. Regarding the MessageRefld defined by the PSPs, is there a standard to be followed to
guarantee uniqueness of the ID, time and space? Where can I find more information on the
MessageRefId? in ceea ce priveste elementul MessageRefId definit de ciitre PSP, existi un
standard de urmat pentru a garanta unicitatea ID-ului, a timpului si a spatiului? Unde se
pot gasi mai multe informatii despre MessageRefld?

Yes. However, with a very low probability, it is possible that two IDs generated/built as suggested in

the XSD UG are the same. Detailed information can be found in the [RO1] XSD User Guide.
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Da. Cu toate ca existd o posibilitate redusa, se poate ca ID-urile generate/construite dupa cum este sugerat
in Ghid de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD), sa fie aceleasi. Informatii suplimentare pot fi
gasite In Ghid de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD) [R01]

6.3. What happens in the case that within a reporting period, there is no data for the PSP to
report? For instance, when PSPs do not have any payments under the VAT Directive
2020/284 in a given quarter or the thresholds are not exceeded in a given quarter? Will nil
reporting be implemented in the XSD file, or will there be a simpler option available? Ce se
intampla in cazul in care, intr-o perioada de raportare, nu existad date pe care PSP-ul
(furnizorul de servicii de plata) sa le raporteze? De exemplu, atunci cind PSP-urile nu au
pliti care sa se supuni obligatiei de raportare conform Directivei TVA 2020/284, intr-un
anumit trimestru, sau atunci cand pragurile nu sunt depasite intr-un anumit trimestru? Va
fi implementata raportarea nuli in fisierul XSD sau va fi disponibild o optiune mai simpla?

It is not mandatory to report in case of no transactions, or transactions below the threshold.
Further information can be found in the [R0O1] XSD User Guide.

Nu este obligatorie raportarea atunci cand nu existd tranzactii sau atunci cand existad tranzactii sub
pragul de 25. Mai multe informatii pot fi gésite in Ghidul utilizatorului XSD [RO1] .

6.4. As for the type of reporting data: are special characters, negative values and national
characters accepted by CESOP? In ceea ce priveste tipul datelor raportate: existii caractere
speciale, valori negative sau caractere nationale acceptate de CESOP?

For some elements, special characters are allowed, but in other elements the input is limited. Detailed
information is given in the [RO1] XSD User Guide.

Pentru anumite campuri, caracterele speciale sunt acceptate, dar in alte campuri exista restrictii. Mai multe
informatii se regasesc in Ghidul utilizatorului XSD [RO1].

6.5. How the PSP knows that the report submitted is correct? Is there any validation on
behalf of MS or CESOP? Cum poate afla PSP-ul (furnizorul de servicii de plati) daca
raportarea trimisa este corecta? Exista vreo validare din partea statului membru sau din
partea CESOP?

Yes, validation messages are produced by CESOP. The detailed answer to such question can be found
in [RO1] XSD User Guide.

Da, mesajele de validare sunt emise de CESOP. Un raspuns mai detaliat se regaseste in Ghid de utilizare
pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD) [RO1].

6.6. Are there some minimum quality reporting standards used by CESOP in case a PSP
has not information like TIN, VAT number, Address, etc? Exista vreo serie de standarde
minime ale calititii in raportarea CESOP daca, de exemplu, un PSP (furnizor de servicii de
plata) nu are informatii precum: TIN (Codul de inregistrare fiscala d.p.d.v. taxe), numar de
identificare a TVA-ului, adresa etc.?
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The answer to such question can be found in [RO1] XSD User Guide; mandatory elements are the one
for which the value of ‘Mandatory nature’ column equals ‘Mandatory’.
Raspunsul pentru o astfel de intrebare poate fi gasit in Ghid de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata
(fisier XSD) [RO1]; elementele/informatiile obligatorii sunt cele pentru care valoarea din coloana
Mandatory nature este echivalenta cu Mandatory (obligatoriu).

6.7. For transactions in third countries, the identifier of the payee may be different from IBAN.
Will the XSD tracking allow non-IBAN values to be captured? Pentru tranzactiile din tarile
terte, identificatorul pentru beneficiar poate fi diferit de cel clasic (numéarul IBAN). Va putea
definitia XSD (pentru intocmirea fisierului XML) sa permita completarea cu alte elemente
decat codul IBAN?

Yes, the detailed answer to such question can be found in [R01] XSD User Guide.
Da, un raspuns detaliat pe aceasta tema se regdseste in Ghidul utilizatorului XSD [RO1].

6.8. Is CESOP going to adopt ISO 20022 standard for more structured reporting?
Intentioneaza sistemul CESOP sa adopte standardul ISO 20022 pentru a asigura o
raportare mai organizata/structurata?

CESOP will not use this structure.
Sistemul CESOP nu va utiliza aceasta structura.

6.9. How are the main CESOP system IT and the individual MS IT teams connecting to
ensure successful submissions? Cum se pot corela sistemul principal CESOP si echipele IT
individuale dintr-un stat membru, astfel incat sa asigure transmiterea cu succes a
raportarilor?

Data will be submitted via a secure and encrypted channel.
Informatiile vor fi transmise printr-un canal securizat si criptat.

6.10. Can a PSPs send several files (also below the theoretical maximum size of 1GB) for the
same reporting period? Pot transmite PSP-urile (furnizorii de servicii de platd) mai multe
fisiere (dar care sa se incadreze in pragul maxim de 1GB) pentru aceeasi perioada de
raportare?

Yes, according to XSD Guide, when a PSP has a large amount of data to report the reporting shall split
the data over several payment data messages, in respect of the two following rules:

1. Each message cannot exceed the size of 1GB

2. Each message must be compliant with the XSD.

It is worth noting that some Member States could have lower limitations (than 1GB). In such a case,

the PSP would have to split the submission into smaller parts.
Da, conform Ghidului de utilizare pentru informatiile de plata (fisier XSD), atunci cand un PSP (furnizor de
servicii de platd) are un cumul mai mare de informatii de raportat, raportarea ar trebui si fie
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grupatd/impartitd in mai multe mesaje privitoare la informatiile de platd, amintindu-se cele doud reguli
esentiale:
1. Fiecare mesaj trebuie sa se incadreze in dimensiunea maxima de 1 GB.
2. Fiecare mesaj trebuie sa fie compatibil cu sistemul XSD.

Este important de stiut cd unele state membre pot avea limite mai mici de 1GB in privinta
dimensiunii fisierelor. Intr-un astfel de caz, PSP-ul va trebui, de asemenea, si grupeze/imparti raportarea in

pati mai mici.
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