Form C: Statistics of Multilateral or Bilateral Advance Pricing Arrangement (APA) Cases

Unit: no. of cases

cases proceeded by outcome Jurisdictions
[nventory 1n no. of cases Inventory with which the
Year | the beginning | received during ‘ | i ity il remaining 1n the| Multilateral or
of the year the year signed denied taxpayer outcome end of the year | Bilateral APAs
were signed
2008 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
2009 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
2010 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
2011 1 1 | 0 0 0 1 |Singapore
2012 1 2% 0 0 0 0 3
2013 3 0 0 1* 0 0 2
2014 2 0 0 0 1 0 1
2015 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 |The Netherlands
2016 1 1 0 0 0 0 2
2017 2 4 0 0 0 0 6
2018 6 4 7 0 0 0 g Switzerland, the

Netherlands




cases proceeded by outcome

Jurisdictions

[nventory 1n no. of cases Inventory with which the

Year | the beginning | received during . e i ity il remaining 1n the Multﬂateral or
1
of the year the year g e outcome end of the year Bﬂateral' APAS
were signed
2020 10 2 0 0 0 12
Japan,

2021 12 3 3 0 1 11 Switzerland
2022 11 8 0 0 0 19
Total 29 7 1 2 19

* One case requested directly by the other Contracting Party was not reported by the National Taxation Bureaus.




