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Executive Summary 

The Role of Tax Treaties in Facilitating Development and Protecting the Tax 
Base 

The paper prepared by the Global Tax Policy Center of the Institute for Austrian and 
International Tax Law looks at the role of tax treaties in facilitating FDI in developing 
countries, allocating taxable income between developed and developing countries and 
protecting the tax base in developing countries. The report is based on a survey of 20 
developing countries and economies in transition which can be grouped into four 
categories: less developed countries (LDCs), middle to high income developing countries, 
resource rich countries and the BRICS countries. 

Among the targets set by the Millennium Development Goals was the mobilization of 
domestic resources, mainly taxes, non-tax revenues and foreign direct investment (FDI). 
FDI can add value to an economy by boosting capital formation, generating exports, 
extending value chains and expanding the tax base. New and higher skilled work may be 
created, and multinational enterprises (MNEs) generally have a better gender balance in 
their workforce, pay higher wages and increase the range of products available to 
consumers. Knowledge transfer by MNEs can introduce new ways of doing business and 
new production techniques. 

Although flows of FDI have recovered after the economic crisis, the outlook remains 
uncertain owing to the euro crisis, declining growth rates in the BRICS countries, 
volatility of capital flows and political instability in the Middle East, North Africa and some 
countries of sub-Saharan Africa. In the years 2009 to 2011 FDI flows were unevenly 
distributed between the different economic regions and types of activity. FDI flowing into 
the BRICS increased by 25%, FDI into Asia increased by 10% and FDI flows into Latin 
America increased by 16%, but FDI flows into Africa fell slightly during the period. 
Developing and Emerging Economies (DEEs) account for 51% of the total FDI flows.  

Tax policy can help to generate economic growth and prosperity. Capital is mobile across 
national boundaries and an increasing role is played by MNEs in international trade and 
investment. The type of tax regime and the level of tax rates may have a significant 
influence on decisions about the location of production and investment. A fair legal and 
administrative framework can have a strong bearing on competitiveness and growth in a 
country. Tax policy may contribute to this by raising tax revenues in a fair way; 
promoting good tax administration to deter evasion; implementing tax law consistently 
and without corruption; reducing the waste of resources by inefficient administration; 
keeping compliance costs low for business and making tax policy in an evidence-based 
and transparent way. 

The international competition to attract FDI also requires a tax regime that creates a 
climate in which investment and innovation are encouraged. For an MNE, a competitive 
tax regime is one where the tax rate is no less favorable than the rate facing domestic 
companies in the host country and the subsidiaries of MNEs from other countries. The 
effective tax rate depends on a range of factors including the statutory corporate tax 
rate, the tax base (including depreciation of assets for tax purposes), the rules for double 
tax relief and the opportunities for aggressive tax planning.  
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Passive income and capital gains 

Tax treaties play a role in ensuring that capital importing countries may take significant 
tax at source from dividends, interest and royalties flowing back to the developed 
countries. The ability to tax passive income at source must however be balanced against 
the role of tax treaties in encouraging FDI. The benefit to any foreign investor of lower 
WHT rates would depend on the home tax system of the investor and the existence of a 
credit or exemption system, and on the inclusion in the treaty of any provisions in 
respect of tax sparing. 

A foreign company setting up a subsidiary in a developing country would repatriate 
profits in the form of dividends. Within the BRICS group China, Russia and South Africa 
offer relatively low rates of 5% or 10% withholding tax to non-portfolio investors in the 
majority of their treaties. The middle and high income LDCs include non-portfolio 
dividend withholding tax rates of 10% or higher in their treaties. In the LDC group 
Uganda, Tanzania, Rwanda and Kenya have relatively low withholding tax rates of 5% or 
10% for dividends to non portfolio investors while of the resource rich countries 
Kazakhstan and Zambia also offer low withholding tax rates to non-portfolio investors in 
many of their treaties. Vietnam has a policy to differentiate between more substantial 
participations (mostly around 70%) and less substantial participations (mostly 25%) 
offering an even lower rate for more substantial participations. 

The OECD Model restricts withholding tax on interest to 10% while the UN Model does 
not specify any maximum percentage for source country taxation of interest. Among the 
BRICS India and Brazil have high withholding tax rates of 10% to 20% or more on 
interest while the middle to high income LDCs (apart from Qatar) and most of the LDCs 
also include high treaty withholding tax rates. Most treaties include certain exemptions 
from interest withholding tax, the most common exemption being for interest derived 
and beneficially owned by a State, a political subdivision or a local authority of the other 
contracting state. An exemption is also quite commonly given to interest derived by the 
Central Bank of the other State.  

The UN definition extends the royalties article to cover the use of, or the right to use, 
industrial, commercial or scientific equipment, whereas these are no longer included in 
the OECD Model definition of royalties. The UN Model provides for source country 
taxation of royalties with the percentage to be determined by negotiation between the 
treaty partners. The countries analyzed have negotiated greatly varying rates of royalty 
withholding tax in their treaties. The LDCs plus Thailand and India generally negotiate 
high withholding rates of 10% to 20% for royalties. Certain countries analyzed, for 
example India, Malaysia and Vietnam, have also negotiated provisions for source taxation 
of technical fees in their treaties. 

Land rich companies 

The OECD and UN Models both contain a paragraph in the capital gains article permitting 
source country taxation of gains from the sale of shares in land rich companies, these 
being companies whose shares derive more than 50% of their value directly or indirectly 
from immovable property situated in a contracting state. Some developing countries such 
as China, India, Vietnam and Kazakhstan incorporate a provision similar to this in their 
treaties whereas others such as Malaysia, Russia or Thailand do not include this provision 
in many of the treaties they negotiate. In many treaties the provision does not refer to a 
50% asset value but refers to the shares of a company the assets of which consist wholly 
or principally of real property in the other contracting state. This avoidance of a particular 
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and resolve them when they arise; and to create a legal framework for cooperation 
between the tax authorities to counter offshore non-compliance.  

The existing system of allocating taxing rights is supported by the concept of neutrality. 
Economic efficiency or tax neutrality may be defined as the optimal allocation of 
production resources and the minimization of any distortion caused by the tax system. 
Capital export neutrality (CEN) and capital import neutrality (CIN) are based on the idea 
that the economic decision making of business should not be influenced by tax 
considerations. In a situation where there is CIN funds originating from another country 
should compete on equal terms with local funds on the domestic market. Where there is 
CEN the investor should pay the same total tax (including both domestic and foreign tax) 
whether the investment income comes from domestic sources or from foreign countries. 
Bilateral or multilateral tax agreements generally use either the tax exemption method 
(CIN) or the tax credit method (CEN) to avoid double taxation. Under an exemption 
system the source state has the right to tax the income and the residence state exempts 
the income from tax. Under the tax credit system the residence state gives a tax credit in 
respect of tax paid in the source state. 

There have been a number of studies attempting to determine the impact of tax treaties 
on FDI flows into developing and emerging economies, but there is currently no 
consensus.  All the studies acknowledge the difficulty in isolating the influence of treaties 
from other variables such as the economic and political environment. Surveys of business 
suggest the MNEs look at whether there is a treaty and what are its provisions when 
deciding where to locate. Other things being equal, MNEs will tend to favor a country with 
a good treaty network. How important this is will depend on the economic structure in 
each country, the relationship between treaty and domestic law and the attitudes of the 
administration and the courts in the application of the treaty. 

There has also been some examination of the possibility of treaties being used as a new 
means of development assistance. Allocation rules could be drafted so as to transfer 
more taxing rights to the source state, thereby transferring revenue from the developed 
to the developing country. This could be an important step towards public resource 
mobilization which is a major goal in modern development strategies in order to end 
dependency on aid. The current international tax system, however, falls short of any 
distributive justice arguments. The allocation rules of tax treaties may be a suitable 
instrument to distribute wealth across borders but many modifications are required 
before they meet this goal. 

Tax treaties provide the legal basis for administrative assistance among tax authorities 
and for the exchange of information. They therefore provide a legal framework for 
cooperation between tax authorities to counter offshore non-compliance, profit shifting 
and base erosion. This function of tax treaties has been highlighted by the recent actions 
of the OECD to eliminate bank secrecy as a veil behind which tax evaders can hide and to 
ensure developing countries benefit from a more transparent environment. The problem 
of capital flight is particularly severe in developing and emerging economies because 
many of their high net worth individuals find it easy to get their capital out of the country 
into low or zero tax jurisdictions. Concluding treaties for the exchange of tax information 
with countries that facilitate non-compliance may help to track down capital flight.  

Effective exchange of information may also help countries to enforce their transfer pricing 
rules.. However if a comprehensive double tax treaty is concluded with a tax haven 
jurisdiction this may offer opportunities for aggressive tax planning that outweigh any 
benefits to be gained from the provisions for exchange of information. It is preferable in 
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these circumstances to negotiate an agreement providing just for the exchange of tax 
information.  

The cost for developing countries in terms of time, skills and money of negotiating tax 
treaties should not be allowed to distract from the task of building up the capacity of 
their own tax administrations. Resource restraints should be taken into account before 
entering into treaty negotiations. Developing countries also need to have the resources 
to implement treaty provisions. A clear policy rationale and economic analysis should 
therefore be set out as to why a country needs to extend the treaty network and with 
what countries. The developing country should decide on the countries with which it 
needs to negotiate tax treaties. This may be done in consultation with businesses 
operating or intending to operate in the country. On the basis of the consultations the tax 
administration should decide on the type of provisions that it aims to include in a treaty 
and could consider a model treaty to form the basis of negotiations. 
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Countries may tax on a worldwide or a territorial basis. Tax neutrality is desirable 
because the actions and decisions made by business entrepreneurs should not be 
influenced by taxation. Capital export neutrality (CEN) and capital import neutrality (CIN) 
are based on the idea that the economic decision-making of a business should not be 
influenced by tax considerations. In a situation where there is capital import neutrality 
the funds originating from any other country should compete on equal terms with local 
funds on the domestic market of a particular country. Where there is capital export 
neutrality the investor should pay the same total tax (including both domestic and 
foreign tax) whether investment income comes from domestic sources or from foreign 
countries. 
 
Bilateral tax agreements and multilateral tax agreements generally use either the tax 
exemption method (CIN) or the tax credit method (CEN) to avoid double taxation. Under 
the exemption system, the source state has the right to tax the income and the 
residence state exempts the income from tax. Under the tax credit system the residence 
state gives a tax credit in respect of tax paid in the source state. 
 
The tax credit system ensures that double exemption will never arise, unless other 
provisions are introduced. As a result, any relief or exemptions given by the source state 
are taken away, because the residence state can always tax the income. The developing 
country may however be granted a tax sparing credit by the treaty partner to preserve 
the incentive effect of tax reliefs and exemptions. Using a tax credit system CEN may not 
be entirely achieved. For example, where the rate of tax in the source country is above 
that in the residence country it is likely that the residence country will restrict the tax 
credit to an amount equal to its own tax rate applied to the foreign income. The investor 
is then effectively paying tax at the rate imposed by the foreign country rather than at its 
national tax rate. 
 
Under the exemption system the residence state would normally include foreign income 
in computing the rate of tax applicable to the income of the taxpayer, but would exempt 
that income from tax. The taxpayer pays tax only on domestic income but the exempted 
foreign income may be taken into account in computing the rate at which tax is paid. The 
tax rate is normally calculated as an average of the rate that would be applicable to the 
overall income but the actual tax payable is computed by applying that average rate only 
to the domestic income.  
 
Often double tax treaties use a mixture of the exemption and credit methods. In the case 
of passive income a tax credit is often given in the residence country. Active income from 
employment, business profits and personal services would however often be exempted in 
the residence country. In other words, often CEN applies to passive income and CIN 
applies to active income. 
 
CEN and CIN omit the production factor of labour. These concepts could be extended to 
include labour neutrality. Capital and labour export neutrality (CLEN) could be defined as 
a situation where a recipient of income pays the same total tax (foreign and domestic) 
whether labour or investment income are received from foreign or from domestic 
sources. Capital and labour import neutrality (CLIN) would then be defined as a situation 
where capital and labour from different countries are able to compete on equal terms in 
the labour and capital markets of a state, regardless of where the investor or workers are 
resident.   
 
Another neutrality concept which has been recently developed is capital ownership 
neutrality (CON) which assumes that the return on any capital asset depends on the 
ability of the firm using it to extract a particular return by combining the asset with the 
other resources used by that firm. The most efficient allocation of the asset is therefore 
to the owner who can extract the best return. This requires that the transfer of any asset 
to a new investor is not distorted by the tax system. The asset should be allocated to the 
investor who has the resources (e.g. intangibles, production synergies, economies of 
scale, access to markets etc) to obtain the best return from that asset. 





http://www.sbs.ox.ac.uk/
http://www.tilburguniversity.edu/webwijs/files/center/ligthart/SavingsTaxation.pdf






http://www.oecd.org/ctp/ta/hnwi


http://www.taxjustice.net/cms/front_content.php?idcat=101
http://www.taxjustice.net/cms/front_content.php?idcat=139
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In conclusion, what this section shows is that countries will need to carefully weight up 
the cost and benefits of treaties. They also need to accept that concluding treaties is only 
the first step in a process: they need to have the resources to apply the treaties.  
 

(v)  Conclusions 
 
Certainty in regulatory treatment is a key factor for foreign investors in considering an 
investment location. The negotiation of double tax treaties can create a more stable and 
certain climate in which FDI can take place.  The creation of a network of bilateral tax 
treaties is therefore one aspect of tax policy for developing countries looking to attract 
FDI.  A treaty ensures a clear allocation of taxing rights between the two contracting 
states and provides for elimination of double taxation and a procedure for dispute 
resolution.  
 
Treaties may help developing countries to protect their tax base by ensuring sufficient 
taxing rights for the source country; and for a DEE with enterprises that are becoming 
investors in other countries treaties provide certainty as mentioned above. A treaty can 
also be a basis for administrative assistance and exchange of information between tax 
authorities, helping the developing country to combat all forms of offshore non-
compliance.  
 
A central consideration of tax policy for developing countries is to balance the need of 
foreign investors for certainty with the right of the source country to collect the right 
amount of tax. DEEs must therefore consider the costs and benefits of double tax 
treaties. The process of negotiating and implementing the provisions of treaties requires 
considerable resources and the country must be sure that the benefit in terms of tax 
collection and increased FDI is worth the expenditure of time and money on the 
negotiation of treaties. DEE need to be pro-active in determining which countries they 
wish to negotiate with rather than just reacting to requests from developed countries. 
DEEs also need to build up the skills and experience of their tax administrations and need 
to take decisions on allocation of scarce resources. 
 
The evidence shows that there is a wide variety of treaty policies among the developing 
countries in the sample, not only between higher and lower income countries but among 
the members of each category. This reflects different tax systems, economic conditions 
and the general tax policy of each country. Natural resources, geographical position, 
trading partners and the level of development clearly have an influence on tax policy and 
these are reasons behind some of the differences in negotiating stances. The relative 
economic strength of the contracting states and level of economic development of the 
DEE partner and the experience of the negotiators are all factors in determining the final 
provisions of the treaty. 
 
Many developing countries originally favored tax sparing and often sought to negotiate a 
tax sparing clause in treaties with developed countries; but the benefits of tax sparing 
may now be seen as less valuable when weighed against the other concessions that may 
have to be made in treaties in return for tax sparing. While DEEs remain net capital 
importers, there is an observed trend in some countries of changing their negotiating 
stance over the years. One particular example is the strength of the sovereign wealth 
funds, which generally prefer the residence principle for allocation of taxing rights to 
passive income. As some DEEs become significant R&D centers they may be expected to 
modify their approach to the treatment of royalties and technical service fees; MNEs 
resident in developing countries will probably have different preferences to their 
governments. More general as MNEs based in DEEs become more active globally the 
treaty positions of their home country will change. These factors will influence DEE 
officials when negotiating tax treaties. 
 
There seems to be no consensus in the academic studies attempting to determine the 
impact of tax treaties on FDI flows into developing and emerging economies.  All the 
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studies acknowledge the difficulty in isolating the influence of treaties from other 
variables such as the economic and political environment. Surveys of business suggest 
that MNEs look at whether there is a treaty and examine its provisions when deciding 
where to locate. Other things being equal, MNEs will favor a country with a good treaty 
network. How important this is will depend on the economic structure in each country, 
the relationship between treaty and domestic law and the attitudes of the administration 
and the courts in the application of the treaty. 
 
 



BUILDING SITE threshold

Brazil Argentina 1980 n 6 Brazil Total OECD Non-OECD
Brazil Austria 1975 o 6 < 6 mo. 0 0 0
Brazil Belgium 1972 o 6 6 mo. or 183 d. 26 19 7
Brazil Canada 1974 o 6 9 mo. 3 2 1
Brazil Chile 2001 o 6 12 mo. 4 2 2
Brazil Czech Republic 1986 o 6 > 12 mo. 0 0 0
Brazil Denmark 1974 o 6
Brazil Ecuador 1983 n 12
Brazil Finland 1996 o 6
Brazil France 1971 o 6
Brazil Germany 1975 o 12
Brazil Hungary 1986 o 6
Brazil India 1988 n 6
Brazil Israel 2002 o 9
Brazil Italy 1978 o 6
Brazil Japan 1967 o 6
Brazil Korea 1989 o 6
Brazil Luxembourg 1978 o 6
Brazil Mexico 2003 o 6
Brazil Netherlands 1990 o 6
Brazil Norway 1980 o 6
Brazil Peru 2006 n 6
Brazil Phillipines 1983 n 6
Brazil Portugal 1971 o 9
Brazil Russia 2004 n 9
Brazil Slovakia 1986 o 6
Brazil South Africa 2003 n 6
Brazil Spain 1974 o 6
Brazil Sweden 1975 o 6
Brazil Trinidad 2008 n 6
Brazil Turkey 2010 o 12
Brazil Ukraine 2002 n 12
Brazil Venezuela 2005 n 6

Russia Albania 1995 n 12 Russia Total OECD Non-OECD
Russia Algeria 2006 n 6 < 6 mo. 2 0 2
Russia Australia 2000 o 12 6 mo. or 183 d. 14 2 12
Russia Austria 2000 o 12 8 or 9 mo. 6 1 5
Russia Belarus 1995 n 0 12 mo. 41 28 13
Russia Belgium 1995 o 12 > 12 mo. 5 2 3
Russia Botswana 2003 n 6
Russia Brazil 2004 n 9
Russia Canada 1995 o 12
Russia Chile 2004 o 6
Russia China 1994 n 18
Russia Croatia 1995 n 12
Russia Cuba 2000 n 12
Russia Cyprus 1998 n 12
Russia Czech Republic 1995 o 12
Russia Denmark 1996 o 12
Russia Egypt 1997 n 6
Russia Finland 1996 o 12 18 for erection of industrial buildings
Russia France 1996 o 12
Russia Germany 1996 o 12
Russia Greece 2000 o 9
Russia Hungary 1994 o 12
Russia Iceland 1999 o 12
Russia India 1997 n 12
Russia Indonesia 1999 n 3
Russia Iran 1998 n 12
Russia Ireland 1994 o 12
Russia Israel 1994 o 12
Russia Italy 1996 o 12
Russia Japan 1986 o 12
Russia Kazakhstan 1996 n 12
Russia Korea (DPRK) 1997 n 12
Russia Korea (Rep) 1992 o 12
Russia Kuwait 1999 n 6
Russia Lebanon 1997 n 12
Russia Lithuania 1999 n 9
Russia Luxembourg 1993 o 12
Russia Macedonia (FYR) 1997 n 12
Russia Malaysia 1987 n 12
Russia Mexico 2004 o 6
Russia Mongolia 1995 n 24
Russia Morocco 1997 n 9
Russia Namibia 1998 n 9
Russia Netherlands 1996 o 12
Russia New Zealand 2000 o 12
Russia Norway 1996 o 12
Russia Philippines 1995 n 6
Russia Poland 1992 o 12
Russia Portugal 2000 o 12
Russia Qatar 1998 n 6
Russia Romania 1993 n 12
Russia Saudi Arabia 2007 n 6
Russia Serbia 1995 n 18
Russia Singapore 2002 n 6
Russia Slovak Republic 1994 o 12
Russia Slovenia 1995 o 12
Russia South Africa 1995 n 12



Russia Spain 1998 o 12
Russia Sri Lanka 1999 n 6
Russia Sweden 1993 o 12
Russia Switzerland 1995 o 12
Russia Syria 2000 n 6
Russia Thailand 1999 n 6
Russia Turkey 1997 o 18
Russia United Kingdom 1994 o 12
Russia United States 1992 o 18
Russia Venezuela 2003 n 9
Russia Vietnam 1993 n 6

India Armenia 2003 n 9 India Total OECD Non-OECD
India Australia 1991 o 6 < 6 mo. 7 4 3
India Austria 1999 o 6 6 mo. or 183 d. 53 22 31
India Azerbaijan (old USSR treaty)1988 n 6 8/9 mo. or 270 d. 19 6 13
India Bangladesh 1991 n 6 12 mo. 8 1 7
India Belarus 1997 n 6 > 12 mo. 0 0 0
India Belgium 1993 o 6
India Botswana 2006 n 6
India Brazil 1988 n 6
India Bulgaria 1994 n 6
India Canada 1996 o 4
India China 1994 n 6
India Cyprus 1994 n 12
India Czech republic 1998 o 6
India Denmark 1989 o 6
India Egypt (UAR) 1969 n 3
India Estonia 2011 o 9
India Faroe Islands 1989 n 6
India Finland 2010 o 6
India France 1992 o 6
India Georgia 2011 n 3
India Germany 1995 o 6
India Greece 1965 o 0
India Hungary 2003 o 9
India Iceland 2007 o 9
India Indonesia 1987 n 6
India Ireland 2000 o 6
India Israel 1996 o 6
India Italy 1993 o 6
India Japan 1989 o 6
India Jordan 1999 n 6
India Kazakhstan 1996 n 12
India Kenya 1985 n 6
India Korea (Rep) 1985 o 9
India Kuwait 2006 n 6
India Kyrgyzstan 1999 n 6
India Libya 1981 n 3
India Lithuania 2011 n 9
India Luxembourg 2008 o 9
India Malaysia 2001 n 9
India Malta 1994 n 6
India Mauritius 1982 n 9
India Mexico 2007 o 6
India Moldova (former USSR treaty)1988 n 6
India Mongolia 1994 n 9
India Morocco 1998 n 9
India Mozambique 2010 n 12
India Myanmar 2008 n 9
India Namibia 1997 n 6
India Nepal 2011 n 6
India Netherlands 1988 o 6
India New Zealand 1986 o 6
India Norway 2011 o 3
India Oman 1997 n 6
India Philippines 1990 n 6
India Poland 1989 o 6
India Portugal 1998 o 9
India Qatar 1999 n 6
India Romania 1987 n 6
India Russia 1997 n 12
India Saudi Arabia 2006 n 6
India Serbia 2006 n 12
India Singapore 1994 n 6
India Slovak Republic 1986 o 6
India Slovenia 2003 o 12
India South Africa 1996 n 6
India Spain 1993 o 6
India Sri Lanka 1982 n 6
India Sudan 2003 n 6
India Sweden 1997 o 6
India Switzerland 1994 o 6
India Syria 2008 n 9
India Taiwan 2011 n 9
India Tajikistan 2008 n 12
India Tanzania 2011 n 9
India Thailand 1985 n 6
India Trinidad and Tobago1999 n 9
India Turkey 1995 o 6
India Turkmenistan 1997 n 6
India Uganda 2004 n 6
India Ukraine 1999 n 6



India United Arab Emirates1992 n 9
India United Kingdom 1993 o 6
India United States 1989 o 4
India Uzbekistan 1993 n 12
India Vietnam 1994 n 6
India Zambia 1981 n 9

China Albania 2004 n 9 China Total OECD Non-OECD
China Algeria 2006 n 6 < 6 mo. 0 0 0
China Armenia 1996 n 12 6 mo. or 183 d. 52 23 29
China Australia 1988 o 6 9 mo. 6 0 6
China Austria 1991 o 6 12 mo. 32 8 24
China Azerbaijan 2005 n 12 > 12 mo. 6 0 6
China Bahrain 2002 n 12
China Bangladesn 1996 n 6
China Barbados 2000 n 6
China Belarus 1995 n 18
China Belgium 1985 o 6
China Bosnia Herzegovina1988 n 6
China Brazil 1991 n 6
China Brunei 2004 n 6
China Bulgaria 1989 n 6
China Canada 1986 o 6
China Croatia 1995 n 12
China Cuba 2001 n 12
China Cyprus 1990 n 12
China Czech Republic 2009 o 12
China Denmark 1986 o 6
China Egypt 1997 n 12
China Estonia 1998 o 12
China Finland 2010 o 6
China France 1984 o 6
China Georgia 2005 n 6
China Germany 1985 o 6
China Greece 2002 o 12
China Hong Kong 2006 n 6
China Hungary 1992 o 12
China Iceland 1996 o 12
China India 1994 n 6
China Indonesia 2001 n 6
China Iran 2002 n 12
China Ireland 2000 o 6
China Israel 1995 o 12
China Italy 1986 o 6
China Jamaica 1996 n 12
China Japan 1983 o 6
China Kazakhstan 2001 n 12
China Korea (Rep) 1994 n 6
China Kuwait 1989 n 6
China Kyrgyzstan 2002 n 12
China Laos 1999 n 12
China Latvia 1996 n 12
China Lithuania 1996 n 12
China Luxembourg 1994 o 6
China Macau 2003 n 6
China Macedonia (FYR) 1997 n 12
China Malaysia 1985 n 6
China Mauritius 1994 n 12
China Mexico 2005 n 6
China Moldova 2000 n 12
China Mongolia 1991 n 18
China Morocco 2002 n 6
China Nepal 2001 n 6
China Netherlands 1987 o 6
China New Zealand 1986 o 6
China Nigeria 2002 n 6
China Norway 1986 o 6
China Oman 2002 n 9
China Pakistan 1989 n 6
China Papua New Guinea1994 n 6
China Philippines 1999 n 6
China Poland 1988 o 6
China Portugal 1998 o 6
China Qatar 2001 n 9
China Romania 1991 n 12
China Russia 1994 n 18
China Saudi Arabia 2006 n 6
China Serbia 1997 n 12
China Seychelles 1999 n 12
China Singapore 2007 n 6
China Slovak 1987 o 6
China Slovenia 1995 o 12
China South Africa 2000 n 12
China Spain 1990 o 6
China Sri Lanka 2003 n 6
China Sudan 1997 n 18
China Sweden 1986 o 6
China Switzerland 1990 o 6
China Syria 2010 n 9
China Tajikistan 2008 n 12
China Thailand 1986 n 6
China Trinidad and Tobago2003 n 6
China Tunisia 2002 n 6



China Turkey 1995 o 12
China Turkmenistan 2009 n 12
China Ukraine 1995 n 18
China United Arab Emirates1993 n 24
China United Kingdom (1984 treaty)1984 o 6
China United States 1984 o 6
China Uzbekistan 1996 n 12
China Venezuela 2001 n 9
China Vietnam 1995 n 6
China Zambia 2010 n 9

South Africa Algeria 1998 n 6 South Africa Total OECD Non-OECD
South Africa Australia 1999 o 12 < 6 mo. 0 0 0
South Africa Austria 1996 o 12 6 mo. or 183 d. 31 3 28
South Africa Belarus 2002 n 12 9 mo. 2 0 2
South Africa Belgium 1995 o 12 12 mo. 38 26 12
South Africa Botswana 2003 n 6 > 12 mo. 0 0 0
South Africa Brazil 2003 n 6
South Africa Bulgaria 2004 n 6
South Africa Canada 1995 o 12
South Africa China 2000 n 12
South Africa Congo 2005 n 6
South Africa Croatia 1996 n 12
South Africa Cyprus 1997 n 12
South Africa Czech Republic 1996 o 12
South Africa Denmark 1995 o 12
South Africa Egypt 1997 n 6
South Africa Ethiopia 2004 n 6
South Africa Finland 1995 o 12
South Africa France 1993 o 12
South Africa Gabon 2005 n 6
South Africa Germany 2008 o 12
South Africa Ghana 2004 n 12
South Africa Greece 1998 o 6
South Africa Hungary 1994 o 12
South Africa India 1996 n 6
South Africa Indonesia 1997 n 6
South Africa Iran 1997 n 12
South Africa Ireland 1997 o 12
South Africa Israel 1978 n 6
South Africa Italy 1995 o 12
South Africa Japan 1997 o 12
South Africa Kenya 2010 n 6
South Africa Korea 1995 o 12
South Africa Kuwait 2004 n 6
South Africa Lesotho 1995 n 6
South Africa Luxembourg 1998 o 12
South Africa Malaysia 2011 n 12
South Africa Malta 1997 n 6
South Africa Mauritius 1996 n 9
South Africa Mexico 2009 o 6
South Africa Mozambique 2007 n 6
South Africa Namibia 1998 n 6
South Africa Netherlands 2008 o 12
South Africa New Zealand 2002 o 6
South Africa Nigeria 2000 n 6
South Africa Norway 1996 o 12
South Africa Oman 2002 n 6
South Africa Pakistan 1998 n 6
South Africa Poland 1993 o 12
South Africa Portugal 2006 o 12
South Africa Romania 1993 n 9
South Africa Russia 1995 n 12
South Africa Rwanda 2002 n 6
South Africa Saudi-Arabia 2007 n 6
South Africa Seychelles 2011 n 6
South Africa Singapore 1996 n 12
South Africa Slovakia 1998 o 12
South Africa Spain 2006 o 12
South Africa Sudan 2007 n 12
South Africa Swaziland 2004 n 6
South Africa Sweden 1995 o 12
South Africa Switzerland 2007 o 12
South Africa Taiwan 1994 n 12
South Africa Tanzania 2005 n 6
South Africa Thailand 1996 n 6
South Africa Tunisia 1999 n 6
South Africa Turkey 2005 o 12
South Africa U.K. 2002 o 12
South Africa U.S. 1997 o 12
South Africa Uganda 1997 n 6
South Africa Ukraine 2003 n 12

SUMMARY BRA RUS IND CHN SA
< 6 mo. 0 2 7 0 0
6 mo. or 183 d. 26 14 53 52 31
9 mo. 3 6 19 6 2
12 mo. 4 41 8 32 38
> 12 mo. 0 5 0 6 0
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Supervisory
Assembly

(u/o/d)
Supervisory
(yes-1/no-0)

Brazil Argentina 1980 n n 0 Brazil Total OECD Non-OECD
Brazil Austria 1975 o y(6) 0 narrow 30 21 9
Brazil Belgium 1972 o y(6) 0 broad 3 2 1
Brazil Canada 1974 o y(6) 0
Brazil Chile 2001 o y(6) 1
Brazil Czech Republic 1986 o y(6) 0
Brazil Denmark 1974 o y(6) 0
Brazil Ecuador 1983 n y(12) 0
Brazil Finland 1996 o y6) 0
Brazil France 1971 o y(6) 0
Brazil Germany 1975 o y(12) 0
Brazil Hungary 1986 o y(6) 0
Brazil India 1988 n y(6) 0
Brazil Israel 2002 o y(9) 0
Brazil Italy 1978 o y(6) 0
Brazil Japan 1967 o y(6) 0
Brazil Korea 1989 o n 0
Brazil Luxembourg 1978 o y(6) 0
Brazil Mexico 2003 o y(6) 1
Brazil Netherlands 1990 o y(6) 0
Brazil Norway 1980 o y(6) 0
Brazil Peru 2006 n y(6) 1
Brazil Phillipines 1983 n y(6) 0
Brazil Portugal 1971 o y(9) 0
Brazil Russia 2004 n y(9) 0
Brazil Slovakia 1986 o y(6) 0
Brazil South Africa 2003 n y(6) 0
Brazil Spain 1974 o y(6) 0
Brazil Sweden 1975 o y(6) 0
Brazil Trinidad 2008 n y(6) 0
Brazil Turkey 2010 o y(12) 0
Brazil Ukraine 2002 n n 0
Brazil Venezuela 2005 n y(6) 0

Russia Albania 1995 n Yes 0 Russia Total OECD Non-OECD
Russia Algeria 2006 n Yes 1 narrow 22 17 5
Russia Australia 2000 o Yes 1 broad 46 16 30
Russia Austria 2000 o Yes 0
Russia Belarus 1995 n No provision 0
Russia Belgium 1995 o Yes 0
Russia Botswana 2003 n Yes 1
Russia Brazil 2004 n Yes 1
Russia Canada 1995 o Yes 1
Russia Chile 2004 o Yes 1
Russia China 1994 n Yes 1
Russia Croatia 1995 n Yes 1
Russia Cuba 2000 n Yes 1
Russia Cyprus 1998 n Yes 1
Russia Czech Republic 1995 o Yes 1
Russia Denmark 1996 o Yes 0
Russia Egypt 1997 n Yes 1
Russia Finland 1996 o Yes 1
Russia France 1996 o Yes 0
Russia Germany 1996 o Yes 0
Russia Greece 2000 o Yes 1
Russia Hungary 1994 o Yes 1
Russia Iceland 1999 o Yes 0
Russia India 1997 n Yes 1
Russia Indonesia 1999 n 3 months 1
Russia Iran 1998 n Yes 1
Russia Ireland 1994 o Yes 0
Russia Israel 1994 o Yes 1
Russia Italy 1996 o Yes 0
Russia Japan 1986 o Yes 0
Russia Kazakhstan 1996 n Yes 1
Russia Korea (DPRK) 1997 n Yes 1
Russia Korea (Rep) 1992 o Yes 0
Russia Kuwait 1999 n Yes 1
Russia Lebanon 1997 n Yes 1
Russia Lithuania 1999 n Yes 1
Russia Luxembourg 1993 o Yes 1
Russia Macedonia (FYR) 1997 n Yes 1
Russia Malaysia 1987 n 6 months 1
Russia Mexico 2004 o Yes 1
Russia Mongolia 1995 n Yes 1
Russia Morocco 1997 n Yes 0
Russia Namibia 1998 n Yes 1
Russia Netherlands 1996 o Yes 0
Russia New Zealand 2000 o Yes 1
Russia Norway 1996 o Yes 1
Russia Philippines 1995 n Yes 1



Russia Poland 1992 o Yes 1
Russia Portugal 2000 o Yes 0
Russia Qatar 1998 n Yes 1
Russia Romania 1993 n Yes 1
Russia Saudi Arabia 2007 n Yes 1
Russia Serbia 1995 n Yes 0
Russia Singapore 2002 n Yes 1
Russia Slovak Republic 1994 o Yes 0
Russia Slovenia 1995 o Yes 1
Russia South Africa 1995 n Yes / 12 mo. 1
Russia Spain 1998 o Yes 0
Russia Sri Lanka 1999 n Yes 1
Russia Sweden 1993 o Yes 1
Russia Switzerland 1995 o Yes 0
Russia Syria 2000 n Yes 0
Russia Thailand 1999 n Yes 1
Russia Turkey 1997 o Yes 1
Russia United Kingdom 1994 o Yes 0
Russia United States 1992 o Yes 0
Russia Venezuela 2003 n Yes 1
Russia Vietnam 1993 n Yes 1

India Armenia 2003 n Yes 1 India Total OECD Non-OECD
India Australia 1991 o Yes 1 narrow 9 4 5
India Austria 1999 o Yes 1 broad 78 29 49
India Azerbaijan (old USSR treaty)1988 n Yes 1
India Bangladesh 1991 n Yes 0
India Belarus 1997 n Yes 1
India Belgium 1993 o Yes 1
India Botswana 2006 n Yes 1
India Brazil 1988 n Yes 0
India Bulgaria 1994 n Yes 1
India Canada 1996 o Yes 1
India China 1994 n Yes 1
India Cyprus 1994 n Yes 1
India Czech republic 1998 o Yes 1
India Denmark 1989 o Yes 1
India Egypt (UAR) 1969 n Yes 0
India Estonia 2011 o Yes 1
India Faroe Islands 1989 n Yes 1
India Finland 2010 o Yes 1
India France 1992 o Yes 0
India Georgia 2011 n Yes 1
India Germany 1995 o Yes 1
India Greece 1965 o Yes 0
India Hungary 2003 o Yes 1
India Iceland 2007 o Yes 1
India Indonesia 1987 n Yes 1
India Ireland 2000 o Yes 1
India Israel 1996 o Yes 1
India Italy 1993 o Yes 1
India Japan 1989 o Yes / 6 mo. 1
India Jordan 1999 n Yes 1
India Kazakhstan 1996 n Yes 1
India Kenya 1985 n Yes / 6 mo. 1
India Korea (Rep) 1985 o Yes 1
India Kuwait 2006 n Yes 1
India Kyrgyzstan 1999 n Yes 1
India Libya 1981 n No 0
India Lithuania 2011 n Yes 1
India Luxembourg 2008 o Yes 1
India Malaysia 2001 n Yes / 9 mo. 1
India Malta 1994 n Yes 1
India Mauritius 1982 n Yes 1
India Mexico 2007 o Yes 1
India Moldova (former USSR treaty)1988 n Yes 1
India Mongolia 1994 n Yes 1
India Morocco 1998 n Yes 1
India Mozambique 2010 n Yes 1
India Myanmar 2008 n Yes 1
India Namibia 1997 n Yes 1
India Nepal 2011 n Yes 1
India Netherlands 1988 o Yes 0
India New Zealand 1986 o Yes 1
India Norway 2011 o Yes 1
India Oman 1997 n Yes 1
India Philippines 1990 n No 1
India Poland 1989 o Yes 1
India Portugal 1998 o Yes 1
India Qatar 1999 n Yes 1
India Romania 1987 n Yes 1
India Russia 1997 n Yes 1
India Saudi Arabia 2006 n Yes 1
India Serbia 2006 n Yes 1



India Singapore 1994 n Yes / 183 d. 1
India Slovak Republic 1986 o Yes 1
India Slovenia 2003 o Yes 0
India South Africa 1996 n Yes 1
India Spain 1993 o Yes 1
India Sri Lanka 1982 n Yes 0
India Sudan 2003 n Yes 1
India Sweden 1997 o Yes 1
India Switzerland 1994 o Yes 1
India Syria 2008 n Yes 1
India Taiwan 2011 n Yes 1
India Tajikistan 2008 n Yes 1
India Tanzania 2011 n Yes 1
India Thailand 1985 n Yes 1
India Trinidad and Tobago1999 n Yes 1
India Turkey 1995 o Yes 1
India Turkmenistan 1997 n Yes 1
India Uganda 2004 n Yes 1
India Ukraine 1999 n Yes 1
India United Arab Emirates1992 n Yes 1
India United Kingdom 1993 o Yes 1
India United States 1989 o Yes 1
India Uzbekistan 1993 n Yes 1
India Vietnam 1994 n Yes 1
India Zambia 1981 n Yes 1

China Albania 2004 n Yes 1 India Total OECD Non-OECD
China Algeria 2006 n Yes 0 narrow 6 3 3
China Armenia 1996 n Yes 1 broad 90 28 62
China Australia 1988 o Yes 1
China Austria 1991 o Yes 1
China Azerbaijan 2005 n Yes 1
China Bahrain 2002 n Yes 1
China Bangladesn 1996 n Yes 1
China Barbados 2000 n Yes 1
China Belarus 1995 n Yes 1
China Belgium 1985 o Yes 1
China Bosnia Herzegovina1988 n Yes 0
China Brazil 1991 n Yes 1
China Brunei 2004 n Yes 1
China Bulgaria 1989 n Yes 1
China Canada 1986 o Yes 1
China Croatia 1995 n Yes 1
China Cuba 2001 n Yes 1
China Cyprus 1990 n Yes 1
China Czech Republic 2009 o Yes 1
China Denmark 1986 o Yes 1
China Egypt 1997 n Yes 1
China Estonia 1998 o Yes 1
China Finland 2010 o Yes 1
China France 1984 o Yes 0
China Georgia 2005 n Yes 0
China Germany 1985 o Yes 1
China Greece 2002 o Yes 1
China Hong Kong 2006 n Yes 1
China Hungary 1992 o Yes 1
China Iceland 1996 o Yes 1
China India 1994 n Yes 1
China Indonesia 2001 n Yes 1
China Iran 2002 n Yes 1
China Ireland 2000 o Yes 0
China Israel 1995 o Yes 1
China Italy 1986 o Yes 1
China Jamaica 1996 n Yes 1
China Japan 1983 o Yes 1
China Kazakhstan 2001 n Yes 1
China Korea (Rep) 1994 n Yes 1
China Kuwait 1989 n Yes 1
China Kyrgyzstan 2002 n Yes 1
China Laos 1999 n Yes 1
China Latvia 1996 n Yes 1
China Lithuania 1996 n Yes 1
China Luxembourg 1994 o Yes 1
China Macau 2003 n Yes 1
China Macedonia (FYR) 1997 n Yes 1
China Malaysia 1985 n Yes 1
China Mauritius 1994 n Yes 1
China Mexico 2005 n Yes 1
China Moldova 2000 n Yes 1
China Mongolia 1991 n Yes 1
China Morocco 2002 n Yes 1
China Nepal 2001 n Yes 1
China Netherlands 1987 o Yes 1
China New Zealand 1986 o Yes 1



China Nigeria 2002 n Yes 1
China Norway 1986 o Yes 1
China Oman 2002 n Yes 1
China Pakistan 1989 n Yes 1
China Papua New Guinea1994 n Yes 1
China Philippines 1999 n Yes 1
China Poland 1988 o Yes 1
China Portugal 1998 o Yes 1
China Qatar 2001 n Yes 1
China Romania 1991 n Yes 1
China Russia 1994 n Yes 1
China Saudi Arabia 2006 n Yes 1
China Serbia 1997 n Yes 1
China Seychelles 1999 n Yes 1
China Singapore 2007 n Yes 1
China Slovak 1987 o Yes 1
China Slovenia 1995 o Yes 1
China South Africa 2000 n Yes 1
China Spain 1990 o Yes 1
China Sri Lanka 2003 n Yes 1
China Sudan 1997 n Yes 1
China Sweden 1986 o Yes 1
China Switzerland 1990 o Yes 1
China Syria 2010 n Yes 1
China Tajikistan 2008 n Yes 1
China Thailand 1986 n Yes 1
China Trinidad and Tobago2003 n Yes 1
China Tunisia 2002 n Yes 1
China Turkey 1995 o Yes 1
China Turkmenistan 2009 n Yes 1
China Ukraine 1995 n Yes 1
China United Arab Emirates1993 n Yes 1
China United Kingdom (1984 treaty)1984 o Yes 0
China United States 1984 o Yes 1
China Uzbekistan 1996 n Yes 1
China Venezuela 2001 n Yes 1
China Vietnam 1995 n Yes 1
China Zambia 2010 n Yes 1

South Africa Algeria 1998 n u(6) 1 South Africa Total OECD Non-OECD
South Africa Australia 1999 o y(12) 0 narrow 11 6 5
South Africa Austria 1996 o n 0 broad 60 23 37
South Africa Belarus 2002 n u(12) 1
South Africa Belgium 1995 o y(12) 1
South Africa Botswana 2003 n u(6) 1
South Africa Brazil 2003 n y(6) 0
South Africa Bulgaria 2004 n u(6) 1
South Africa Canada 1995 o u(12) 1
South Africa China 2000 n u(12) 1
South Africa Congo 2005 n u(6) 1
South Africa Croatia 1996 n u(12) 1
South Africa Cyprus 1997 n y(12) 1
South Africa Czech Republic 1996 o u(12) 1
South Africa Denmark 1995 o y(12) 1
South Africa Egypt 1997 n u(6) 1
South Africa Ethiopia 2004 n u(6) 1
South Africa Finland 1995 o y(12) 1
South Africa France 1993 o y(12) 0
South Africa Gabon 2005 n u(6) 1
South Africa Germany 2008 o u(12) 1
South Africa Ghana 2004 n y(12) 1
South Africa Greece 1998 o u(6) 1
South Africa Hungary 1994 o y(12) 0
South Africa India 1996 n y(6) 0
South Africa Indonesia 1997 n u(6) 1
South Africa Iran 1997 n u(12) 1
South Africa Ireland 1997 o y(12) 1
South Africa Israel 1978 n y(6) 1
South Africa Italy 1995 o y(12) 1
South Africa Japan 1997 o y(12) 1
South Africa Kenya 2010 n u(6) 1
South Africa Korea 1995 o o 0
South Africa Kuwait 2004 n y(6) 1
South Africa Lesotho 1995 n y(6) 1
South Africa Luxembourg 1998 o y(12) 1
South Africa Malaysia 2011 n u(12) 1
South Africa Malta 1997 n u(6) 1
South Africa Mauritius 1996 n y(9) 1
South Africa Mexico 2009 o u(6) 1
South Africa Mozambique 2007 n u(6) 1
South Africa Namibia 1998 n u(6) 1
South Africa Netherlands 2008 o y(12) 1
South Africa New Zealand 2002 o y(6) 1
South Africa Nigeria 2000 n u(6) 1



South Africa Norway 1996 o y(12) 1
South Africa Oman 2002 n u(6) 1
South Africa Pakistan 1998 n u(6) 1
South Africa Poland 1993 o y(12) 0
South Africa Portugal 2006 o y(12) 1
South Africa Romania 1993 n y(9) 0
South Africa Russia 1995 n y(12) 0
South Africa Rwanda 2002 n u(6) 1
South Africa Saudi-Arabia 2007 n u(6) 1
South Africa Seychelles 2011 n u(6) 1
South Africa Singapore 1996 n y(12) 1
South Africa Slovakia 1998 o y(12) 1
South Africa Spain 2006 o y(12) 1
South Africa Sudan 2007 n u(12) 1
South Africa Swaziland 2004 n u(6) 1
South Africa Sweden 1995 o y(12) 1
South Africa Switzerland 2007 o y(12) 1
South Africa Taiwan 1994 n y(12) 0
South Africa Tanzania 2005 n u(6) 1
South Africa Thailand 1996 n u(6) 1
South Africa Tunisia 1999 n y(6) 1
South Africa Turkey 2005 o y(12) 1
South Africa U.K. 2002 o u(12) 1
South Africa U.S. 1997 o y(12) 1
South Africa Uganda 1997 n y(6) 1
South Africa Ukraine 2003 n y(12) 1

SUMMARY BRA RUS IND CHN SA
Supervisory 30 22 9 6 11
No supervisory 3 46 78 90 60
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Service PE UN service PE adapted

Key: 6 = 3, 4 or 6 mo., 183d. 9 = 9 or 12 mo. x = no such rule

Brazil Argentina 1980 n no x Brazil Total OECD Non-OECD
Brazil Austria 1975 o no x 3, 4 or 6 mo. (183 d.) 0 0 0
Brazil Belgium 1972 o no x 9 or 12 mo. 0 0 0
Brazil Canada 1974 o no x > 12 mo. 0 0 0
Brazil Chile 2001 o no x no such rule 33 23 10
Brazil Czech Republic 1986 o no x
Brazil Denmark 1974 o no x
Brazil Ecuador 1983 n no x
Brazil Finland 1996 o no x
Brazil France 1971 o no x
Brazil Germany 1975 o no x
Brazil Hungary 1986 o no x
Brazil India 1988 n no x
Brazil Israel 2002 o no x
Brazil Italy 1978 o no x
Brazil Japan 1967 o no x
Brazil Korea 1989 o no x
Brazil Luxembourg 1978 o no x
Brazil Mexico 2003 o no x
Brazil Netherlands 1990 o no x
Brazil Norway 1980 o no x
Brazil Peru 2006 n no x
Brazil Phillipines 1983 n no x
Brazil Portugal 1971 o no x
Brazil Russia 2004 n no x
Brazil Slovakia 1986 o no x
Brazil South Africa 2003 n no x
Brazil Spain 1974 o no x
Brazil Sweden 1975 o no x
Brazil Trinidad 2008 n no x
Brazil Turkey 2010 o no x
Brazil Ukraine 2002 n no x
Brazil Venezuela 2005 n no x

Russia Albania 1995 n No provision x Russia Total OECD Non-OECD
Russia Algeria 2006 n 3 months 6 3, 4 or 6 mo. (183 d.) 14 2 12
Russia Australia 2000 o No provision x 9 or 12 mo. 3 0 3
Russia Austria 2000 o No provision x > 12 mo. 1 0 1
Russia Belarus 1995 n No provision x no such rule 49 31 18
Russia Belgium 1995 o No provision x
Russia Botswana 2003 n 6 months 6
Russia Brazil 2004 n No provision x
Russia Canada 1995 o No provision x
Russia Chile 2004 o 183 days 6
Russia China 1994 n 18 months 18
Russia Croatia 1995 n 12 months 9
Russia Cuba 2000 n 6 months 6
Russia Cyprus 1998 n No provision x
Russia Czech Republic 1995 o 6 months 6
Russia Denmark 1996 o No provision x
Russia Egypt 1997 n 6 months 6
Russia Finland 1996 o No provision x
Russia France 1996 o No provision x
Russia Germany 1996 o No provision x
Russia Greece 2000 o No provision x
Russia Hungary 1994 o No provision x
Russia Iceland 1999 o No provision x
Russia India 1997 n No provision x
Russia Indonesia 1999 n Yes - no min. 0
Russia Iran 1998 n No provision x
Russia Ireland 1994 o No provision x
Russia Israel 1994 o No provision x
Russia Italy 1996 o No provision x
Russia Japan 1986 o No provision x
Russia Kazakhstan 1996 n 12 months 9
Russia Korea (DPRK) 1997 n 6 months 6
Russia Korea (Rep) 1992 o No provision x
Russia Kuwait 1999 n 3 months 6
Russia Lebanon 1997 n No provision x
Russia Lithuania 1999 n No provision x
Russia Luxembourg 1993 o No provision x
Russia Macedonia (FYR) 1997 n No provision x
Russia Malaysia 1987 n No provision x
Russia Mexico 2004 o No provision x



Russia Mongolia 1995 n No provision x
Russia Morocco 1997 n No provision x
Russia Namibia 1998 n 6 months 6
Russia Netherlands 1996 o No provision x
Russia New Zealand 2000 o No provision x
Russia Norway 1996 o No provision x
Russia Philippines 1995 n 183 days 6
Russia Poland 1992 o No provision x
Russia Portugal 2000 o No provision x
Russia Qatar 1998 n No provision x
Russia Romania 1993 n No provision x
Russia Saudi Arabia 2007 n 6 months 6
Russia Serbia 1995 n No provision x
Russia Singapore 2002 n 3 months 6
Russia Slovak Republic 1994 o No provision x
Russia Slovenia 1995 o No provision x
Russia South Africa 1995 n No provision x
Russia Spain 1998 o No provision x
Russia Sri Lanka 1999 n 183 days 6
Russia Sweden 1993 o No provision x
Russia Switzerland 1995 o No provision x
Russia Syria 2000 n No provision x
Russia Thailand 1999 n 3 months 6
Russia Turkey 1997 o No provision x
Russia United Kingdom 1994 o No provision x
Russia United States 1992 o No provision x
Russia Venezuela 2003 n No provision x
Russia Vietnam 1993 n 12 months 9

India Armenia 2003 n No x India Total OECD Non-OECD
India Australia 1991 o 183 days (ptcl) 6 3, 4 or 6 mo. (183 d.) 27 12 15
India Austria 1999 o Oil only x 9 or 12 mo. 2 0 2
India Azerbaijan (old USSR treaty)1988 n Oil only x > 12 mo. 0 0 0
India Bangladesh 1991 n Entertainers x no such rule 58 21 37
India Belarus 1997 n Oil only x
India Belgium 1993 o Oil only x
India Botswana 2006 n 183 days 6
India Brazil 1988 n No x
India Bulgaria 1994 n Oil only x
India Canada 1996 o 90 days 6
India China 1994 n 183 days 6
India Cyprus 1994 n No x
India Czech republic 1998 o No x
India Denmark 1989 o No x
India Egypt (UAR) 1969 n No x
India Estonia 2011 o 6 months 6
India Faroe Islands 1989 n No x
India Finland 2010 o 183 days 6
India France 1992 o No x
India Georgia 2011 n 90 days 6
India Germany 1995 o Oil only x
India Greece 1965 o No x
India Hungary 2003 o No x
India Iceland 2007 o 90 days 6
India Indonesia 1987 n 91 days 6
India Ireland 2000 o Oil only x
India Israel 1996 o No x
India Italy 1993 o Oil only x
India Japan 1989 o Oil only x
India Jordan 1999 n Oil only x
India Kazakhstan 1996 n No x
India Kenya 1985 n No x
India Korea (Rep) 1985 o No x
India Kuwait 2006 n 183 days 6
India Kyrgyzstan 1999 n Oil only x
India Libya 1981 n No x
India Lithuania 2011 n 6 months 6
India Luxembourg 2008 o 183 days 6
India Malaysia 2001 n No x
India Malta 1994 n No x
India Mauritius 1982 n No x
India Mexico 2007 o 90 days 6
India Moldova (former USSR treaty)1988 n Oil only x
India Mongolia 1994 n No x
India Morocco 1998 n Oil only x
India Mozambique 2010 n 9 months 9
India Myanmar 2008 n No x
India Namibia 1997 n 6 months 6



India Nepal 2011 n 90 days 6
India Netherlands 1988 o No x
India New Zealand 1986 o No x
India Norway 2011 o 6 months 6
India Oman 1997 n No x
India Philippines 1990 n No x
India Poland 1989 o No x
India Portugal 1998 o No x
India Qatar 1999 n Oil only x
India Romania 1987 n No x
India Russia 1997 n No x
India Saudi Arabia 2006 n 182 days 6
India Serbia 2006 n No x
India Singapore 1994 n 90 days 6
India Slovak Republic 1986 o No x
India Slovenia 2003 o No x
India South Africa 1996 n No x
India Spain 1993 o Oil only x
India Sri Lanka 1982 n 183 days 6
India Sudan 2003 n No x
India Sweden 1997 o No x
India Switzerland 1994 o 90 days 6
India Syria 2008 n 183 days 6
India Taiwan 2011 n 182 days 6
India Tajikistan 2008 n No x
India Tanzania 2011 n 183 days 6
India Thailand 1985 n 183 days 6
India Trinidad and Tobago1999 n No x
India Turkey 1995 o 6 months 6
India Turkmenistan 1997 n No x
India Uganda 2004 n No x
India Ukraine 1999 n Oil only x
India United Arab Emirates1992 n 9 months 9
India United Kingdom 1993 o 90 days 6
India United States 1989 o 90 days 6
India Uzbekistan 1993 n No x
India Vietnam 1994 n No x
India Zambia 1981 n No x

China Albania 2004 n 9 months 9 China Total OECD Non-OECD
China Algeria 2006 n No provision x 3, 4 or 6 mo. (183 d.) 50 22 28
China Armenia 1996 n 12 months 9 9 or 12 mo. 20 5 15
China Australia 1988 o 6 months 6 > 12 mo. 4 0 4
China Austria 1991 o 6 months 6 no such rule 22 4 18
China Azerbaijan 2005 n 6 months 6
China Bahrain 2002 n No provision x
China Bangladesn 1996 n 6 months 6
China Barbados 2000 n 6 months 6
China Belarus 1995 n 18 months 18
China Belgium 1985 o 6 months 6
China Bosnia Herzegovina1988 n 6 months 6
China Brazil 1991 n 6 months 6
China Brunei 2004 n 6 months 6
China Bulgaria 1989 n 6 months 6
China Canada 1986 o 6 months 6
China Croatia 1995 n 12 months 9
China Cuba 2001 n 12 months 9
China Cyprus 1990 n 12 months 9
China Czech Republic 2009 o 9 months 9
China Denmark 1986 o 6 months 6
China Egypt 1997 n 12 months 9
China Estonia 1998 o No provision x
China Finland 2010 o 183 days 6
China France 1984 o 6 months 6
China Georgia 2005 n No provision x
China Germany 1985 o 6 months 6
China Greece 2002 o No provision x
China Hong Kong 2006 n 183 days 6
China Hungary 1992 o 12 months 9
China Iceland 1996 o 6 months 6
China India 1994 n 183 days 6
China Indonesia 2001 n 6 months 6
China Iran 2002 n No provision x
China Ireland 2000 o No provision x
China Israel 1995 o 12 months 9
China Italy 1986 o 6 months 6
China Jamaica 1996 n 12 months 9
China Japan 1983 o 6 months 6
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