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1. This proposal resumes previous discussions as reflected in TRADE/WP.7/GE.1/2003/26, 
paragraphes 137-139, TRADE/WP.7/GE.1/2004/25, paragraphes 132-135, 
TRADE/WP.7/GE.1/2005/18, paragraphes 114-116, ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/GE.1/2006/2 
paragraphe 55. 
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VI.  PROVISIONS CONCERNING MARKING 
 
A. Identification 
 

Packer  ) Name and address or 
and/or  ) officially issued or 
Dispatcher ) accepted code mark. 1
 
1 The national legislation of a number of countries requires the explicit declaration of the 

name and address. However, in the case where a code mark is used, the reference "packer and/or 
dispatcher (or equivalent abbreviations)" has to be indicated in close connection with the code 
mark. 
 
2. Problem. The officially issued or accepted code mark appears as one of several codes on 
a package. Because of the preceding words “packer”, “dispatcher”, “exporter” or equivalent 
abbreviations, it may be recognized as the code representing the packer etc.  
 
3. The code does not follow a specific, internationally agreed format nor it is obvious who 
issued or recognized this code. Due to the fact that the format of the code marks is not defined, it 
may happen that different countries or recognizing authorities may use the same code mark for 
different companies.  
 
4. It is not possible or helpful to publish all lists of officially recognized code marks, e.g. on 
the UNECE website, because in that case the purpose of the code to guarantee a certain 
anonymity would not be fulfilled. Even the knowledge of the format used by different 
recognizing authorities would not help to solve the problem.  
 
5. Proposed solution.  In quality inspection it would be helpful to know the recognizing 
authority to address in case of problems dealing with the company behind the code mark. 
Therefore, it would be helpful if the footnote could be amended as follows: 
 
“The national legislation of a number of countries requires the explicit declaration of the name 
and address. However, in the case where a code mark is used, the reference "packer and/or 
dispatcher (or equivalent abbreviations)" has to be indicated in close connection with the code 
mark and the code mark should be preceded with the ISO-alpha country code of the recognizing 
country.” 
 
6. In addition the UNECE could set up a database where the address of the relevant 
recognizing authority could be found. 

 
 
 


