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I.  The 1998 Agreement - current situation on markng
requirements

1. The global technical regulations (gtr's) estsiiéid in the framework of the 1998
Agreement, by definition, contain only purely teidah requirements and do not specify
anything on certification process. As a consequemmghing can be foreseen in the
1998 Agreement on the marking to administrativedgrtify” that the product in question
meets the gtr: such certification marking is indeedinherent part of the certification
process, not covered by the 1998 Agreement.

2. In order to enter into application, any gtr reetb be transposed into

national/international law. Each country initiatee steps for national implementation, and
in the case of the 1958 Agreement, this will notgnatcur through the development of a
new UNECE Regulation or the amendment of an exjstime.

3. This also will result in the retention, eveneaftransposition, of the existing
national/international marking requirements (UNE@R&arking, United States of America
DOT marking, Chinese CCC marking, etc)

4, While a gtr could in theory foresee a certificatmark (often cited as "G" mark"),
this would not be usable for a variety of reaseospe of them are mentioned below.

5. Incompatibility between Type Approval and Selrtification, i.e. under the self
certification scheme, the G-mark would be affixgdtbe manufacturer, but this G-mark
would not be recognized by a Type Approval autlyptinless the product is subsequently
type approved as well.

6. In some cases, gtr's may contain modules or eygions. A mapping of the
combination of rules and certifications by the Grkaould create a large complexity in
such cases and would also prevent a uniform lagiothte G-mark, valid for all gtr’s.

(a) Incompatibility between Type Approval and Se#rtification, i.e. under the
self certification scheme, the G-mark would bexaffi by the manufacturer,
but this G-mark would not be recognized by a Typepraval authority,
unless the product is subsequently type approvedthis

(b)  In some cases, gtrs may contain modules or epéons. A mapping of the
combination of rules and certifications by the Grknavould create a large
complexity in such cases and would also prevemnifonm layout of the G-
mark, valid for all gtr’s.

(c)  The G-mark would need to be systematically pakby Contracting Parties,
which is not guaranteed by the 1998 Agreement

(d)  The G-mark would need to replace all curreritomal/international marking
requirements, which again is not guaranteed by 1B88 Agreement;
otherwise, the G-mark would simply become an addil, redundant
marking with no added value.

7. As a result, though technical harmonization rhayachievable globally, products
sold on the global market would still need to catifferent markings, even if they strictly
meet the gtr requirements.

8. This also means that other ways must be foureh ttrictly using the 1998
Agreement and its gtr's in order to harmonize tlaeking requirements
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[I. Current marking types

9. Typically, products may have to bear differgiiets of marking:
(@  Technical marking

Such "technical" marking may be specified in theious regulations and
generally consists of:

(i) Name/trade mark of manufacturer;

(ii) Technical characteristics, e.g. dimension, eniat, function, etc.

Basically, only such marking is needed for custdsnpurchase decision or
for service/repair, in order to ensure that therexrreplacement parts are
used.

(b)  Administrative certification data

Such "certification” marking generally identifiebet certification system
applied, the authority that granted approval, tegutation number, the
approval number, etc.

Basically, such marking is only relevant for cecation and homologation
issues. It identifies the product as being dulyifted under the regulation in
guestion.

As noted previously, each country may have its omarking requirements;
at UNECE level, these are harmonized through thguR&ons under the
1958 Agreement.

10. There is consequently a need to streamlinentéikking requirements, taking into
account both the customers' and the approval dtigsdoneeds.

11. A stepwise approach is consequently proposét, the ultimate aim that a single
technical marking and a single certification magknequirement could be achieved within
the different UNECE Agreements (and possibly eveyohd)

[ll. Harmonization of the “"technical” marking requi rements:
Step 1

12.  The gtr's developed under the 1998 Agreemextifypall the technical requirements
that the product needs to meet, when the gtr iseimented nationally or internationally.

13. Consequently, the gtr's offer a suitable fraorgwto harmonize the "technical”
marking requirements, if any, in terms of:

(@  What technical marking should be present onpttegluct (e.g. name / trade
mark of manufacturer, technical characteristickhhefcomponent, etc.);

(b)  What should be the layout of this marking (elgscription of the marking,
font type, colour, size, location, method of affigj etc.).

14.  This technical marking harmonization could #fere be conducted in each affected
gtr. When implementing this gtr, national and/demational regulations are then expected
to fully align their current technical marking resgments with the provisions of the gtr.



ECE/TRANS/WP.29/2010/143

15. At this stage, it is expected that the currattonal or international administrative
certification marking requirements (ECE mark, US D@ark, CCC mark, etc) would
remain unchanged.

16. As gtr's are being developed, this global haiimation of the technical marking
requirements can readily be implemented under 998 Agreement.

Gradual harmonization of the certification marking
requirements: Steps 2 - N

17.  For the global harmonization of the certifioatimarking requirements, a new
approach is needed since, as previously stated 1998 Agreement does not provide
harmonized certification tools, and therefore atsm harmonized certification marking
tools, except for the technical marking as expldipeeviously.

18.  In order to gradually define a globally harnzeni certification marking system, the
current full certification marking could be contathin a "global certification database".
The product itself would carry a unique index nump€y Z)/identifier/code, such that the
authorities could, using this XYZ code, find alletlrertification markings and also, if
desired, the corresponding approvals in the dagabas

19.  This process could be performed as follows:

(@ The manufacturer specifies a unique index nunik&'Z" to identify his
product. The global uniqueness of the index numiidirbe checked and
secured by the global certification database;

(b)  The manufacturer allocates a new file with thidex number "XYZ" in the
global certification database and informs the auties about the existence
of this index file in his approval application docents;

(c)  When granting approval to that product, theharity(ies) then store(s) the
respective approval numbers and — if desired -affjpgovals themselves in
file “XYZ" of the database. The database will eresdihat only authorized
users can input data with “their” approval number;

(d)  The manufacturer marks his product with théntézal marking according to
the relevant gtr (as foreseen in item Il abovell anith the index number
“XYZ" to provide a link between the product and thiobal certification
database;

(e)  Authorities wishing to verify the approvalsacapecific product could obtain
the needed information by accessing the globalfication database, using
the index number "XYZ" clearly visible on the pradu

20.  This action will likely need several steps, i.e

(@) Step 2: Creation of a "global certification atmse", containing all
administrative data / certificates of the product;

(b)  Step 3: Replace current UNECE approval markshenproduct by an index
(XYZ2), referring to the database of the nationadinational approvals;

(c)  Steps 4 - N: Gradually replace national appravarks on the product by the
index (XYZ), referring to the database of the naaidinternational approvals.

21.  Possibly several steps could be performed ats#me time, if several countries
decide to opt for this new system at the same tifoe.the time being however, the new
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system could possibly start with the UNECE markimgler the 1958 Agreement, for later
extension to other countries and/or regions.

Advantages of the proposed concept

22.  The proposed concept in effect uses the pdiistbioffered by the 1998 Agreement
to harmonize, through the gtr's, the technical nmarkequirements; it also offers a possible
solution to the fact that the 1998 Agreement, byniteon, does not offer the possibility to

provide global harmonization of the certificatiorrks.

23. When it comes to the global harmonization @f tdchnical marking requirements,
the 1998 Agreement offers an adequate and readiyladle framework, provided of
course all Contracting Parties to the 1998 Agredrdaly implement the technical marking
provisions of the respective gtr's.

24.  Looking now at the certification marking, thencept to substitute the various
national/international certification marks by a queé index implies the following clear
advantages:

(@)  Allows authorities direct read access to apprapal documents assigned to
the product;

(b)  Smaller marking> more flexibility in locating the mark;

(c) Future additional certifications for the sameodquct are handled in the
certification database only, i.e. later additionartifications in other
countries, to other requirements, do not need gddimew mark to the
existing one on the product (which today typicaljquires expensive and
time-consuming tool modifications).

25. Last but not least, one of the key advantageshe proposed concept for
certification marking is that it is not restrictemthe 1958 Agreement, nor is it related to the
1998 Agreement. Depending on the number of caesittiat are willing to adopt this new
system, it has the potential to become a trulyalabrtification marking system.




