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Article 8

()

2. For the purpose of verifying that a prospective customer is a professional user or another
economic operator, the economic operator who makes a restricted explosives precursor available
to a professional user or another economic operator, shall for each transaction request the
following information:

(aa) proof of identity of the individual entitled to represent the prospective customer;

(a) the trade, business or profession together with the company name and address of the
prospective customer;

(b) the intended use of the restricted explosives precursors by the prospective customer.

2a. For the purpose of verifying the intended use of the restricted explosives precursor, the
economic operator shall assess if the intended use is consistent with the trade, business or
profession of the prospective customer. The transaction may be refused if there are reasonable
grounds for doubting the validity of the intended use of the restricted explosives precursor. The
economic operator shall report the suspicious or attempted transaction in accordance with Article 9
of this Regulation.

Justification

The proposed paragraph 2 of Article 8 merely requests information from the prospective customer
and provides subjective criteria to verify the intended use. From a security perspective this creates
a loophole. This has been discussed often in the Standing Committee on Precursors. Following up
on the information provided and assessing the intended use is necessary. To that end paragraph
2a gives an operative and a more objective dimension to the information already requested under
Article 8, paragraph 2. Paragraph 2a does not overburden the parties concerned as it regards
information, which already has to be provided.



