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Policy documents

Title Doc. no. L
update
ext of the
N Text of the CIPM MRA 2003
[également disponible en francais]
KCDE FrOs |The CIPM MRA: 2005 Interpretation Document CIPM/2005-06REV Apr. 2006
+ KCDE Hevaletter Guide to the implementation of the CIPM MRA CIPM MRA-G-01 Oct. 2012
|NMIs and other Designated Institutes CIPM/2005-07
N CIPM MRA documents Se: es available to Associates States and Economies of the CGPM and their parti n in the CIPM MRA CIPM/2005-05
%m: Use of the CIPM MRA logo and certificates statement CIPM MRA-D-02 Oct. 2008 =
Guidance on comparisons
Cemplementary info. Procedure for approval of the entry of a new RMO to the JCRB CIPM MRA-P-01 Jan. 2011
See also! JCRB
Guidance on CMCs
SO = ‘TitlE Doc. no. Lat;St
« BIPM METROLOGY PORTAL update
* USEFUL LINKS
. Calibration and Measurement Capabilities in the context of the CIPM MRA CIPM MRA-D-04 Jan. 2011
R Additional instructions and templates for CMC excel files:
S | General | AUV| EM | PR | QM | RI |
+SCDIRECTORY N For the classification of services in the various fields, see:
GIKEDB | AUV |EM [L|M|PR| QM |RI|T|TF|
raceabulr mn e - .
GROUP ON N | bility in the CIPM MRA CIPM/2009-24 Oct. 2009
CONSTANTS |
|JCRB quidelines for the monitoring and reporting of the operation of guality systems by RMOs CIPM MRA-G-02 Jan. 2011
Ehueidcellli’r;'e;fnt: the review of CMCs and the monitoring and reporting of the operation of quality systems by international intergovernmental organizations who are signatories of || ~1oy yra-c-03 Now. 2008
| Recommendations for on-site visits by peers and selection criteria for on-site visit peer reviewers CIPM/2007-25 Apr. 2008
Uncertainty contributions of the device under calibration or measurement JCRB-8/9 Feb. 2002
Subcontracting of measurements under the CIPM MRA CIPM/2005-09
Guidance on comparisons
Title Doc. no. Lot
update
| Measurement comparisons in the CIPM MRA CIPM MRA-D-05 Oct. 2012
Key and supplementary comparison registration form JCRB-9/9(1)
| CIPM MRA ideli for Authorship of Key, I ary and Pilot Study Comparison Reports CIPM MRA-G-04 Oct. 2011 ol
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Changes in the JCRB Website

Changes have been made according to the Resolution 30/1 of the 30th JCRB meeting.

Please be aware, that:

- The deadline to indicate intention to review - 3 weeks (with a reminder 1 week before the deadline);

reminder 3 weeks before the deadline);

- The deadline for approval of CMCs - 3 weeks (with a reminder 1 week before the deadline).

- The deadline chosen by RMO for submission its review report — the date you indicate is a hard deadline (with a

Promised date to review = DEADLINE for submission review report

RMOs Indicate A
willingness to

review

Submission revised file

7~

\
Y . Final voting
3 weeks % %
R

RMO 2

Publication

RMO 3 | | \

RMO 4 3 weeks

RMO 1 posts CMC batch
to the JCRB website

Reminder 3 weeks before RMO’s chosen date

|



Highlights of the JCRB

Recommendation 30/1: The JCRB strongly encourages the CCs and the
RMOs to use the BIPM Web Forum as a tool for effective information
exchange and consider increased use of the “fast track” to promote more
rapid processing of CMCs.

Recommendation 30/2: The JCRB recognizes the maturity and effectiveness
of the CMC review process and the degree of trust established between the
RMOs. Consequently, the JCRB strongly recommends that duplication,
resulting from RMO reviewing the same CMCs during interregional review, be
reduced wherever possible.

Recommendation 30/3: The JCRB recommends that RMOs pay greater
attention to the appropriate guidelines during intra RMO review in order to
improve the efficiency of the inter RMO review of CMCs.




Highlights of the JCRB

Action 30/1: The JCRB Executive Secretary will develop text on "greying-out
CMCs" and reinstating "greyed-out CMCs" for CIPM MRA-D-04 for approval
at the next meeting of the JCRB.

Jx—/—\

Calibration and Measurement Capabilities in the context of the CIPM N
CIPM MRA-D-04 ~CIPM MRA

Back to table of contents

12. Greying-out of published CMCs

A greyed-out CMC is a calibration and measurement capability that had been published in the
KCDB, but for some reason has been temporarily suspended (with the intention to reinstate it
at some future date).

The greyed-out CMCs are not visible in the open KCDB website, but are retained in the

database so are not lost.
The maximum period for the greyed-out status is five years.

Greying-out of published CMCs usually arises through non-compliance with the criteria for
acceptance of CMCs as described in Section 3, but may also occur when an NMI/DI indicates

that the service has been temporary suspended.

CIPM MRA-D-04
http://www.bipm.org/utils/common/CIPM MRA/CIPM MRA-D-04.pdf
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kev and supplemantary comparisons [and pilot studies) - registration and progress form

Comparison conducted by

j in j Date:
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RMO internal identifier

2. KCDB identifier:
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key [] Supplementary []  Pilot study [
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6. Parameter(s):
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Highlights of the JCRB

BIPM

# Pilot / Contact

* Participants

Home > Comparisons Search

Bureau International des Poids et Mesures

Key and supplementary comparisons - Information

M Information

COOMET.M.H-K3

Mass, Hardness

Comparison of national hardness standards of Rockwell and

11. Measurement start date:

12. (Expected) reasurement compl etion date:

13. Contact person’s name:

Address:

Tel.:

Fax:

e mail:

e

Campl sted copy ba be forwarded to o) COOX Exscutiee Secrstany:

b} rdevant CCKey Compansan WE Charmaan
&} Requane) coardivatar as apmraprats;
d} KCDE Coardimatar fzwspt Pat studhes): BLEM KCDRE o org

& Pilot laboratorylies) fgoronums gnd countriss) * Results Superficial-Rockwell scales
* Print cut 2013 - 2018
Planned
4. Participating institutes (poromems ond countries|: COOMET.M.H-K3 registration and progress form
COOMET.M.H-K3 Technical Protocol
* KCDE Stati Hardness: Rockwell A, 83 HRA; Rockwell B, 90 HRB; Rockwell C,
. 25 HRC, 45 HRC, 65 HRC
°KCDB P20 Hardness: Superficial-Rockwell: 90 HRN1S to 94 HRN1S, 40
100, Progress: fphas aste date and sk approprate hax ta indicate curmt status * KCDE Reports HRN30 to 50 HRN30, 76 HRN30 to 84 HRN30, 43 HRN45 to 54
Ciate Status Pilot Supplemantary Kay . CIPM MRA HRN45, 35 HRT30 to 45 HRT30, and 70 HRT30 to 82 HRT30
Planned ] ] ] = One zet of hardness reference blocks of the Rockwell scale,
*JCRE consisting of 5 blocks, and one set of hardness reference blocks
Protocol complete | d d  Find v NMI of the Superficial-Rockwell scale, consisting of & blocks
In progress [} O O Hng my BRL
Measuremnent completed | O O * Metrologia =0 TR
Report in progress D |:| Oraft A O CCM (Consultative Committee for Mass and Related Quantities)
Draft B [} COOCMET (Cooperation in Metrology ameong the Central European
Report submitted to = [} [} Countries)
Results approved = ] * BIPM.KCDE@biom.org COOMET 560/UA/12
Approved for equivalence O
Abandoned (] (] (]
Cormments: Publication reference:

Action 31/1: BIPM to develop an electronic format for
the form “Key and supplementary comparison

registration form” in order to improve the accuracy and
consistency of the information relating to KC status on

the KCDB.


32-02.2_registration_and_progress_form.pdf
http://kcdb.bipm.org/appendixB/KCDB_ApB_info.asp?cmp_idy=1384&cmp_cod=COOMET.M.H-K3&prov=exalead

Highlights of the JCRB

Action 32/5: CIPM MRA: Each RMO to prepare bullet points identifying, from
their perspective, the benefits and the successes of the CIPM MRA. The
intention is to eventually combine these into a single presentation to be made at
the CGPM as an introduction to the Draft Resolution to be presented at the 25th
meeting of the CGPM on the CIPM MRA. It is envisaged that the common points
will be compiled and supplemented by RMO specific perspectives (one slide per
RMO). BIPM will add introductory statistics, and the presentation will conclude
with progress already made towards a sustainable CIPM MRA and as an
introduction to the Draft Resolution.

RMOs to coordinate and send the common and RMO specific bullet points to the
BIPM (JCRB Executive Secretary) by the end of May, 2014 so that the
presentation can be discussed at the June meeting of the CIPM bureau.



Highlights of the JCRB

Action 32/6: Each RMO to individually contribute to the CIPM MRA review by
highlighting the successes and challenges for them and their stakeholders, and
suggest practical ideas for improvements in the operation of the activities falling
within the responsibility of the JCRB. To facilitate collation of the information the
RMOs will attempt to follow a common format. To enable development of the
format each RMO should send its ideas for line items to A. Steele by beginning
of June 2014. A. Steele will propose a draft common format to the RMOs for
comments by the end of June 2014. The final completed discussion document to
be submitted by each RMO to the BIPM by the end of 2014 for discussion at the
2015 JCRB meeting.



Some statistics from the Database

Results of analysis of CMC sets which were posted and approved on the JCRB CMC review website

in the period of January-July 2013 (7 months) in the period of August 2013-February 2014 (7 months)
Average time from postin Average time from posting to
CMC sets toi ublication, d':ys g CMC sets gpublication, dr;ys ¢
Submitted to the JCRB 33 Submitted to the JCRB 35
Had not been yet approved 7 Had not been yet approved 11
Approved 26 Approved 24
Fast track 13 17 Fast track 11 17
Classic review 13 107 Classic review 13 76
“Old deadlines” “New deadlines” (applied to the JCRB since August 2013)
¢ Indication intention to review - 6 wks (reminder at 3 wks) * Indication intention to review - 3 wks (reminder at 2 wks)
e Submission review report - date chosen by RMO + 6 wks (reminder at 3 wks) * Submission review report - date chosen by RMO (reminder 3 wks before)
¢ Voting - 6 wks (reminder at 3 wks) » Voting - 3 wks (reminder at 2 wks)

Average time from posting to publication, days
150

100

50

®m From 2001 - December 2012 (Before the JCRB WS on CMC review)
® January-July 2013 (7 months)
® August 2013-February 2014 (7 months)




Alerts (notifications)

- 53 . = 3 2 Find —
i Ignore x fel \kJ I % aMeeting L Designated labo... kg To Manager = &Rules - | Q,] 35 ﬁ in ._‘;
¢ - ] Team E-mail & Done . B Related -
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Delete Respond Quick Steps ] Move Tags ] Editing Zoom
From: jorh_es@bipm.org
To: jerb_es@bipm.org
Co ahmedi@kebs.org; APMPSecretariat@measurement.gov.au; bvb@metrology. kharkov.ua; BvdMerwe@nmisa.org; coomet@vnims.ru; CSANTO@latu.org.uy; ebatista@ipqg.pt; eltaweel38 @yahoo.com; foarcia@cesn|

rarias @cenam.my; secretariat@euramet. org; terao. yoshiya@aist.go.jp; tokihiko. kobata @aist.go.jp; wlouw @nmisa.org; ymchai@kriss.re.kr; BIPM.KCDE@bipm.org
Subject: CMC COOMET.M.20.2014 was posted

A new CMC file has been posted

COOMET has posted COOMET.M.20.2014 for inter-regional review.

CMC information: /

Please indicate your intention to review in the 1CRB web page /

~N

Gease pay attention to the deadlines:
- The deadline to indicate intention to review - 3 weeks (with a reminder 1 week before the deadline);
- The deadline chosen by RMO for submission its review report - the date you indicate is a hard deadiine (with a reminder 3 weeks before the deadline);

- The deadline for approval of CMCs - 3 weeks (with a reminder 1 week before the deadling).

Detailed information on the CMC review process is described in the guidance docurmnent CIPM MRA-D-04, which is available on the BIPM website.

Thank you for your attention.
Best regards,

1CRB Executive Secretary,
\email: jcrb es@bipm.org }

PS: The CMC file is attached to this mail; alternatively, you can download it from the JCRE website
MDS digest is: 549054471 C253EAF202B82556B855AM2






