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Outcomes of the JCRB 
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3 weeks  

RMOs Indicate 

willingness to 

review 

Final voting 

3 weeks 

Publication 

Submission revised file 

Promised date to review  =  DEADLINE for submission review report 

Reminder 3 weeks before RMO’s chosen date  

RMO 2  

RMO 3  

RMO 4  

RMO 5  

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); 

- The deadline chosen by RMO for submission its review report – the date you indicate is a hard deadline (with a 
reminder 3 weeks before the deadline);  

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

 
Changes in the JCRB Website 



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. 

 
Highlights of the JCRB 

CIPM MRA-D-04 

http://www.bipm.org/utils/common/CIPM_MRA/CIPM_MRA-D-04.pdf 
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Highlights of the JCRB 

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


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. 

 
Highlights of the JCRB 



Some statistics from the Database 

in the period of January-July 2013 (7 months) 

CMC sets 
Average time from posting 

to publication, days 
Submitted to the JCRB 33 
Had not been  yet approved 7 
Approved 26 
Fast track 13 17 
Classic review 13 107 

in the period of August 2013-February 2014 (7 months) 

CMC sets 
Average time from posting to 

publication, days 

Submitted to the JCRB 35 

Had not been  yet approved 11 

Approved 24 
Fast track 11 17 

Classic review 13 76 

“Old deadlines” 

• Indication intention to review - 6 wks (reminder at 3 wks) 

• Submission review report  -  date chosen by RMO + 6 wks (reminder at 3 wks) 

• Voting - 6 wks (reminder at 3 wks) 

“New deadlines”  (applied  to the JCRB since August 2013) 

• Indication intention to review - 3 wks (reminder at 2 wks) 

• Submission review report  - date chosen by RMO (reminder 3 wks before) 

• Voting - 3 wks (reminder at 2 wks) 

Results of analysis of CMC sets which were posted  and approved on the JCRB CMC review website 
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From 2001 - December 2012 (Before the JCRB WS on CMC review)

 January-July 2013 (7 months)

 August 2013-February 2014 (7 months)



Alerts (notifications) 




