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Duplication of the NMI accreditation 

process and the CIPM MRA process

should be avoided 
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Joint ILAC – CIPM communication

This document provides guidance on the accreditation 

process of NMIs for their measurement services in order for 

the NMI to optimise the benefits from being accredited:

• when it is, or is in the process of becoming, a signatory 

to the CIPM MRA, and 

• to generally facilitate the process for Accreditation 

Bodies when accrediting NMI measurement services.
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Guidelines

The following items need specific attention by the AB when accrediting 
NMIs who participate in the CIPM MRA:

1. Assessors

2. Scope of accreditation

3. Inter laboratory comparisons

4. Supplementary criteria set by the RMO

5. Assessment report

6. Decision-making and granting accreditation 
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Assessors

• The accreditation body should, wherever practical, use peer reviewers 
who can also be accepted as peer reviewers by the RMO. 

• It is best if the AB specifically asks the NMI beforehand whether they 
need peer reviewers to comply with these RMO requirements, and to 
confirm a common understanding of the requirements.

Details can be found in the document
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Scope of accreditation

• The accreditation body shall during assessment take into account approved 
entries in the KCDB and/or available documentation related to their approval in 
RMOs. 

• It is the obligation of the NMI at any time to inform the accreditation body of 
changes which affect the scope of accreditation.

• Although entries in the scope and the KCDB are not exactly the same they can 
represent the same information.

• The AB should encourage the NMI to align as far as is practical the scope of 
accreditation and the services provided under the CIPM MRA.

Details can be found in the document
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Inter laboratory comparisons

• Results from participation in comparisons, such as the comparisons registered 
in the KCDB should be taken into account.

• In the case where the NMI provides services only at industrial levels of 
calibration where no KCDB comparisons exist, further participation may be 
needed. 

Details can be found in the document
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Supplementary criteria 
set by the RMO

• If the RMO has set supplementary criteria that needs to be fulfilled outside 
criteria included in ISO/IEC 17025, ISO 17034 and ISO/IEC 17011, this should 
be taken into account by the accreditation body.

• Regional accreditation bodies should co-operate with the RMO to ensure a 
consistent and harmonized approach in order for the individual NMI to benefit 
from being accredited.

Details can be found in the document
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Assessment report

• If the status of accreditation is to be used to support the CIPM MRA process it 
is extremely helpful for the NMI if the assessment report is provided in the 
language used in the RMO review process.

• The AB and NMI should collaborate and agree on the reporting.

• ABs need to make it clear that they have no objection to the Assessment 
Report being submitted by the NMI to the RMO as part of the CIPM MRA 
process, including the identity of technical assessors and technical experts. 

Details can be found in the document
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Decision-making
and granting accreditation

• Generally, the scope and the uncertainty of an NMIs accredited calibration and 
measurement services should neither be smaller nor larger than that for the 
CMC represented in the KCDB.

• However, this may not always be the case as differences in timing, processes 
and the sequence in which approvals are sought and granted can result in 
either the accredited CMC or the CIPM MRA CMC being published first.

• As there has been no alignment between the way information is presented 
between scopes of accreditation and the KCDB it should not be expected that 
the format of the scope of accreditation and the entries in the KCDB be 
identical

Details can be found in the document
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Where to find

https://www.bipm.org/en/world
wide-metrology/liaisons/ilac.html

BIPM website

https://www.bipm.org/en/worldwide-metrology/liaisons/ilac.html
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Where to find

https://ilac.org/about-
ilac/partnerships/international-
partners/bipm/

ILAC website

https://ilac.org/about-ilac/partnerships/international-partners/bipm/
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At the regional level, for example

For details please contact 
the AFRAC Secretariat:
nonhlanhlah@sanas.co.za

From the text…

“Regional 

accreditation bodies 

should co-operate 

with the RMO…”

mailto:nonhlanhlah@sanas.co.za
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At the national level, for example

For details please 
contact DANAK:
danak@danak.dk

From the text…

“The AB and NMI 

should collaborate 

and agree on the 

reporting…”

mailto:danak@danak.dk


Thank you

Andy.henson@bipm.org
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