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Was created and approved at 17th JCRB (October 2006 – Sevres) 
Modified at 18th JCRB 



Raised at 25th JCRB 
September 2010 - Egypt 



Action 25/6: The Executive Secretary will distribute the file with the 
information of the participation of the DIs in the CMCs and the RMOs 
will report back in the March 2011 meeting. 
 
 
Resolution 25/2: To create a task group to discuss criteria to be 
fulfilled as designated institutes. The group will be chaired by M. 
Chambon, and W. Louw, Y. Hino, and P. Neyezhmakov. SIM will send 
the name of the representative to the chairperson. 

25th JCRB 
September 2010 - Egypt 



26th JCRB 
March 2011 - Sevres 



Action 26/3: BIPM to send request to the designating authority upon 
notification of a new Designated Institute for information on scope of 
designation, stating that the information of the new DI will not be 
published on the BIPM website unless such information is received. The 
BIPM will advise any new participants in the CIPM MRA regarding 
expectations concerning their active participation in the activities of the 
CIPM MRA. Such information will also be made available on the BIPM 
website. 

26th JCRB 
March 2011 - Sevres 



Action 27/3: The BIPM International Liaison Officer and the Executive 
Secretary of the JCRB will work to obtain information on the fields of 
designation of all DIs listed in Appendix A and report on the progress of 
such work at the next JCRB. 
 
 
Action 27/4: The BIPM will prepare a draft document on expectations 
from DIs for active engagement in the CIPM MRA (declaration of CMCs, 
participation in RMO activities) using the input provided by EURAMET at 
the meeting, in time for the next 
JCRB meeting. 

27th JCRB 
September 2011 - Vienna 



Country Number of DIs  
Albania 0 

Austria 2 

Belgium 1 

Bosnia-Herzegovina 0 

Bulgaria 0 

Croatia 6  

Cyprus Not a member 

Czech Republic 4 

Denmark 6 

Estonia 1 

Finland 5 

France 6 

FYR Macedonia 0 

Germany 3   

Greece 2 

Hungary 0 

Iceland Not a member 

Ireland 0 

Country Number of DIs  
Italy 1 

Latvia 0 

Lithuania 3 

Luxembourg Not a member 

Malta 0 

Montenegro 0 

Netherlands 0 

Norway 3 

Poland 2 

Portugal 1 

Romania 1 

Serbia 0 

Slovakia 0 

Slovenia 9 

Spain 6 

Sweden 1 

Switzerland 3 

Turkey 2 

United Kingdom 4 

Number of EURAMET members/associates’  DIs listed in Appendix A of the CIPM MRA 

≈ 12 countries DI’s  
scope were not clear 





Country Number of DIs  
Albania 0 

Austria 2 - clear 

Belgium 1  - clear 

Bosnia-Herzegovina 0 

Bulgaria 0 

Croatia 6 (3 clear, 3 not) 

Cyprus Not a member 

Czech Republic 4  - clear 

Denmark 6  - clear 

Estonia 1  - clear 

Finland 5  - clear 

France 6 (no designation scope)  

FYR Macedonia 0 

Germany 3 (no designation scope)  

Greece 2  - clear 

Hungary 0 

Iceland Not a member 

Ireland 0 

Country Number of DIs  
Italy 1  - clear 

Latvia 0 

Lithuania 3  - clear 

Luxembourg Not a member 

Malta 0 

Montenegro 0 

Netherlands 0 

Norway 3 - clear 

Poland 2  - clear 

Portugal 1  - clear 

Romania 1  - clear 

Serbia 0 

Slovakia 0 

Slovenia 9  - clear 

Spain 6  - clear 

Sweden 1  - clear 

Switzerland 3  - clear 

Turkey 2  - clear 

United Kingdom 4  - clear 

Number of EURAMET members/associates’  DIs listed in Appendix A of the CIPM MRA 

Status, May 2013 
3 countries DI’s  
scope still not clear 
 
Total: 72 DIs 

For Germany it’s complicated 

For Croatia: no reply, it is possible to 
infer the likely scope for HMI/FSB-
LPMD but not for HMI/FSB-LIMS and  
HMI/FSB-LPM 

For France resolution in progress 



In certain circumstances where 
the NMI and DIs distribute work 
in one scope it is complicated to 
list them all by measurement 
range……So far we haven’t 
found a solution 



Resolution 28/1: The JCRB resolves that laboratories should only be 
designated under the CIPM MRA when they have responsibility for 
national measurement standards and the dissemination of the units 
(i.e. providing traceability), as demonstrated by provision of 
appropriate and relevant services to customers. 
 
Resolution 28/1: The JCRB resolves that the QMS that must be in 
place prior to the acceptance of CMCs must be according to ISO/IEC 
17025 (and ISO 34 for CRMs) in line with requirements for calibration 
laboratories. 
 
Action  28/3: Resolutions 28/1 and 28/2 adopted by the JCRB will be 
incorporated into the BIPM procedure on the registration of new 
designated institutes and the letters that are sent to newly designated 
institutes as part of that procedure. 

28th JCRB 
April 2012 - Sevres 



Agreed at 28th JCRB 
April 2012 - Sevres 







We have gone a long way to improve clarity on DIs 
 
Still…..some of the information would perhaps be better if it were available “a 
priori” 
 
Open to EURAMET suggestions for further improvements at next JCRB  
 
JCRB actions from March 2013. 
Action 30/3: The JCRB Executive Secretary will place the following items on the agenda of 
the 31st JCRB meeting: 
− The performance and vitality of DIs; 
− What is the purpose of the KCDB? What is its impact on NMIs and stakeholders? Who 

uses it and what are its successes? 
  

Action 30/4: The RMOs to submit papers addressing the two agenda items listed in Action 
30/3 for circulation one month prior to the 31st JCRB meeting. 
 

Looking forward 



Bureau International des Poids et Mesures 

Thank you for your attention 

7th  EURAMET General Assembly,  
Reykjavik, May 2013 

 

Andy Henson 
Director of International Liaison and Communications Department, BIPM 

 
e-mail: ahenson @ bipm.org  
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