Interactions Between an NMI and both the National Authority for Legal Metrology and the National Accreditation Body

Background

Every NMI has the core responsibility to make available to its national stakeholders the reference systems that underpin the national measurement system.  However, it is only sometimes the case that the NMI also has legislated authority to implement these standards through a legal metrology regulatory framework, or even more rarely to use them effectively in accrediting laboratories for compliance with the documentary standards that delineate the requirements for measurement competence.  Often these two roles are the responsibility of bodies independent of the NMI.  Clearly unless the reference systems are being effectively used in the NMI’s economy, their efforts in maintaining those reference systems are in vain.  It is essential, therefore, that every NMI develops strong relationships with the legal metrology and technical accreditation agencies in their economy in such a way that ensures that:

1. these agencies use effectively the reference systems provided by the NMI to achieve the agencies’ purposes

2. these agencies utilise effectively for their own purposes the pool of technical knowledge that is generated within an NMI in the fulfilment of its standards maintenance and development function.

What we seek to do in this workshop is to flesh out these issues, discuss the priorities for NMIs in dealing with their national legal metrology and accreditation bodies, and develop possible strategies for an NMI to adopt in forming or strengthening bilateral relationships with each of these bodies.

The Issues

· What should be the objectives that an NMI has in interacting with its legal metrology (LM) body?

· What ranking should be given to these objectives?

· How effectively does your NMI currently interact with its LM body?

· What needs to be improved in that interaction?

· How can that improvement be achieved?

· Is there any way that the APMP corporately can assist individual NMIs in this respect?

· How can the APMP help by interacting with APLMF?

Similarly for the accreditation body(s) (National Accreditation Body - NAB)

· What should be the objectives that an NMI has in interacting with its NAB?

· What ranking should be given to these objectives?

· How effectively does your NMI currently interact with its NAB?

· What needs to be improved in that interaction?

· How can that improvement be achieved?

· Is there any way that the APMP corporately can assist individual NMIs in this respect?

· How can the APMP help by interacting with APLAC?

