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Fifty-second meeting of the
International Committee of Legal Metrology

Cartagena de Indias, Colombia

9-13 October 2017

— MINUTES —

Opening speeches

Mr. Mason opened the meeting with his opening address.

Friends and colleagues, it is a very great pleasure to be in Colombia today. As I think we will all find
it is a remarkable, and remarkably diverse, country, which has welcomed us with great enthusiasm.
Colombia has joined OIML as a full member, only quite recently, and it is a tribute to the
determination, and the enthusiasm, of its CIML Member, and my very good friend, Alejandro
Giraldo, that it has been able to put together the arrangements, not just for this meeting, but also for
the whole series of events taking place this year. I am personally very grateful to him for stepping
forward in the way that he has done.

As we will no doubt be hearing in a moment these are exciting and optimistic times for Colombia. It
is wonderful for us to be able to contribute to this, in our own small way, by showing that it is open
for business, ready to embrace the rest of the world, and I am grateful to the Members of the CIML
and their colleagues for the way they have responded. We have 43 Member States represented in the
room today, and several Corresponding Members. Many have made long and difficult journeys to be
here, and I am grateful for the commitment that they have shown in doing so. These too, are exciting
times for the OIML, with a lot of the work that we have been doing over the last few years about to
come to a conclusion. In doing so, we establish a firm base for the future. These are also exciting
times for legal metrology in Latin America. I have heard of the enthusiasm, shown in the events
organized in Cuba, two weeks ago. I witnessed for myself the impressive work being done in several
countries, reported at the forum held in El Salvador last week, and we will all have an opportunity to
meet many colleagues this week, and speak to them ourselves, on how we can work better together.

Finally it is my pleasure to welcome Ms. Monica Andrea Ramirez Hinestroza. She is the Deputy
Superintendent for Industrial Property in the Superintendence of Industry and Commerce of Colombia
(SIC). Her background is as a lawyer specializing in intellectual property, with degrees from the
Universidad Externado de Colombia, and Carlos the Third University of Madrid. After a career which
mixed private practice, work as a legal manager in a telecommunications company, and acting as a
research professor in the Department of commercial law at the Universidad Externado de Colombia,
in August 2013 she became an advisor in the office of the Deputy Superintendent for Consumer
Protection in SIC. In 2015 she was named as Deputy Superintendent for Consumer Protection, and
since July she has served as Deputy Superintendent for Intellectual Property. May I invite you please
to address our meeting.

Ms. Ramirez thanked Mr. Mason for making her resume sound more interesting that it was in reality!
She then continued with her opening speech.
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Mr. Peter Mason, CIML President

Pr. Roman Schwartz, CIML First Vice-President

Dr. Yukinobu Miki, CIML Second Vice-President
Presidential Council Members,

Mr. Stephen Patoray, BIML Director,

BIML staff,

Member State representatives,

Corresponding Member representatives,

Ladies and gentlemen attending the 52nd CIML Meeting,

Today is a very special day for Cartagena, for Colombia and Latin America. Our “Corralito de
Piedra” receives the 150 representatives of 53 Member States and Corresponding Members of the
International Committee of Legal Metrology at its 52nd meeting. It is the second time that the meeting
takes place in Latin America after the meeting held in Rio de Janeiro in 1997.

As the Superintendent of Industry and Commerce in charge, I would like to extend a warm welcome
to all the participants, and to say that it is an honor to address these words of greetings to this group of
scientists and guarantors of quality around the world.

I want to start by recognizing metrology as a fundamental pillar of quality, consumer protection,
health, the environment, and in general, of the planet. Without measurements there is no quality, and
without quality there is no progress. Measurements have allowed us to reach the farthest reaches of
our solar system with the New Horizons spacecraft which, after a 9-year journey through Pluto’s
orbit, explored the invisible worlds of atoms and molecules in nanoscience and nanotechnology.

But the area of legal metrology helps us to close the social gap, preventing bad entrepreneurs from
unfairly enriching themselves by stealing small and imperceptible amounts from billions of
consumers in the products they consume, or by protecting citizens who come to the health services in
order to receive a correct diagnosis based on properly calibrated and adjusted instruments.

Legal metrology is also present in the protection of the environment and in sustainable development
of the planet, controlling the emissions of polluting gases that reach our atmosphere and the toxic
residues that are discharged into our rivers.

We are seven billion inhabitants who need efficient and effective mechanisms and instruments for
market surveillance, and that is the great challenge that the International Organization of Legal
Metrology has to fulfill.

The OIML must be all. Today we have 62 Member States and 66 Corresponding Members, but the
members should be all 194 countries of the world.

When the intergovernmental treaty that gave life to this great Organization was signed in 1955, only
three of the 24 signatory countries were from Latin America, (Cuba, the Dominican Republic and
Venezuela), but two withdrew from the Organization over time, (Dominican Republic in 1976 and
Venezuela in 1987) and two new ones have joined it (Brazil in 1984 and Colombia in 2012).
Undoubtedly, an insufficient representation, and not influential enough for everything that we can
contribute.

Latin American countries must play a much more effective and significant role, which is why
Colombia has made a great effort in bringing 45 representatives of the legal metrology authorities of
17 countries from our continent to participate in the “Second International Forum of Legal
Metrology”, which will be held next Thursday and Friday in parallel to this meeting and in an
adjoining room, where the current status of legal metrology in each of our countries will be presented.
This will allow us to discover the best practices of market surveillance, but more importantly than
that, to create strong relationships between the members of the OIML and Latin American authorities,
in order to promote their association with the Organization.
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On Thursday night, we will have the opportunity to share together a magical tropical dinner, where
we will enjoy Caribbean flavors, hear the rhythm of the drums, and make friendly ties that will last
forever.

For Colombia, quality and metrology are part of the state policy for competitiveness and development
of the country, which has allowed us to have a sustainable growth in recent years, despite the
economic and political uncertainty that exists worldwide. That is why, for our country, it is an honor
to be the host of this fifty-second edition of the International Committee of Legal Metrology. You are
always welcome in Colombia, your home.

Thank you.

Delegates were shown a video about Cartagena and Colombia, and Mr. Mason remarked that he had
already had a chance to visit the old town of Cartagena and had found it a fascinating place to be as
had many of his colleagues. He encouraged those delegates who had not already had a chance to visit

to do so and discover for themselves just what a remarkable city it was.

Roll call

Mr. Mason moved onto the next item and asked Mr. Dunmill to carry out the roll call.

Albania Not present, proxy given to Croatia

Algeria Not present, proxy given to Portugal

Australia Present

Austria Present

Belarus Not present, proxy given to Germany

Belgium Present

Brazil Present

Bulgaria Not present, proxy given to Croatia

Cambodia Present

Cameroon Not present, no proxy given

Canada Present

Colombia Present

Croatia Present

Cuba Present

Cyprus Not present, proxy given to France

Czech Republic Present

Denmark Not present, proxy given to Sweden

Egypt Not present, proxy given to South Africa
(Mr. Madzivhe from South Africa said he
had not been made aware of this)

Finland Present

France Present

Germany Present
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Greece
Hungary
India
Indonesia
Iran

Ireland
Israel

Italy

Japan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Korea
Macedonia
Monaco
Morocco
Netherlands
New Zealand
Norway

P. R. China
Pakistan
Poland
Portugal
Romania
Russian Federation
Saudi Arabia
Serbia
Slovakia
Slovenia
South Africa
Spain

Sri Lanka
Sweden
Switzerland
Tanzania
Thailand
Tunisia
Turkey
United Kingdom
United States
Viet Nam

Zambia

Not present, proxy given to the United Kingdom
Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to Japan
Present

Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to Portugal
Present

Present

Present

Present

Not present, no proxy given

Not present, proxy given to France
Not present, no proxy given
Present

Present

Present

Present

Not present, no proxy given

Not present, proxy given to United States
Present

Present

Present

Present

Not present, no proxy given
Present

Not present, proxy given to Austria
Present

Present

Not present, no proxy given
Present

Present

Present

Present

Not present, no proxy given
Present

Present

Present

Present

Present
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Mr. Patoray summarized the roll call. He stated that seven Member States were not present and had
not given a proxy vote to another Member State. The OIML currently had 62 Member States in total,
so this meant that 55 were present or represented. For a quorum, 47 votes were needed (75 % of the
total Member States), so the quorum was achieved.

Mr. Mason remarked that taking into account those present and proxies given this was probably a
record attendance and thanked everyone concerned.

Approval of the Agenda

Mr. Mason stated that the agenda had been circulated in advance of the meeting, and asked if there
were any comments on the content before he made some proposals about re-ordering some items.
There were no comments on the content of the agenda.

Mr. Mason continued that there were two changes he wanted to suggest to the published agenda order,
to ensure the smooth running of the meeting. The first was that there were several decisions to take of
a personnel nature, which would require secret ballots, the most important of which was the election
of the new President. His intention was that the presentations would be given by the candidates, and
the discussion on those matters would take place during the course of the day, but instead of following
the usual practice of taking all of the decisions right at the end of the meeting, he wanted to suggest
that the meeting reconvened the following morning in private session to conduct the necessary secret
ballots and to complete any remaining confidential discussions deemed necessary by the Members.
This would allow all individuals concerned to know the position as they went through the rest of the
week. He added, if it turned out as he thought it would, it would make it possible for him to complete
his term as President half way through the meeting.

The other change he proposed was that, regardless of where the meeting had got to in the agenda by
the end of the current day with regard to the personnel discussions, delegates should consider agenda
item 14 concerning the OIML Certification System (OIML-CS). The reason for this was that the
nominee for the OIML-CS Management Committee Chairperson would be at the meeting during the
course of the day and the following day, but would have to leave the following evening. Mr. Mason
considered it would be to everyone’s advantage to take that item while he was still present. He
therefore proposed that the Committee considered item 14 the following morning. Mr. Mason asked
the Committee if they considered this proposal acceptable. There were no objections. Mr. Mason
stated that there was no need to reprint the agenda if delegates recognized the order they would be
following.

1 Approval of the minutes of the S1st CIML Meeting

Mr. Mason said that the draft minutes of the 51st CIML Meeting (2016) had been circulated. He asked
if there were any comments or questions but urged the delegates to keep any comments of a purely
editorial nature for discussion outside the meeting. No comments were made by Members of the
Committee present at the meeting.

Mr. Mason added that the Committee would adopt as many resolutions as possible as they went
through the meeting, although it would be necessary to take some resolutions at the final session.

Mr. Dunmill directed Members’ attention to the resolution approving the minutes displayed on the
screen. He asked if there were any editorial comments on the resolution. He said that the dots on the
end of the resolution were there just in case adjustments had been necessary as a result of any
comments made on the minutes. There had been no comments on the minutes, and there were no
comments on the resolution itself. There were no abstentions. There were no votes against, so
resolution no. 2017/1 approving the minutes was adopted unanimously.
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2 General report by the CIML President

Mr. Mason mentioned that the report had been circulated as a draft, and after translation had been
made available in French, but said that he wanted to read it into the record, not least because there had
been some changes since he had drafted it.

I have been very aware over the past year that this is my last as CIML President. However, rather than
spending my time looking back over the past seven years since I was elected in 2010, I have found
myself heavily engaged in various projects, all of which concern the future development of our
Organization. As usual this work involves a mix of inputs, both from the staff at the Bureau and the
personal contribution of many colleagues in our Member States. As a result I am pleased to say that
this year I have quite a lot to report!

Concerning first the changes in membership of our Committee, it gave me great pleasure when
Cambodia joined us as our 62nd Member State, represented by Ms. Vorleaks Peou as the CIML
Member. I am glad to say that she is with us today and I hope many of you will have the opportunity
to meet her during the week. I also extend a warm welcome to our other new CIML Members:

Mr. Raimundo Alves de Rezende (Brazil)
Mrs. Brankica Novosel (Croatia)

Mr. Loizos Loizides (Cyprus)

Mr. Peter Gal (Hungary)

Mr. Galymzhan Dugalov (Kazakhstan)
Mr. Rusmin Amin (Indonesia)

Mr. Robert Lambregts (Netherlands)
Mr. Geir Samuelsen (Norway)

Dr. Isabel Godinho (Portugal)

Ing. Pavol Pavlis (Slovakia)

Mrs. Renée Hansson (Sweden)

Mrs. Nuntawan Sakuntanaga (Thailand)

Many of those new Members are also present today, and again I would urge the rest of us to give them
a warm welcome when we meet them over coffee or at our social functions.

In addition we welcome Bolivia, Ecuador and the Philippines as OIML Corresponding Members.
Although Kyrgyzstan has unfortunately been de-listed, that means we still now have 66
Corresponding Members. I think I can safely say that interest in the work of the OIML across the
globe has never been greater and we can all be proud of this fact. As our colleague from Colombia has
pointed out, the interest does not stop there and I think we have reason to be hopeful that there will be
more countries joining us in the future.

The financial position of the Organization, in the technical accounting sense of the term, continues to
be a healthy one. Indeed, following the discussions at the 15th International Conference on the best
way to use the surplus which built up over the last four-year accounting period, a lot of thought has
gone into how this surplus can be used to benefit the whole of our membership without embarking on
new activities which might not be sustainable in the long run. Training in the use of the new rules and
the new technology available to us for conducting our technical work is an extremely good use of
such funds and reports will be made during the CIML meeting on the steps that have already been
taken to roll out such training.

The BIML Director will provide detailed financial information during our meeting. I would like to
emphasize, however, that in addition to the overall financial position, it is necessary to keep a close
watch on the cash position. As the Director has pointed out I do have an accountancy background and
therefore I am very acutely aware of the difference between the two. In particular, cash flow is
important to us because if the Organization is to continue to function smoothly we must have liquid
resources available to us. Our dependence on subscriptions from Member States as the principal
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source of income means that we are very dependent on timely payments coming in from our
Members, in particular from the larger ones.

Within the Bureau, the temporary staffing arrangements adopted following the untimely passing of
BIML Assistant Director Willem Kool have continued to operate throughout the year. Although this is
undoubtedly less effective than running the Bureau at full strength from the office in Paris, I am
pleased to say that the dedicated efforts made by the other staff in the Bureau, the continued support
we have received from many CIML Members and their colleagues, and of course the contributions
made by Mr. Dixon and Mr. Vinet have together enabled us to continue to make excellent progress on
the ambitious agenda set at previous CIML meetings. Hopefully once the vacant Assistant Director
post has been filled we will be able to see an even greater level of pace in the delivery of that agenda.

Discussions on staffing within the Bureau are likely to be an important topic during our meeting, as
we will need to start the process of recruiting a successor to Mr. Patoray. Stephen’s term continues
until the end of 2018, but as this is my last report to the CIML I would like to take this opportunity to
pay tribute to the skills and dedication he has brought in his role as Director. A key feature of his
approach has been the emphasis on teamwork within the Bureau and the success of that has been
evident in the way we have been able to carry on in the difficult circumstances experienced since the
beginning of 2016.

It is a relief to me personally, and no doubt even more so to those who work in the Bureau, that these
annual reports no longer detail the various challenges of building work or indeed major changes to the
Organization’s IT and communication systems. The process of improvement is a continuous one,
however, so it was good to see the adoption of a new email system which has made remote working a
lot more efficient. In addition, there have been many other improvements during the year which may
not be visible to colleagues outside the Bureau but which have greatly improved the system’s
resilience. For most of our Members, the really important aspect is the working of the interactive
elements of the OIML website, in particular the possibilities provided by the “PG Workspace”
facility.

After the pause which was made necessary by last year’s reprioritization, it is good that we were able
to recommence the program of training sessions so that secretariats and conveners in particular are
able to make use of these tools which are designed to render the conduct of technical work quicker
and more effective. As I have said before, however, there is an important role for CIML Members
themselves in making sure we understand what is possible and how to make the best use of it. One of
the advantages of the number of projects we have had over the past few years to produce or revise
Basic Publications is that it has greatly increased the familiarity with the new systems which many
CIML Members — myself included — are able to develop. A key feature of the training program we are
rolling out is that it is available to CIML Members as well as secretariats and conveners and I would
definitely encourage you to take advantage of this.

Of the projects for producing or revising Basic Publications, the one of most direct personal interest to
me is the review of the Directives for OIML technical work (OIML Basic Publication B 6) in which
I acted as the Project Group convener. In many ways this Basic Publication, alongside the Convention
itself, represents the “instruction manual” for how we conduct our core activity of technical work.
Although the review agreed in 2015 was deliberately limited, it became clear that even within those
carefully defined terms of reference there was a need for significant changes to ensure a shared
understanding of how we should carry out our technical work with the new facilities we now have.
I am pleased to say that although it was not possible to keep to the ambitious timetable we set at the
50th CIML Meeting, the Project Group was able to reach a high degree of agreement on all of the
major issues. As a result, I am confident that we now have a well-crafted revised B 6 which will be
presented to the CIML for adoption at our meeting this week. I would like to thank all my colleagues
in the CIML who have contributed to this work. I would also like to express my appreciation of the
significant contribution made by a number of others, notably lan Dunmill and Gilles Vinet from the
Bureau and Morayo Awosola, Regina Kluess, Ralph Richter and George Teunisse from the UK,
Germany, USA and the Netherlands respectively.
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As I have mentioned before, the revisions of B 6 and the development of better communication tools
are not ends in themselves. They are the means by which we improve the efficiency of our technical
work and ensure that our Recommendations and Documents remain relevant. Last year saw a
significant increase in the number of Projects approved by the CIML — probably a record in the period
since the approval process has been finalized. It is not to be expected that we will see such numbers
every year as there is a limit to the resources Member States can make available to carry out technical
work, but I believe the modernization of the way we conduct our technical work was an important
factor in this increase. Moreover, another feature of the new systems is that they make it easier for a
much wider range of countries to participate in our technical work. One of the things I find most
encouraging is the interest we are seeing from some of our smaller or newer Members in participating
in projects relevant to them.

At the same time, it is important that when resources are under pressure we apply them where they
can be of most benefit. The Presidential Council, through its review of the technical work program,
has an important part to play in this and [ am pleased to say that our meeting in March saw further
developments in the tools we have available for identifying areas in which there may be a need to
change priorities. I will add that there was an additional document circulated in the last day or two
listing a number of projects which we think can be closed and we will be voting on those projects
online rather than at this meeting but it is part of the same process.

In terms of the future shape of our Organization, possibly the most important development of all will
be the introduction of the new OIML-CS. The approval last year of Basic Publication B 18:2016
Framework for the OIML Certification System was a very important milestone, but a lot more work
has had to be completed since then.

The provisional Management Committee (prMC) was established last year to undertake the necessary
actions to ensure that the OIML-CS can come into operation in January 2018. Two successful
meetings of the prMC were held in 2017; the first in Berlin in February and the second in Shanghai in
June. In association with the prMC meeting in Shanghai, AQSIQ organized a very successful seminar
on the OIML-CS, attended by over 400 people, which provided an excellent opportunity to promote
the OIML-CS to key stakeholders. A final meeting of the Committees on Participation Review under
the Mutual Acceptance Arrangement (MAA) also took place in Shanghai to support the transition of
existing Issuing Participants from the MAA to the OIML-CS. That was followed up by another
seminar covering the same ground, but to a different audience, which was held yesterday.

The prMC has undertaken a wide range of tasks during the year, including the identification of
improvements to B 18 (a revision of which will be presented to this meeting for approval) and the
development and publication of the range of Operational and Procedural Documents that underpin the
Framework. The prMC has also developed a number of recommendations regarding the
implementation of the OIML-CS for consideration at this meeting. Among the important decisions we
will have to take at the CIML meeting is the appointment of the Management Committee Chairperson
and Deputy, and the Board of Appeal Chairperson and members. I would like once again to express
my appreciation of the work which has been put in by CIML First Vice-President Dr. Roman
Schwartz, Mr. Dixon and Mr. Mussio, supported by a large number of colleagues across the
Organization.

In recent years it has often seemed that we have approached what many now speak of as “the CEEMS
Agenda” as a separate area of activity, to be prioritized as a third area alongside improvements in our
technical work and the introduction of the new OIML-CS. I am not always sure that this is a helpful
way of looking at things — the most significant aspect of “the CEEMS Agenda” is that it touches
activities right across our Organization. A major benefit of the changes we have introduced into the
way we carry out our technical work is that it makes it easy for members of the CEEMS community
to participate in that work and thus ensure that it is relevant to their needs. One of the major
advantages of the OIML-CS is that it will be easier to understand and thus be easier for CEEMS
administrations to see how it can be used to make their approach to regulation both easier and more
effective. One point [ would mention about yesterday’s seminar and some of the other recent meetings
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is the very real interest that is being shown by a number of administrations who have not been active
in the old certificate systems who can now see what the OIML-CS may do for them.

Nevertheless, 1 believe there is a need to bring together the various strands of our CEEMS-related
activities, as we did for instance when we adopted CIML Resolution no. 2015/10 in Arcachon two
years ago. The Advisory Group on matters relating to countries and economies with emerging
metrology systems (abbreviated to the “CEEMS Advisory Group” or even “the AG” these days) has a
key role to play here. I was greatly encouraged by the agreement last year to put the AG onto a more
formal basis by drawing up a Basic Publication setting out its purpose and the way it is expected to
carry out this work. Adoption of this Draft Basic Publication is one of the matters we need to consider
at our meeting later this week. A significant advantage of putting the Advisory Group on a more
formal basis is the opportunity it offers to introduce a strategic approach to planning the work that is
important to the CEEMS Community, and following the Advisory Group meeting held last night we
will now have a work plan which can guide our activities over next few years. I would like to
acknowledge once again the contribution of the AG Chair, Mr. Pu Changcheng and his colleagues in
China, most particularly Mr. Guo Su, for the support they have offered to this work. I have also
worked closely with the BIML staff to expand and improve the section on the OIML website
dedicated to these activities and I encourage you to view the information that is available there.

Within the expected items of the work plan, there are two in particular that I would like to comment
on.

The first is the continued development of the Training Center concept. We know from the initial Pilot
Training Centers in China last year that this is a concept which has proved valuable and which is
generating growing interest. I was really pleased to see that plans are now being made for a Center in
Kenya, and I hope this in turn stimulates interest in promoting similar initiatives in other parts of the
world. In fact I know that it is already stimulating such interest and I have had several discussions
already. One of the key features of the Training Center approach is the role of individual Member
States in providing support; I would like to take this opportunity to thank our colleagues in China and
now in Germany for the essential role they are playing. I hope their example will be followed by more
of our Member States!

The second item in the CEEMS work plan I would like to mention is the proposed revision of
International Document D 1:2012 Considerations for a Law on Metrology. The CIML will be asked
later this week to approve this project. I know from several projects I have been involved in from the
UK how significant this Document can be for countries which want to modernize their metrology
legislation. However, we are increasingly seeing such modernization taking place within the wider
concept of a “Quality Infrastructure” which includes standards development, accreditation, metrology
and conformity assessment. Looking again at D 1 in the light of these developments gives us the
opportunity to place metrology securely in this wider landscape. When we do so I believe it is
important that we work closely with the BIPM, because the arrangements which Governments put in
place require close co-operation between legal metrology and scientific metrology institutions. [ was
very pleased, therefore, that the BIPM has agreed that if the D 1 revision project is approved they will
work with us with the aim of the revised Document becoming a joint publication. I am pleased to say
that the Advisory Group last night agreed to the formal involvement of the BIPM in that project if it is
approved.

Such collaboration is part of a wider pattern of co-operation among international organizations,
particularly those that operate in the fields of standardization, accreditation and metrology. The
increased interest in the “Quality Infrastructure” approach has led to the DCMAS Network, a network
of ten Organizations concerned with metrology, accreditation, standardization, conformity assessment
and infrastructure development in developing countries, becoming more active again, and the OIML
has played an important part in this. The BIML completed an overhaul of the DCMAS website this
year, and we have agreed to continue to hold the secretariat of the Network for a further year to
improve the continuity of the work. The OIML has also taken the lead, in collaboration with UNIDO,
in ongoing work to re-orientate this Network to cover more effectively the subject of quality
infrastructure, and has piloted the agreement of a definition of the terms “quality infrastructure” and
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“quality policy” between DCMAS members. Many of the Organizations in DCMAS are also part of a
wider network of international organizations brought together by the OECD, which I have mentioned
in previous reports. The OIML was one of the case studies published in November last year, and
following this we expect that our involvement in this Network will reduce somewhat. I will however
continue to be personally involved in the follow-up work because I have agreed with the OECD to act
as the facilitator of the network, which has now been put on a permanent basis, after I retire from the
UK government service.

The other aspect of international co-operation that is very important is the links with the Regional
Legal Metrology Organizations. I was fortunate to be able to attend the annual meetings of WELMEC
in Madrid in May, AFRIMETS in Pretoria in August, and of SIM in El Salvador last week. In all
cases there were also accompanying seminars or conferences which provided an opportunity to
explain the OIML’s work to a wider audience. The spirit of co-operation is now very strong, with a
good understanding of how work at both the global and regional levels can provide mutual support.
One other engagement I undertook in my OIML capacity was to speak at the World Metrology Day
event organized in Cairo in May. In addition, I took the opportunity of visits to Jordan and Myanmar
in other capacities to promote the work of the OIML.

As I have said, all this activity is part of a program of work which will of course continue after the
end of my term as President, and indeed we will mostly see the benefits over future years. It is
inevitable, however, that I spend some time looking back at what has been achieved in the seven years
since my election as your President.

The first few years were devoted to stabilizing the financial position, in particular dealing with the
potential burden of the pension arrangements, modernizing the way in which the Bureau staff were
managed, and safeguarding the value of our building in Paris, our principal asset. In the process we
have also been able to modernize our systems and improve our efficiency, enabling the Bureau to
cope with fewer staff while at the same time expanding its role. That efficiency is also becoming
evident in the speed with which our technical work is being completed, although there is still a lot
more that can be done on this. The strategic approach set out in the revised B 15 has, I believe, also
been a success. I feel that our standing among other international organizations has been enhanced
and we are now in a much better position to take advantage of the opportunities for co-operation. The
place of the OIML-CS is now much better understood and the radical changes we are about to
introduce will further change the way our Organization is seen. Finally, I think we have seen really
significant changes in how we meet the needs of our Members — including our Corresponding
Members — with emerging metrology systems. As a result I am confident that our Organization can
remain relevant in a world which is increasingly globalized and where the resources available to
public authorities are under pressure everywhere.

When I finally retire from the UK government service at the end of November, it will mark the end of
a career as a public servant that has lasted over forty-four years. I can safely say that being your
President has been the most satisfying time I have spent during that career. I am grateful to you for
giving me this opportunity. I am also grateful for the kindness and support I have received from the
two Vice-Presidents, other members of the Presidential Council, many other CIML Members and the
Director and all the Bureau staff during what have been quite a difficult few years. I look forward to
saying thank you to many of you personally while we are in Cartagena later this week.

There is one other person I would like to thank for the contribution and the support that I have
received over that career. None of it would have actually have been possible without the support, the
understanding, and indeed the tolerance of my wife Sally. Since Sally herself retired from medical
practice she has been able to join me at the last few CIML meetings and she is with us today, and will
be with us for the rest of the week. In addition to paying my own personal thanks, may I encourage
you to also benefit from her interest in things other than metrology. I know that many of you have
already met her and enjoyed conversations with her. For our new Members I can also encourage you
to make her acquaintance, and who knows, you may get the opportunity to meet her at future meetings
also.

Mr. Mason thanked the delegates for their attention.
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Mr. Dunmill drew delegates’ attention to the resolution on the screen noting the report given by its
President. There were no comments on the text of the resolution.

Resolution no. 2017/2 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

3 Presentation by the candidate for CIML President

Mr. Mason stated that the next item covered the arrangements for the election of the new CIML
President. The procedure followed in the past had been that there was a presentation by the candidates
to all delegates. This was then followed by an opportunity for discussion in a private CIML session
and voting through a secret ballot. In practice there had only been one candidature put forward and it
was someone who was well known to all the delegates; he invited Dr. Roman Schwartz to come to the
stand and make his presentation.

Mesdames, messieurs, chers collégues,

Je tiens a débuter cette présentation en frangais pour trois raisons. D’une part parce qu’il s’agit de la
langue officielle de ’OIML, et d’autre part parce que je suis d’avis, comme Président du CIML, que
je dois parler cette langue, et enfin parce que c’est une langue que j’aime beaucoup.
Malheureusement, mes cours de francais a 1’école n'ont pas duré suffisamment longtemps, et
remontent & une quarantaine d’années. C’est pourquoi je vais a présent passer a la seconde langue
officielle de ’OIML. Je prie les membres francophones de ce Comité de bien vouloir m’en excuser.
Je vous promets de faire des efforts dans ce sens si vous décidez de m’élire Président du CIML.

[BIML translation]
Ladies and gentlemen, dear colleagues,

I would like to start this presentation in French for three reasons. Firstly because it is the official
language of the OIML, secondly because I believe that as CIML President I should speak this
language, and finally because it is a language I like a lot. Unfortunately, my French lessons did not go
on for long enough, and were around forty years ago. For this reason, I will change to the other
official language of the OIML. I beg the francophone Members to forgive me for this. I promise that
if you elect me as CIML President, I will make efforts in this area.

Dear colleagues, last year I was re-elected as CIML First Vice-President. I see some relief that [ am
not continuing in French! I explained that I would continue to support the CIML and the CIML
Presidency with my experience and knowledge, my personal priority being to promote the OIML-CS,
if possible and if elected, as chair of the OIML-CS Management Committee. After serious
consideration of the situation, taking into account the good progress that has been made in the
meantime to get the OIML-CS started next year — and I am very confident we are ready to start — I
have redefined my priorities, and stand now for the CIML Presidency.

Let me begin my presentation by briefly repeating my scientific and professional background. My
academic qualifications are a Diploma in Physics received a long time ago in 1981, and a PhD in
Electrical Engineering received in 1993. Since 2014 1 have been the Vice-President of the
Physikalisch Technische Bundesanstaldt (PTB) in Germany and before that I held various positions
with managerial and personnel responsibilities as the Head of the Division of “Mechanics and
Acoustics”, the Head of the Department “Solid Mechanics”, including mass, force, torque and
weighing instrument laboratories, and the head of the weighing instruments laboratory from 1994 to
2001. This next list shows my relevant appointments and experiences. I do not want to go into the
details because you have received my CV along with my application letter in Addendum 3 of the
CIML Working Document.

Therefore let me continue and further explain my motivation to stand for the CIML Presidency. First I
believe that I can bring relevant experience and broad knowledge of scientific, industrial and legal
metrology, for example experience in mass calibration, type testing, certification of weighing
instruments and modules, peer assessment of test laboratories based on ISO/IEC 17025, development
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of respective standards and technical documents, and the establishment of the memoranda of
understanding (MoUs). Second I have a good network of personal and business contacts with
stakeholders in the field of metrology, be it in national metrology institutes and authorities,
international organizations related to metrology, or cooperation partners in industry. As regards
leadership, organizational management skills, I can bring in more than twenty years’ experience in
various positions. Currently, as Vice-President of the PTB, I have a senior executive position, with an
oversight of all budgetary issues, organizational, and personnel matters for about 2000 staff members.
Since I became CIML Member in 2006, I am more and more convinced that the OIML is a very
important player in the field of international metrology and standardization, and that it is very
worthwhile to support. [ want to contribute to further shape the OIML so that it is even better prepared
for future challenges in the global market. One, if not the biggest, challenge, is the quickly
progressing digitization of the economy and society which will certainly have a huge impact on legal
metrology too. Finally, I think I have provided some useful contributions to the substantial progress
that the OIML has been able to make in the past seven years. Here I would like to mention:

e The revision of the framework documents B 3 and B 10 for the Basic and the MAA
Certificate Systems, dealing with the acceptance of test results from manufacturers’ test
laboratories under controlled supervision. Although this is still voluntary, I think it was an
important step, and I hope we will finally come to the conclusion that it is worth
supporting manufacturers’ test laboratories under controlled supervision in order that we
can save time and resources by accepting those that are well-organized and well-
performing;

e A statement on the possible impact of the redefinition of the SI units, especially the
kilogram, on legal metrology. We will have a contribution from our colleague Gregor
Dudle from Switzerland later on the agenda which takes up the resolution which we
passed in 2012;

e The comprehensive revision of the Basic Publication B 6 Directives for OIML technical
work; and

e last but not least, as has been mentioned several times, the new OIML-CS.

I would now like to come to my plans and priorities. I am convinced that the OIML is well prepared
to take on current and future challenges for several reasons. It has the sound basis of its convention, it
has a very clear and important relevant mission, and it has a good almost up to date strategy
formulated in B 15, and for me the OIML objectives are still relevant and comprehensive. What we
actually need, however, is to take these valid objectives and to derive concrete actions and plans.
I would like to suggest a task group called “The OIML in the year 2023”, so in six years’ time, which
should look at what can, or should, realistically be done on the basis of B 15 to further sharpen the
Organization’s profile and to make its work even more useful to its Members and more visible to
national governments, as well as to take up relevant new topics such as digitization and the
consequences for legal metrology structures and processes. Let me depict some of my plans and
priorities on the basis of the six OIML Objectives set out in B 15.

Objective one: “To develop, in cooperation with our stakeholders, standards and related documents
for use by legal metrology authorities and industry”. For me this requires competent motivated
technical experts from legal metrology authorities of OIML Member States (MS) but also from
industry, who have sufficient backing and time to be active in a Technical Committee, Subcommittee
or Project Group (PG). Training of PG conveners in the correct application of the OIML Technical
Directives and how to effectively use the PG workspace. I also suggest that a new element be
introduced on the training of conveners in project management so that the technical work and PGs can
be accomplished in reasonable time by good project management. I think all this is a key factor of
success for the OIML and hence I consider it of highest priority for us all to continuously look for
appropriate technical experts to convince their superiors to give them enough time to be active in the
OIML technical work to train especially conveners to do a good job where the training should
primarily be the task of the BIML. I look forward to further discussing training activities for PG
conveners under agenda item 15.3.
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Objective two: “To provide mutual recognition systems which reduce trade barriers and costs in a
global market”. This requires competent, motivated members on the OIML-CS Management
Committee, including representatives from stakeholders and the Executive Secretary who are
dedicated to support, promote and further develop the OIML-CS and an optimized and preferably
accelerated process to keep the relevant Recommendations up-to-date, for example R 49, R 76 and
R 117, as I am sure the new system will not work properly, and to the satisfaction of all stakeholders,
if we do not keep the respective Recommendations up-to-date. This requires an even greater use of the
OIML website. All this is also a key factor of success for the OIML and should therefore have the
highest priority.

Objective three: “To represent the interests of the legal metrology community within international
organizations and forums concerned with metrology, standardization, testing, certification and
accreditation”. Fortunately the OIML, mainly through the BIML, has well-established and reliable
contacts with the BIPM, ISO, IEC, ILAC, IAF and others. These contacts and liaisons always need to
be maintained, and filled with life, for example by joint work programs, if they are to be considered
beneficial for both sides. For me co-operation with other international organizations has a high
potential to increase the effectiveness and impact of the OIML’s technical work. Hence a high
priority, especially when I look at possible joint projects, for instance with the BIPM, is the revision
of D 1, which has already been mentioned. With ISO/IEC we could look at working together on the
future revision of OIML R 49. There could also be a possible renewal of the joint declaration with the
BIPM, ILAC and IAF which dates back to 2011 and should be looked at in the light of the expected
new ISO/IEC 17025.

Objective four: “To promote and facilitate the exchange of knowledge and competences with the legal
metrology community worldwide”. The OIML has a particularly important role with respect to
Countries and Economies with Emerging Metrology Systems, which we abbreviate to CEEMS. We
have heard a lot of facts and actual developments concerning CEEMS, both yesterday and today in the
report of the President, and so I think the OIML took an important decision when it created the
Advisory Group to provide advice to the CIML on any matters relating to CEEMS, and to facilitate
training activities — the so called “OIML Training Centers”. Under agenda item 11, we will vote on a
new and important Basic Publication, as has already been mentioned, and I hope this will form the
basis for the composition and the way of working of the Advisory Group. I was very glad to see much
enthusiasm mentioned in the Advisory Group document, and the seminar which was held yesterday
showed great enthusiasm to do something with and for the CEEMS. This will be continued on
Thursday and Friday when we will have the second International Congress on Legal Metrology
organized by our colleagues from Colombia. Again I think this is a very good example of enthusiasm
for CEEMS in terms of legal metrology, both to exchange information and knowledge, and to make
people aware of the needs of CEEMS with respect to legal metrology matters. Of course this has high
priority and gives many opportunities for CEEMS activities in different regions in the future,
especially if we have the new Basic Publication on CEEMS matters.

There is one thing I would like to mention, which is that we should probably consider and review the
balance of subscriptions between Member States and Corresponding Members. I think with the online
facilities and tools available on the OIML website, now might be a good time to reconsider this
balance. I would suggest that the next Conference in 2020 would be a good opportunity to present
some new ideas if we want to go in that direction and to review the balance between the subscriptions
of the Member States and Corresponding Members.

Objective five: “In co-operation with other metrology bodies to raise awareness of the contribution
that a sound legal metrology infrastructure can make to a modern economy”. 1 think we have already
heard several times the term “quality infrastructure” which is, I think, a very good expression of what
we mean in terms of metrology, accreditation conformity assessment, and which is considered a key
element to build up economies. So I think the OIML should support countries in their efforts to build
and maintain legal metrology systems as an important part of their quality infrastructure, for example
by means of publications such as OIML D 1. The OIML should also continue to co-operate closely
with the institutions of the Metre Convention, especially with the BIPM, because of the inter-
dependence of scientific, industrial, and legal metrology work. This is ongoing work, and we will
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discuss the joint project on the revision of D 1 under agenda item 15.1. We can also consider other
joint CEEMS activities such as workshops for capacity building and so forth.

Objective six: “To identify areas for the OIML to improve the effectiveness and efficiency of its
work”. Fortunately, as President Mr. Mason has already mentioned, significant progress has been
made in recent years. We have streamlined the decision-making in OIML technical work with the new
edition of B 6. We could improve the governance structure with appropriate oversight on the part of
the Bureau and we could make use of new technologies, the new website and the PG workspace, etc.
Having said this, I still see the need and potential to further increase the efficiency and speed of our
technical work. Therefore, it is my intention to work with the current and next Directors of the
Bureau, and of course with interested CIML Members, to investigate options and measures to further
improve the efficiency of OIML technical work, or the OIML’s work in general, for example by
means of a task group as [ have mentioned already.

In summary, if elected as CIML President, I intend to promote the importance and relevance of
metrology as an important part in the national quality infrastructure of a country or economy, to
support the OIML in order that it be well prepared for future challenges in the global market with the
quickly progressing digitization of economy and society, and to support any effort to further improve
the efficiency of OIML technical work. Also I intend to do whatever I can to improve the uniformity,
quality and worldwide acceptance of OIML publications through as close as possible co-operation
with other international bodies and standardization organizations such as ISO, IEC, ILAC and other
important liaisons, on the basis of the respective memoranda of understanding we have with them. I
would like to intensify the contacts and co-operation with other international organizations, especially
with the BIPM, and I am really glad we have this joint program in the CEEMS context. I will also
continue to promote and support the new OIML-CS to become a useful, successful, widely-accepted
and respected international certification system. However I will not be able to do this as the chair of
the OIML-CS Management Committee and [ am very glad that we have the potential new chair sitting
at the back. Finally I would like to thank you all very much for your attention and hope for your
support.

Mr. Mason thanked Dr. Schwartz. He considered that this brought the meeting to a convenient point at
which to take a break. He mentioned that the next few items to be discussed after the break were to a
greater or lesser extent of a personnel nature, and although there were less sensitivities about the
arrangements for appointing the new Director, he suggested that when the meeting recommenced, it
did so in closed session. He reminded delegates that this meant the session would only be open to
CIML Members, or the official representative of the Member State if the CIML Member was not
present, and any colleague that was necessary for translation support. He said that although he did not
expect strictly only one person per delegation, he did not expect the entire delegation to be present. He
asked that Corresponding Members, liaison Organizations and Bureau staff continued to enjoy their
coffee when the rest of the delegates came back for the closed session. He said that the one exception
was that the first item on the agenda would be a presentation given by the selected candidate for the
Assistant Director post, so that person would also have to join the session. He confirmed that this was
clear and acceptable to delegates and suggested they returned at 11 o’clock.
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4 Recruitment of the new BIML Assistant Director

Item 4 of the Agenda was conducted in closed session (CIML Members only) and is therefore not
recorded in the minutes.

4.1 Report by the Selection Committee Chairperson
4.2 Presentation by the selected candidate

4.3  Discussion by the CIML

5 Establishment of the Selection Committee for the
recruitment of the next BIML Director

Item 5 of the Agenda was conducted in closed session (CIML Members only) and is therefore not
recorded in the minutes.

6 Discussion on the renewal of the contract of Mr. Ian Dunmill,
BIML Assistant Director

Item 6 of the Agenda was conducted in closed session (CIML Members only) and is therefore not
recorded in the minutes.

7 Report by the BIML Director on BIML activities

Mr. Mason opened the session by inviting the BIML Director, Mr. Patoray, to make his report on the
activities of the BIML.

Mr. Patoray greeted CIML President Mr. Mason, CIML Vice-Presidents Dr. Schwartz and Dr. Miki,
CIML Members, Corresponding Member Representatives, representatives from Organizations in
liaison, guests, and BIML Staff and he welcomed them all to Cartagena. He hoped they were enjoying
the weather and that they had taken the opportunity to visit some of the surrounding sights. He said
delegates had enjoyed a plentiful supply of food which had added to their enjoyment of the meeting
and he hoped this would continue. He pointed out that for those who did not already have one, there
were some OIML lapel badges available at the registration table.

He said that combined with the events of 2016, the past two years had been a challenging time. With
the unexpected passing of Willem Kool, the uncertainty concerning the next CIML President, the
work related to the new OIML-CS, the revision of B 6, the improvements to the OIML information
system and the website, the continuing renovation of the Bureau, the increased activity and demands
related to CEEMS, as well as the efforts being made on the training of conveners and tracking
projects, the resources of the BIML had been stretched to their limits. He was pleased to say that the
BIML staff had stepped up to the mark and put in extra effort in each of these areas, so good progress
had been made in all of them. They had also been fortunate to have the additional resources of two
contracted staff to help with certain aspects. He remarked that all the staff were present at the meeting
and he asked them to stand up. He summarized their roles at the Bureau and the contributions each of
them had made towards the running of the current meeting, and hoped that delegates would get to
know them during the week and take the opportunity to raise any issues with them. He also hoped the
staff would get to know the delegates, and remarked that the social event that evening would be a
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good opportunity for this to happen. He thanked the staff, and also his wife Sonja, who he said was
present and who had always provided him with a great deal of support.

Mr. Patoray remarked that delegates had been asked to make several important decisions regarding
the next President, the appointment of the new BIML Assistant Director, and the reappointment of the
current BIML Assistant Director. He hoped that delegates would fully support each of these
individuals so that the Bureau could move confidently forward into the future. He stressed that, as Mr.
Mason had indicated, the Organization was in good financial condition, and he stated that there would
be a detailed discussion on the financial position, the surplus, the arrears, and the forecast under
agenda item 9. He observed that the revision of B 6 was coming to a positive conclusion. The Bureau
would now be able to make final modifications to the OIML website, and in particular the Project
Group (PG) workspace. He was very pleased to report that with only a very few exceptions there had
been very good use of the PG workspace by conveners and by PG members.

A very successful convener training seminar had already taken place in Russia during the year and
two training sessions were scheduled: one in Western Europe and the other in Africa for later in the
year. Convener training for all the other regions would be scheduled for early the following year.

With respect to the technical work, he wanted to highlight the work of TC 8/SC 7/p 7 on the revision
of R 139 Measuring systems for gaseous fiels, whose conveners were from Japan and the
Netherlands, as well as the members of their PG. He stated that this project had only been approved at
last year’s meeting, but with significant use of the PG workspace, and supported by members of the
PG they were rapidly progressing towards a second Committee Draft. He emphasized that this was an
excellent example of how pre-planning, conveners and PG members who were motivated to complete
a project, and use of the tools that had been provided, allowed a project to move rapidly.

Mr. Mason had mentioned that there were some new tools for the Presidential Council to use. One of
the tools under development was what had been referred to as a dashboard. This was a summary, or
listing, of various information, including progress on all the projects. This tool would be used for
analytical purposes, and would not be for open distribution. Mr. Patoray reminded delegates that part
of his background had been in project management, so he said he wanted to see this type of tool
developed further. At the moment, it was simply a manual tool but the Bureau would soon be
automating it, and he thanked Mr. Vinet for his work on this subject.

Mr. Patoray showed delegates a series of graphs. The first showed that at present there were 145
OIML publications, and that this had increased following the approvals made the previous year. Of
those 145, only 45 % had been confirmed within the last ten years, and he suggested that this was not
a very good percentage, although some analysis was necessary, since for example B 1 was included in
this percentage, and it would not be reviewed in a ten-year time frame. However he re-iterated that
considering there was a five-year review period for OIML publications, only 45 % had been revised
within the last ten years. There were currently 59 PGs, and he indicated that this had increased since
2016 as a result of the number of projects that had been approved at the last meeting, but only five out
of those 59 PGs had completed their work in the last year, and most of their publications had been
approved at the previous year’s meeting. The statistic Mr. Patoray found especially interesting was the
number of PGs that had not issued any document over the last three years, which was about 40 % of
them, and he emphasized that this meant that for the last three years, they had done no additional
work. His final graph showed that the average “life” of PGs which had not completed their work was
seven and a half years, which meant that the Organization’s targets were not being met since B 6
specified that project work should be completed in three years. In fact, although the next graph was
subjective, at present he estimated that 57 % of PGs were not making the progress specified in B 6.
He considered that a lot of work needed to be done in this area, and he hoped that more progress
would be made in the future when the Presidential Council made use of this analysis.

There had been significant work put into the OIML Certification System (OIML-CS) in the last two
years, and this was now coming to a conclusion. A seminar had been held the previous day and many
delegates had made a great effort to make this happen. Mr. Patoray pointed out that they would be
hearing more about the OIML-CS under agenda item 14. Mr. Patoray said he had been particularly
interested in the presentation made by Mr. Ulbig on the benefits the OIML-CS.

24



Minutes — 52nd CIML Meeting (Cartagena de Indias, 2017)

Mr. Patoray underlined that one of the most visible accomplishments of the past several years was the
work on CEEMS, which had been increasing in definition and scope. This included the new terms of
reference for the CEEMS Advisory Group, which would now be taking on an expanded role. The
Organization had planned, completed, and had an interest in the concept of the OIML Training
Centers all around the globe. There had been an increase in awareness-raising and co-operation within
the DCMAS Network, of which the OIML was the current chair. The focus of DCMAS was also on
raising awareness about quality infrastructure, and delegates would be hearing more about this later in
the meeting. He hoped that as the Organization moved forward there would be an increasing role for
RMLOs to work in harmony with the CEEMS Advisory Group on quality infrastructure.

Mr. Patoray said he wanted to extend a very special thank you to the CIML President, Mr. Mason, for
his very wise advice over the past seven years, which for him had been a journey and a process. He
very much appreciated Mr. Mason’s dedication to the OIML and his contribution to its success.

Finally, Mr. Patoray indicated that delegates would be making the arrangements for a selection
committee which would be charged with finding his replacement. The call for the new Director would
be published very soon, and he asked that it be distributed widely to encourage qualified candidates to
apply for this very challenging position. He added that delegates would also be asked to appoint the
selected candidate at the meeting next year. He would then complete his work with the BIML and
return to North Carolina with his wife and prepare for the next stage of his life.

Mr. Patoray considered that the OIML had accomplished a great amount, but that the work was not
yet finished. With the challenges of rapidly changing technology, which could be seen everywhere in
the world, and with more changes that have not been thought about yet, he considered metrology
would be facing some of its greatest challenges. However, he emphasized that over the past seven
years an excellent infrastructure had been created and many people who were dedicated to the
Organization had contributed to its continued progress. He challenged delegates to embrace this
change and continue to meet the challenges. He concluded “May all your measurements be accurate”.

Mr. Mason asked if delegates had any questions for Mr. Patoray

Mr. Dixit (India) commented that Mr. Patoray’s contribution to the OIML over the last five or six
years had been excellent. He said he had had very good relations with the CIML President and the
other management bodies, which had done good work with regard to countries with emerging
economies by providing training. In addition, the number of Member States had increased during Mr.
Patoray’s period of tenure. The question which he said sprung to mind every time the CIML created a
different system was the consumer, and whether they were getting accurate measurements and that
should be the challenge for everyone present.

Mr. Mason thanked Mr. Dixit for his endorsement.
There were no more questions.

Mr. Dunmill read out resolution number 4 that the CIML noted the report given by the BIML
Director. There were no questions regarding the resolution.

Resolution no. 2017/4 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

8 Report by the BIML Director on Member States and
Corresponding Members

Mr. Patoray said that Mr. Mason had already mentioned that some of the CIML Members had
changed over the past year, and there had also been changes in the Member States and Corresponding
Members. There were currently 62 Member States, which included the new Member State Cambodia,
and he welcomed them to the meeting. He noted that in the opening remarks made by Colombia at the
start of the meeting, there had been a challenge for more Latin American countries to join the OIML
and he hoped this challenge would be taken up.
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There were currently 66 Corresponding Members, which included the new Corresponding Members
Bolivia, Ecuador and the Philippines, and he also welcomed them. Unfortunately one Corresponding
member had been delisted in January 2017 for non-payment. Mr. Patoray asked if there were any
questions.

Mr. Dixit asked whether Greece was still a Member State, as he was under the impression that its
contribution had been supported by other European countries and CIML bodies.

Mr. Mason said he did not believe that was the case. His understanding was that Greece had been
paying its subscriptions. Greece had been reclassified following a discussion several years previously
regarding its exact population and in fact the latest official census returns that the Organization had
received had confirmed that it had indeed had a decrease in population, so Greece was now paying
less than they had done previously but that this was absolutely according to the rules of the OIML. He
said that they were still a Member State, and active insofar as they had responded to the request for a
proxy, which the United Kingdom was currently holding. His understanding was that at the moment
they were not in any unusual position when it came to meeting their obligations.

Mr. Patoray confirmed this.

Mr. Dixit commented that the OIML enjoyed many associations with different organizations such as
ILAC, ISO, IEC and the WTO amongst others, and he considered that their systems were being
integrated into that of the OIML. He found their systems sometimes became obstacles in the progress
of legal metrology systems. He asked if any steps had been taken to investigate how they could be
adopted into the legal metrology systems.

Mr. Mason considered that the proper time to address this question would be when the report was
given by the liaison organizations, which would include at least some of the organizations he had
mentioned. He did not think this was the time to discuss obstacles from other international
organizations, this was about our relationship with the OIML’s Member States and Corresponding
Members.

Mr. Dunmill stated that at the end of this item there was usually a resolution welcoming new (or re-
joining) Member States and new (or re-joining) Corresponding Members, so it would reflect the
changes since the last CIML meeting.

Mr. Mason commented that he did not think it was appropriate to make mention of Argentina in this
resolution. His understanding was that there had been a technical delisting because of the timing of
their payment but that the fact was that they had been a Corresponding Member at the time of the last
CIML meeting and they were a Corresponding Member at the time of this CIML meeting, and he
personally did not think it was right to mention them in the resolution in this way. He asked if any one
wished to take a different view.

Mr. Dixit said that they welcomed the new Member States, but asked if there were any criteria to be
followed in the policy of the OIML system on a Member’s application to distinguish between the
status of P-member or of Corresponding Member, or whether this was just a payment criterion that
decides whether the country is a P-Member or Corresponding Member.

Mr. Mason replied that the obligations of Member States were set out in the Convention and he was
confident that all Member States were meeting the obligations as described in the Convention. That
did not oblige Member States to do a great deal other than to pay their subscriptions. Everything
beyond that was a matter of encouragement though he thought he could say, as they had seen from the
example of Colombia, and with the conversation he had had with Thailand about their interest in
making contributions in areas where they have particular expertise, and he was sure it would be the
same with Cambodia, that there was a willingness to become involved. What the OIML needed to do
was to ensure that the opportunities for involvement were provided, so that it was easy for those new
Members to participate. He concluded that as far as he was aware, everyone was complying with their
obligations as laid down in the Convention and asked that they now vote on the resolution.

Mr. Dunmill noted that there had been no objections to Mr. Mason’s suggestion to delete the last line.
There were no comments on the resolution as it now stood.

Resolution no. 2017/5 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.
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9 Financial matters

9.1 Approval by the CIML of the 2016 accounts

Mr. Patoray indicated that delegates had received the 2016 statement from the chartered accountant
who audited the accounts at the end of every year. He said a full report from the auditor had been
included in the working document so that delegates could review the comments he had made. This
had indicated that the accounts met with the applicable IPSAS standards. He drew delegates’ attention
to the 2016 accounts on a slide which he had highlighted in yellow and green. In short the result had
been a little more than had been anticipated in the budget and he said he would go on to describe each
area in more detail.

With regard to the total charges, the actual charges had been slightly lower than predicted in the
budget. In the specific area of charges for meetings, the actual charges had exceeded those anticipated
in the budget. The main reason for this had been that the cost of the Conference and the CIML
meeting the previous year in Strasbourg had been more than had been allowed for in the budget. In the
case of the net assets, the value of these had continued to increase although he would expect this to
flatten out now that the building work at the Bureau was mostly finished, but he highlighted that the
assets had increased substantially since 2011. In the case of the year-end cash, at the end of 2016 he
emphasized that delegates had heard him previously report on the amount of cash the Organization
had, and he said this would be discussed again later in the meeting under agenda item 9.3. In summary
the amount of cash at the end of 2016 reflected the result and he considered it was at a healthy level.

Mr. Patoray continued that for those delegates who were interested only in the bottom line, and in his
experience that was where most interest lay, the result had been more positive than had been voted in
the budget. With regard to the charges, and looking specifically at the “Active staff”, the charges had
been less than anticipated as Willem Kool had not been a part of the expenses in 2016. On the other
hand, expenditure on meeting costs had been quite a bit over the anticipated amount, while the
travelling and accommodation expenditure had been a little under the voted sum. Overall the total
“other charges” had been more than anticipated. With regard to depreciation and provisions, the
depreciation had been a little higher than anticipated because of all the building work, but there were
no charges with regard to the provisions, so the sum had been less than that voted. All this had led to
the total charges being less than had been voted.

Income had increased in 2016 as a result of a new Member State joining the Organization. The
income from Corresponding Member fees had also been higher because of an increase in the number
of Corresponding Members. The certificate fees had been a little bit less than those anticipated in the
budget. Overall the total income had been significantly higher than anticipated in the budget and that
was why in the “bottom line” the realized sum was 74 968 euros.

Mr. Patoray concluded his report by indicating that there was more detail in the working document.
He highlighted that although the Organization had not spent as much money in 2016 as had been
anticipated in the budget, it had still met many of its obligations and in some cases had exceeded what
had been expected of it considering the difficult circumstances in 2016. He asked delegates if there
were any questions.

Mr. Dixit asked whether, if the income was more than the expenditure, would there be a new plan for
the development of legal metrology, especially in least developed countries. Why was the money
sitting in the bank rather than being spent on development of these countries?

Mr. Patoray replied that there were two answers to this question. Firstly he said that the result for
2016 was included in the surplus for the last budget period and he would be discussing the surplus
including that particular figure as well as the resolution that had been passed at the Conference the
previous year regarding the surplus. Beyond that, the OIML is limited by the Convention, which did
not allow individual countries or individual Members to be helped. In the case of regions, or the case
of special training, there was the CEEMS fund, and there would be a presentation on this later, under
agenda item 11. He concluded that there would be a further discussion and additional information on
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both of those topics as the meeting moved through the presentations so he hoped his question would
be answered at that time.

Mr. Dixit asked whether, if there was a positive result, in other words money in hand, what would be
the new innovations. He did not mean that the Organization had to help each and every country, he
meant that the Organization should help developing nations and systems, and he repeated his question
regarding the Organization’s new innovations in the plan for the next five years. He re-iterated that if
the budget was increasing day by day would it go into the bank or would it be part of a new
development program? If so what would these programs be? Would it be decided all of a sudden or
presented first at the CIML meeting?

Mr. Mason intervened to confirm that delegates had already been informed that many of the answers
to those questions would be addressed in the next part of the presentation and there were plans to
spend the funds that were available and it was his understanding that that was what Mr. Patoray would
now move on to. Mr. Mason asked whether there were any questions specifically about the previous
year’s financial results.

Mr. Edelmaier (Austria) wanted to be given a more detailed explanation of the overspend on the
meeting costs because it was more than fifty percent.

Mr. Patoray replied that when the budget had been put together, the CIML meeting costs had been
anticipated to be shared with a host country. The host country typically contributed about 50 000
euros to the meeting costs. In 2016, the Organization had not been able to find a host country, and had
hosted the meeting itself in Strasbourg. There had also been a Conference in 2016, so that there were
two meetings in one, and the extra days because of the Conference represented a lot of the extra
expense. In reality it had been because there had been no host country to take care of the additional
costs for that meeting. That had changed with the new budget that had been adopted the previous year
in the fact that the budget now reflected the Organization paying for all of the meeting which was one
of the reasons why they were in Colombia because the Colombians had organized the meeting, but the
Organization was paying for it. This would allow the Organization to go to many different countries
that would not be able to pay 50 000 euros out of their own budget. The meeting in Arcachon had
only been a CIML meeting and the French government had helped support the meeting, but the OIML
could not expect France to support every meeting that they held in France. In the new budget this
problem was taken care of, and this year’s meeting in Cartagena will come in under budget. There
may be a few other expenses because of other work that was being carried out but not from this
meeting.

Mr. Mason asked if there were any other questions about the previous year’s result and drew
delegates’ attention to the fact that it was the last year of a four-year budget period. He suggested that
when delegates looked at the financial figures, they should remember that one of the major constraints
the Organization had was that the Convention obliged it to budget over a four-year period. It required
a particular approach to budgeting and then to accounting.

Mr. Dunmill said that there was a resolution to be approved regarding the previous year’s accounts
and drew delegates’ attention to the text on the screen asking them to note the report that the BIML
Director had just made, as well as the fact that the external auditor had approved the accounts, and
then that the CIML approved those accounts, and instructed its President to present them at the next
Conference. There were no comments on the text of the resolution.

Resolution no. 2017/6 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

9.2  Examination of the budget surplus for the 2013-2016 budget period

Mr. Patoray asked delegates to recall that in 2016, having regard to what was written in the
Convention about the surplus, the Conference had passed resolution no. 2016/2 (Agenda item 4.2)
which read:
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“a) The budget surplus (net results) from the 2013-2016 financial period shall be added to the
reserve funds”.

Mr. Patoray said during that meeting he had indicated his belief that the total surplus over the
2013-2016 financial period would be about 212 000 euros. He showed an itemized statement for the
budget surplus for those four years, which indicated that the final surplus was actually 273 180 euros.
He remarked that this was more than anticipated mainly because of the positive result in 2016, but
that this was the amount that had been put in the reserve funds. He said that the same resolution had
continued:

“b) During the financial period 2017-2020, the increase in the reserve funds mentioned in a) above
should be made available to provide time-limited support to secretariats and conveners in developing
their capacity, in particular through training to deliver the technical work of the OIML”.

Mr. Patoray drew delegates’ attention to the fact that as part of his speech, Dr. Schwartz had
mentioned that one of his major objectives would be the continued convener training and also
possibly training in project management and training in other areas in order to help conveners move
projects along. As for accomplishments, Mr. Patoray reported that in 2017 there had been a very
successful training session in Russia, and there would also be a training session for conveners from
Western Europe before the end of the year. There had also been some support for conveners and a
review of the technical work. In 2018 there were plans to provide training in Africa (although there
was a possibility this may still take place in 2017). Work was also being carried out into the logistics
of training in Asia, of which there would possibly be more than one session because of the long
distances to travel and the number of people to gather in one place. There would also be training in
the USA which currently held a significant number of secretariats and conveners. He also believed
that there would be some work on video training so that it could be shared with more people. There
would also be continued support for conveners and continued reviewing of the technical work, and
this constituted a large proportion of the work Mr. Vinet was doing.

Mr. Patoray continued that Conference resolution no 2016/3 (Agenda item 4.2), with regard to the
level of reserves appropriate to the OIML’s operations, had requested:

“the Committee to consider the policy it should adopt towards the long-term level of the reserve funds
and the purpose for which they should be used, and to report on its recommendations to the 16th
Conference in 2020

In response to the question asked by Mr. Dixit, Mr. Patoray highlighted that the Director had no
control over how the money was spent. He emphasized that the Director did not create projects, which
was the responsibility of the CIML and the Conference. He added that if delegates wanted the
Organization to spend the money in any particular way for the benefit of Members, they would need
to present their ideas to the Committee and then, as Director, he could implement the decisions taken.

Although he would no longer be Director by the time of the 16th Conference in 2020, Mr. Patoray
said that he did have a few thoughts and he asked delegates to consider them for a moment. He
believed there should be a fixed reserve fund of about 450 000 euros to be used strictly as an
emergency fund. If the Organization lost a very large Member State, because of non-payment or they
did not wish to belong anymore, there needed to be a fund available to fill the shortfall in the budget.
He considered that there should be 450 000 euros in fixed savings - short-term investments such as
certificates - for use in the event of cash-flow problems, and he said he would be talking more about
this under the next item. He thought there should be about 300 000 euros in savings to cover the slow
payment of subscriptions, which would also be talked about in the next item. He would therefore
envisage 1200 000 euros in total reserves. Currently at the end of 2016 there were 1 693 200 euros,
and in June 2017, the last time he had looked at the figures, there were 1 828 172 euros. Mr. Patoray
pointed out that 270 000 euros from the current surplus had been allocated to be spent on training
related to the technical work over the current budget period, and suggested that 200 000 euros should
be allocated in each future budget period for the ongoing support of the technical work of the OIML,
including training for conveners and secretariats, as there would always be new conveners and
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projects to take into consideration. He concluded that he would be talking to the new President about
this.

Dr. Ehrlich (USA) asked what percentage of the annual budget the 1.2 million euros in reserve
represented.

Mr. Patoray replied that it would represent 60 %.

Dr. Ehrlich said that as he had stated the previous year it was be the feeling of the USA that the
reserve should be at the level of three to four months of operating expenses as this would be
consistent with international best practice. He realized an argument had been made that perhaps for
such a small Organization, this was not quite appropriate, but he was wondering whether the Director
had done any further research about what was considered international best practice for an
organization the size of the OIML. He understood the numbers the Director had given for the fixed
reserve, fixed savings and other savings but wondered whether Mr. Patoray had compared that with
other organizations of a similar size and was this something he had found to be typical?

Mr. Patoray replied that as a Certified Association Executive his training had indicated that 50 % was
the minimum amount that any type of organization like this or any non-business type of organization
should have in reserve. He had never heard of three months being considered the norm in any of his
training or education, so he would take issue with this view. Also from the next presentation regarding
the arrears, delegates would see that the OIML would be out of business today if it only had three
months’ worth of reserve.

Mr. Mason pointed out that the Conference resolution required the OIML to study this matter. He
emphasized that it required the Organization to study the subject at some length, and that the current
Director had offered delegates his thoughts on how that might be approached. Those thoughts would
be fed into whatever project the next Director and the next President established in order to produce a
fully-argued case for the next Conference. He observed that there was obviously a difference of
views, but the place to resolve that difference of view would be a properly constituted project group.

Dr. Ehrlich said he would like to encourage such a review group to be constituted and in the meantime
he commented that the USA applauded the Bureau’s prudent management which had led to the budget
surplus and would support the application of the surplus funds to non-recurrent capacity-building
projects as had been discussed, but also asked that the possibility of offsetting Member State assessed
contributions be considered as part of such a study.

Mr. Mason said he felt that they were “all on the same page”.

Mr. Dixit said he supported the USA and wanted to know why the Organization did not start a study
project on the development issues so as to combat any obstacles in the development of legal
metrology. He asked why, if legal metrology experts could not be found, the Organization could not
develop their own, and open centers where research and development could take place which could
also be applicable to the BIPM. They could connect parallel organizations and adopt their standards.
There was no such center in places for people who needed training.

Mr. Mason thanked Mr. Dixit for his observations. There were no other questions. He proposed
moving to the resolution.

Mr. Dunmill stated that the resolution asked the Committee to note the report on the surplus given by
the BIML Director.

Dr. Ehrlich said although Mr. Mason had pointed out that there was already some wording about this
in the Conference resolutions, he wanted to know whether it would be possible to add some wording
into this resolution about initiating a longer term study into what the correct percentage should be in
the reserves. He reiterated that it would be useful to have something in the resolution that indicated
that would be actively pursued.

Mr. Mason invited the First Vice-President to comment on this proposal, adding that to his mind the
Conference resolution gave a clear direction as to what the CIML should be doing, and he said he
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would be slightly nervous about starting to draw the lines of a study through a CIML resolution three
years before that work would be completed.

Dr. Schwartz said that he fully agreed that the previous year’s Conference resolution should be looked
at carefully. The current resolution should reflect the intention of the Conference resolution, and he
considered it was not necessary to put these words into the resolution, as he thought it was sufficient
that the minutes indicate there was a proposal to have a project group to look at this matter. He
promised not to forget it, and to discuss it in the Presidential Council. He hoped that that was
acceptable.

Dr. Ehrlich said this proposal was acceptable.

Resolution no. 2017/7 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

9.3 Overview of the arrears of Member States and Corresponding Members

Mr. Patoray said the information he would be presenting to the meeting was taken from the Bureau’s
records on 2 October, one week prior to this meeting. He remarked that since then, there had been a
bit of activity but not a substantial amount, so it represented the current status. He showed delegates a
graph of the liquid assets, with the last three figures circled in red. This showed a decrease of
approximately 400 000 euros in the three months between June and September. This was because the
arrears owed to the Organization by certain Members States and Corresponding Members came to a
total of 735 016.18 euros. Mr. Patoray suggested that delegates considered the 1.2 million euros in the
reserve fund in the light of this figure.

He reported that 16 Member States (25 % of the total number) had still not paid their 2017
contributions. He stated that currently four Member States owed more than just 2017, and if no
payments were received from them by the end of 2018, they would be struck off. At least five of those
16 Member States had contacted the Bureau regarding the slow payments and he knew that at least
one country had paid since he had compiled this presentation. He reiterated that to him, these statistics
were very alarming. Additionally, 22 Corresponding Members (31 % of the total number) owed for
2017, and the amount of money that they owed was 54 % of the money that should be paid by
Corresponding Members. Currently nine Corresponding Members owed for more than just 2017, and
if three of them did not pay by the end of 2017, they would be struck off, and if the remaining six had
not paid by the end of 2018, then they would also be struck off.

Mr. Patoray emphasized again that 735 016.18 euros were owed to the Organization, and he submitted
that if everyone paid on time, he would probably have no problem with the suggestions made by the
USA of having a much smaller surplus, but although this had been the worst year in his experience, it
was not the first time payments had been slow to be collected. The Convention clearly stated that
contributions should be paid at the beginning of the year. Most of the Members did pay on time, but
there were many that did not, which translated into a large proportion of the budget. The 735 016.18
represented around 40 % of the budget. Mr. Patoray observed this was why it was necessary to be
very aware of the cash flow. The Organization did not have the ability to borrow money, so the cash
had to be available to pay its bills.

In addition to considering these figure in relation to the surplus, Mr. Patoray thought that at the next
Conference, the Organization needed to consider what to do about slow payments. He stated there was
no penalty, and there was nothing that would make countries pay. He underlined the fact that the
Bureau reminded people continuously about their arrears, and said that he had sent a personal letter to
each of the CIML Members who owed for 2017 or before. He reported that there had been some
response to this, but not too many had paid. He insisted that this was a very important and serious
issue which would need to be faced in the future, and observed that the next Director would be facing
the same problem. He repeated that this was why the Organization needed some surplus. Many of the
countries were ultimately not getting to the point where they were struck off, but the slow payments
continued.
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The next slides contained the names and figures of the countries that owed money, but since the
Committee had decided it did not want to discuss this at present, he would stop his presentation at this
point. The details were available, and if any delegates had any questions as to whether their country
was up-to-date with its payments, they could ask himself or Mrs. Martinie and they would check on
their status.

Mr. Samuelsen (Norway) commented that as a CIML Member he found it reassuring that the Director
put the discussion about the surplus, the late payments, and indeed the cash flow high on the agenda,
all of which were vital for a sound and healthy Organization. He observed that Mr. Patoray had rightly
pointed out the fact that the Organization would cease to operate if one of these bullet points failed.
He said he was looking forward to the discussion.

Mr. Mason added that the presentations could be an educative process. It was an education to realize
that an Organization like the OIML was not like an ordinary company. It had two special
characteristics: one of them was it had very high fixed costs, and the other was that it had very
vulnerable income streams. That vulnerability came, to a certain extent, as delegates well knew, from
the fact that not everybody in the room even had control over the budget from which the income was
paid. The Organization understood how difficult it was, but it then had to recognize that was the
nature of the business they were in and then plan accordingly. There were no more questions.

Mr. Dunmill said that there was a resolution concerning this item which also addressed some of the
points the President was just making. Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments on the wording
of the resolution on the screen.

Mr. Edelmaier said he had understood that support was the largest part, but asked about dealing with
slow payments, not just arrears. May be the wording should be changed.

Mr. Dunmill clarified that Mr. Edelmaier wanted to distinguish between arrears (which were
payments relating to years prior to the current year) and outstanding payments (which related to the
current year).

Mr. Patoray remarked that he realized it was a matter of interpretation. He considered payments that
had not been made by the first of January to be arrears.

Mr. Mason suggested that this resolution be reconsidered to look at the appropriate wording. He
thought at least one of the crucial points would be what it said in the Convention because if the
Convention said the payment should be made by the first of January then the Director was right in the
use of his word arrears. If the Convention did not say this then there was more scope to find the
appropriate language which distinguished between slow payment in a year and a debt which went
beyond a year. He verified that delegates were happy that the resolution would be reconsidered on
Thursday.

9.4  Report by the BIML Director on the 2017 budget forecast

Mr. Patoray defined the word forecast as a “calculation or estimate of future events especially the
coming weather!”, which was appropriate for the meteorologists in the room, or “a financial trend”.
He said his forecast or estimate from last year had not been very accurate. The estimate he was
showing delegates now had been based on two full quarters and part of a third quarter. In the 2017
budget because of the time-limited expenditure for training, the budget line for 2017 result would be
—92 000 euros. Moving on to the income, Mr. Patoray said that the income for the Member States and
Corresponding Members was projected to be on target. There was quite a substantial increase in the
number of OIML Certificates that were being registered, although he did not know why. It could be
that manufacturers had realized that the current systems were going to end and they were trying to get
their products certified before the end of 2017, or it could just be a very significant increase in the
interest in OIML Certificates. In the case of the financial interest, it was still very low and the interest
was not increasing. Overall it looked as though there would be a little more income than had been
anticipated in the budget because of the certificates.
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With regard to the charges, Mr. Patoray said he had given a little more detail so that delegates could
understand. At present there was a small surplus in the area of the staff, and that again was because
the estimations that had been made for this budget had included a potential contract person but the
reality had turned out differently to what he had anticipated. The pensions were going to be a slightly
lower than anticipated, since they had just received information that one of the pensioners had
recently died. In the case of the charges, the item that differed most from the estimation was that for
training and technical work. He said they were proceeding as fast as possible with this and he
expected this number to increase before the end of the year. He commented that he had not had
enough information to provide a better estimate at the moment. The other number that would probably
stand out to delegates was that for travel and accommodation. Until the end of the year, and the 13th
month as accountants called it, it would be difficult to adjust all of the figures and to decide exactly
which account they need to be in. He said that some of these figures may change by the end of the
year although the total would not change. He anticipated that the travel and accommodation figure
would go down and reminded delegates this was just an accounting software estimate of what would
be spent by the end of the year based on what had been spent already, which lead to some limitation
of what could be done with the forecast. The end result was that they were not quite up to amount of
money that could be spent in the area of training. With regard to the other charges depreciation was
higher than expected. This was partly because the cost of registering the OIML Logo had been
unexpectedly capitalized, with a short depreciation period.

Looking at the result, instead of a negative 92 699 euros there was a positive 14 272 euros. He said
they would do their best to focus on the surplus and the training but he did not anticipate that the full
100 000 euros would be spent by the end of the year. Two training sessions were scheduled, and there
would be costs involved in both of those. Mr. Patoray said he did not have a full estimate at this point
so he really did not want to put in the numbers. He observed that those delegates who had been to
CIML meetings over the last seven years would realize that he was bit conservative when it came to
accounting and he did not like to overestimate either expenses or savings. This was the best estimate
he could give right now and fundamentally what it said was that there would not be a problem with
the end result of the budget, but the level of surplus anticipated to be spent might not be spent. Mr.
Patoray asked if there were any questions.

Before taking any questions Mr. Mason said he should preface this with an apology; he recalled it had
been at his insistence that the Committee started talking about forecasts as well as past expenditure
and budgets because he had felt that it was helpful for the Committee to be aware of the level of in-
year expenditure that was undertaken, but no decisions had to be taken on any of this as it was just a
matter for information.

Dr. Ehrlich commented that the USA appreciated the BIML’s prudent management and efforts to
keep the budget modest, and encouraged the BIML to continue its efforts to find cost efficiencies and
savings.

Mr. Mason noted that there were no more questions; as he had pointed out, this was just for
information so the resolution was one of noting the report.

There were no comments on the wording of the resolution.
Resolution no. 2017/9 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Mr. Mason interjected that while they were on the subject of the resolution, he wondered whether it
would be helpful if he was able now to give a response to the question he had asked after the
intervention from Austria. He stated that the Convention was absolutely clear that subscriptions
became payable at the “beginning of the year”. That was the phrase used in the Convention, so he
thought that in this particular instance, there was not much of a distinction to be drawn between slow
payment and arrears of more than a year. He suggested that under those circumstances, the wording of
the original resolution was appropriate. He confirmed that if his colleague would like to consider this
further, he was happy to discuss it outside the meeting and then further on Thursday if necessary.
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10 Liaisons

10.1 Report by the BIML on activities with organizations in liaison

Mr. Dunmill started his presentation by stating that delegates had received a report, which had been
one of the additional meeting documents, concerning the BIML’s liaison with a number of other
international organizations. He said they were now participating actively in its liaison activities with
quite a large number of different organizations, which were listed in the report. He said he did not
want to talk about them all during this presentation, since delegates had already received the
information, but if they wanted to ask any questions he would be pleased to answer them.

Instead, Mr. Dunmill said he wanted to specifically mention three of these organizations, with which
there had been a lot of activity. These were UNIDO, the DCMAS Network and the ACP EU TBT
Programme.

UNIDO

Firstly, concerning UNIDO, there had been an MoU between the BIPM, the OIML and UNIDO for a
number of years now. In 2017 there had been an increased amount of work in this liaison activity as
both of the metrology organizations had been participating on a quality policy working group which
UNIDO had been running, and he said there had already been three meetings, with a fourth due in late
November. This was a project which, at the moment was being led by the British Standards Institute,
as consultants to UNIDO, with the aim of producing a document on Guiding Principles for Quality
Policy Development. He observed that this was obviously a very significant publication for UNIDO
with their remit of industrial development in line with the UN Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs). In connection with these SDGs, UNIDO had produced three six-page brochures on how the
different aspects of the quality infrastructure: metrology, accreditation, and standardization, fitted into
the SGGs, which ones were applicable, and how they helped in the achievement of those goals. The
brochure on metrology had been the last one of the three to be published, and this had happened to
coincide with World Metrology Day 2017. It was a six-page brochure which, although delegates
would not be able to read it from his slide, he remarked had been designed to be an attractive, easy to
read document. Its text had been developed jointly by the BIPM and the OIML, with a lot of it coming
from the BIPM because of the scientific aspects of some of the points. Mr. Dunmill indicated that the
document had been broken down into paragraphs with small logos at the side which were the standard
logos used to represent the different SDGs, and then there was a short piece of text underneath each of
those that explained how metrology fitted into that particular goal. The SDGs which the OIML and
the BIPM had chosen together were:

1 No poverty

3 Good health and well-being

7  Affordable and clean energy

9 Industry, innovation and infrastructure
13 Climate action

The whole document could be downloaded from UNIDO’s website at:
https://www.unido.org/sites/default/files/2017-05/SDG_Metrology brochure FINAL pages 0.pdf

This document could be used by anyone to help promote metrology as part of a national infrastructure
and explain to the decision makers in a country why they needed to consider this and the fact that it
could be used as part of a package of three documents showing how metrology, accreditation and
standardization all fitted together to support those development goals which the UN had committed to
pursuing.
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there had been two abstentions, no negative votes, and 26 “yes” votes. A revised Final Draft
Recommendation had been made available. There were had been no comments on that draft.

OIML R 80 was approved with one abstention (Brazil) and no votes against (see Resolution 2017/25).

Dr. Schwartz thanked the co-conveners from the USA, Mr. Richter, and the Netherlands, Mr.
Teunisse, for accomplishing this work.

Mr. Teunisse added that he also wanted to thank Mrs. Wendt (Germany) who had done a lot of the
work before the CIML preliminary online ballot, which had meant they had only had to finish the
work.

Dr. Schwartz said he would pass this on.

Surveillance of utility meters in service on the basis of sampling inspections

Dr. Schwartz asked that the Committee consider the Final Draft New Document: Surveillance of
utility meters in service on the basis of sampling inspections. He told delegates that he wanted to
explain the situation so that they could think about it and come back to it the following day. He said
that an Additional Meeting Document, AMD 05, on the surveillance of utility meters had been
uploaded two weeks prior to the current meeting. This new Draft Document had been submitted to
CIML preliminary online ballot on 21 April 2017 with a deadline of 21 July 2017. Dr. Schwartz
showed the results of the ballot on the screen before asking Mr. Dunmill to continue.

Mr. Dunmill added that as mentioned by Dr. Schwartz, the CIML preliminary online ballot deadline
had been 21 July 2017, which was after the date they had put the other Final Drafts to the CIML.
There had been 38 responses from the 62 CIML Members, and these had included two abstentions,
four “no” votes and 32 “yes” votes. In the light of this, the Final Draft had been developed, and as Dr.
Schwartz had said, the Additional Meeting Document had been sent to the CIML a couple of weeks
before the present meeting.

Dr. Schwartz observed that while there had been a clear result in favor of this new Document, a
substantial number of comments had been submitted. Some of the comments had addressed the
opening remark, saying that if respective provisions were already in place in one Member State, then
this Document was not relevant, and need not be considered, so the Document would primarily
address those countries that did not have regulations in place for the statistical treatment of utility
meters.

Other comments had also been made by those who had voted “no” or had abstained, and in particular,
the UK had made a comment addressing the traceability of the equipment used for the sampling, and
requesting that this be taken into consideration. Germany, as the convener, had looked at all these
comments, of which there had been about five or six pages, and had come to the conclusion that it
would be really difficult to resolve the contradictory comments. However, they had identified five
comments which could be considered editorial as well as the one from the UK addressing traceability.

Dr. Schwartz therefore proposed, because it was difficult to resolve all these partly contradictory
comments, to proceed to vote on the Final Draft Document, which would be amended to include these
five editorial improvements plus the comment from the UK. In this way, the ten years of work on this
Document could be concluded, and it could be published. He said it was not 100 % perfect, and did
not really help all Member countries, but it would be something they could have available which
could probably be reconsidered the following year, or the year after, in the light of experience. On the
other hand, he said he was aware that the Final Draft Document had been submitted late, only two
weeks prior to the meeting, and therefore the CIML could take the position that they would not be
able to vote on it at the present meeting. Of course he said he would be more than happy if the CIML
would seriously consider having a vote on this Document plus the amendments he had just mentioned,
but he said he would like to come back to this issue the following day. In the meantime, the
Committee would have the opportunity to read the comments which had been submitted along with
Additional Meeting Document 05.
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He showed the comments table to delegates so that they would understand what he meant, and said
these had already been implemented in the Final Draft Document. He went on to explain the changes
that had been made, which he considered were editorial. The proposal would then be to vote on this
amended Final Draft Document the following day. He had a brief discussion with the BIML staff to
find the best solution in order to save time. The Document consisted of 22 pages, and Dr. Schwartz
asked if it would be possible to print it for the following morning, and just look quickly at the
Document on the screen now. He highlighted that there was not much that was going to be amended.
There were some changes in the references, and he drew attention to the important part that addressed
the UK’s comment which read “will use calibrated equipment traceable to national and international
standards as agreed with the supervising authority”. He said that he thought they could all agree that
calibrated equipment should be traceable to national and international standards, so it was more or
less editorial. Then there had been some wording about a volume equivalent to the amount passing
through the meter, so that had been another editorial request. Overall, he summarized that there were
some amendments to the existing Final Draft Document, and if possible, he would suggest that
delegates each received a hard copy of the amended version the following morning, so that they
would have this Final Draft Document, including the proposed amendments, in their hands before
voting on the respective resolution.

Mr. Dixon clarified that the FDD which had been posted a couple of weeks prior to the meeting
contained the majority of the changes that had been agreed by the convener. He said that the only
additional change that was now in this version 2 was the one that was in subclause 8.4, so the
Committee would have seen all of the other changes in the FDD that had been posted.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Dixon for his clarification, and emphasized that the additional amendments
were only addressing editorial comments which had been accepted at a late stage. He concluded that
this was all he would say at the moment, but he hoped delegates would find the time to have a quick
look at the Final Draft Document, because he would be very happy if they could approve it the
following day with its amendments, so that there would be a published Document which could be
further amended with a new project proposal in the light of experience gained in the meantime. He
verified that the Committee was happy with this course of action. There were no objections. He
thanked delegates for their time and closed the session.

The following day Dr. Schwartz opened the session and told the Committee that each country should
have a copy of the draft resolutions on their table, so they would have the opportunity to read them
before they came back to vote on the remaining resolutions after the coffee break. As had been
promised the day before, they had also distributed the Final Draft Document Surveillance of utility
meters in service on the basis of sampling inspections. He reminded delegates that this was the Final
Draft Document which had been distributed two and a half weeks before the meeting, plus the five or
six comments he had mentioned at the end of the previous day’s meeting, and which he considered to
be more or less editorial.

15.1.2 Approval of new projects

Dr. Schwartz asked Mr. Dunmill to go through the approval of new projects with the Committee.

15.1.2.1 Revision of OIML D 1 Considerations for a law on metrology

Mr. Dunmill said there was a proposal for a new project for the revision of OIML D 1, the details of
which had been made available in Addendum 15.1.2.1 to the Working Document which had been
distributed in July. He said he could put this on the screen if necessary, and asked if there were any
comments on the information included in the project proposal in the Addendum. Since there were not,
he proposed that the CIML vote on the proposal to start this new project. He asked whether there were
any abstentions to that proposal.

Mr. Richter said they had talked about the OIML D 1 revision quite extensively in the CEEMS
Advisory Group meeting on Monday of that week, and it seemed that quite a few of the details of how
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this project would be conducted which had been presented at that meeting had not really been
discussed with the full CIML, so he suggested this would be a good opportunity to do that.

Dr. Schwartz replied that he thought it had been touched on in the report on the CEEMS activities. He
asked Mr. Mason if he could provide some more details.

Mr. Mason remarked that he had forgotten that project proposals were normally given a separate
explanation, but said that he was prepared to make some remarks on this. He said this was going to be
a slightly unusual project, because it was an OIML International Document which would be
developed under the supervision of the AG rather than under a Technical Committee or
Subcommittee. This would make it necessary to adjust the procedures very slightly, because
membership of the AG was on an individual basis rather than on a country basis. They also thought
that, in this particular case, and given the experience of the previous revisions of OIML D 1, it was
likely that the convener would take the lead in preparing an initial draft, and that there would only be
a small number of very active individuals on the AG, who would take an active interest in the detail of
the drafting. This had been discussed at the AG, which had confirmed the proposal that the new vice-
chair of the AG, namely himself, would lead the project as convener. Mr. Henson (BIPM) would also
be working very closely with, and the initial draft Document would probably be prepared by the two
of them. He expected the Project Group membership to be small, but he thought they had a clear
understanding of who was likely to volunteer for it. This would include the Director of the BIPM,
Mr. Milton, the Director of the BIML, Mr. Patoray, the CIML Member for the USA, Dr. Ehrlich, and
CIML member of Honor Prof. Kochsiek, who had been involved in the previous revision. Other
members of the AG would be invited to join, and the other organizations in the DCMAS Network
would also be invited to participate as liaisons. Mr. Mason concluded that was what they envisaged
for the slightly novel approach to the revision project.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Mason for this information, and asked the Committee whether they now
felt they were in a position to vote on this proposed draft resolution or whether there were any further
comments or questions before they voted.

Mrs. Lagauterie said that with regard to the document they had been given, it would perhaps be useful
to explain what significant modifications to it had been proposed before they voted. The Committee
had received a draft, and then there had been a discussion in which not everyone had participated.
If these discussions had led to modifications to the document they had been shown, then they should
be informed about these before continuing.

Mr. Mason replied that the document submitted for CIML approval was the project proposal, which
had not been modified. He said he could give some indication of the areas in which he thought
attention would be concentrated. This project was intended as an updating, rather than a fundamental
revision of OIML D 1, and he thought there were two areas in particular that he was aware of.

One of them was that with the developing consciousness of “quality infrastructure”, the sections of
OIML D1 on quality infrastructure and the place of legal metrology in it needed updating,
particularly in light of the new DCMAS definition of quality infrastructure. The other was that he
thought they now had some concrete experience of applying OIML D 1 in conditions where it was
necessary to make adjustments to the local institutions. He thought that the way in which particularly
the concept of a “national legal metrology institute” was described, would benefit from being
modified and developed, just to take into account the sort of structures that the people really found
when they tried to apply OIML D 1 in practice. In terms of the overall shape of legislation at the
moment, he did not envisage any pressure for significant change. The third element of the revision,
which had been made very clear in the project proposal, stemmed from this. They hoped it would be
possible for this to be a joint document between the OIML and the BIPM, bearing the logos of both
Organizations with equal status, and backed by the two Organizations in an equivalent way. In the
case of the OIML, this meant that it still had to be developed as a Document within the rules of OIML
B 6. He thought that none of those points were different from what they had described in the original
project proposal.
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Coming back to the project proposal concerning the revision of OIML D 1, Dr. Schwartz asked if
there were any more comments, and if not, he suggested they voted on it.

Mr. Dunmill asked if everybody was happy with the wording of this resolution which he had
displayed on the screen:

“The Committee,

Approves as a new project, under the responsibility of the CEEMS Advisory Group, the
revision of OIML D 1:2012 Considerations for a Law on Metrology, to be conducted as
specified in the project proposal provided in Addendum 15.1.2.1 to the working document for
this meeting.”

Mr. Richter suggested that if the intention really was for this to become a joint publication rather than
an OIML Document, then this should be in the wording.

Dr. Schwartz said they could think about amending the draft resolution, but he thought that this was
covered by the reference to Addendum 15.1.2.1, which clearly talked about a joint publication.

Mr. Mason confirmed this was correct, and thought also that there was a danger of committing
themselves absolutely at this time to a joint publication, as he was not sure that they actually
understood what the respective procedures of the two Organizations would be to enable the
production of such a publication. While he believed it would be possible do so, and it was very clear
that it was their intention to do so, he thought it would be unfortunate if they were operating under
instruction to produce a joint publication and then this proved to be logistically difficult. For example
it may depend on whether the BIPM needed CIPM approval, General Conference approval, or
anything of that nature. He insisted that he did not expect there to be a problem, but they did not have
anybody from BIPM present at the moment to assure the Committee that they could guarantee that
this would be a joint publication at this stage.

Dr. Schwartz commented that this meant that they would leave the formulation of the draft resolution
as it was.

Mr. Dixit observed that the OIML was responsible for legal metrology and OIML D 1 was a “law on
metrology”. He asked whether this should rather be “legal metrology law” or “law on legal
metrology”.

Mr. Mason responded that Mr. Dixit’s comment reminded him about the fourth, and potentially the
most difficult, clarification which he personally would like see, but on which he was not sure it would
be possible to obtain the necessary agreement. He said he did not believe that the definition of legal
metrology in the international vocabulary was a helpful one, and said that he had expressed those
views in an article he had published in the OIML Bulletin a couple of years ago. He thought there was
scope for developing how the relationship between metrology and law was described in this
Document. He thought it allowed them to use the language which was appropriate for a publication
such as OIML D 1. This Document really was about the law that may be necessary and desirable for
all aspects of metrology. He emphasized that this was one subject area; it was what he called “the
application of law to metrology”, but at the same time, an area was defined which was what everyone
in the room thought of as “legal metrology”, which was actually the application of metrology to law
and to regulation. He thought this was also something which they had the opportunity to clarify in this
revision of OIML D 1, and which in turn would make it much easier for them to describe exactly what
they were talking about to different audiences. He said that he was still not quite sure what the text for
that revised definition would look like, and this was something for which they needed the input of
experienced individuals such as Dr. Ehrlich, Prof. Kochsiek, and their colleagues from the BIPM to
help them come up with the right solution.

Mr. Dixit clarified that he thought this should be treated as a “law on metrology” rather than a “law on
legal metrology”.

Mr. Mason replied that he believed OIML D 1 covered a wider area than legal metrology in the way
that he used the term, and indeed in the way Mr. Dixit would use the term.
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Mr. Dixit remarked that there should be a part that included a description of legal metrology.

Mr. Mason added that this was possibly a discussion which it would be helpful for them to have
outside the room, and that the points that he was making were ones that he thought should be taken
into account when the work was carried out, but which should not affect a decision on whether the
project was started.

Mr. Dixit insisted that the reason he was making his comments was that in the past they had talked
about a “weights and measures act” and the “standards of weights and measures”, now they had
started to talk about legal metrology. They had therefore made a “legal metrology act” and associated
rules, so he asked how they were going to further change their act and rules when the subject matter
would be the same. Whatever the OIML created, they would include as part of their rules.

Mr. Mason responded that it was his intention that the OIML D 1 they would produce would be easier
to use for all countries that wanted to refer to it in making further changes to their legislation. He
thought the points Mr. Dixit was making were very valid; they were the sort of points that they
wanted to feed into the revision, and indeed he would have the opportunity to do so if, as a member of
the Advisory Group, he wished to join the Project Group on the revision of OIML D 1.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Mason for this clarification, and observed that this had been an important
discussion to help the Committee understand the proposal better. He verified that there were no more
comments or questions and suggested they were now ready for voting.

Mr. Dunmill proceeded with the voting.
Resolution no. 2017/27 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Dr. Schwartz thanked the Committee for its unanimous support and wished the team good luck.

15.1.2.2 Revision of OIML D 2 Legal units of measurement

Dr. Schwartz asked the Committee to move on to the next item, which was the proposed revision of
OIML D 2, but which unfortunately was an agenda item which should be after agenda item 15.4 under
which they would hear a report on the new SI system, or the proposed revision of the SI which had
been mentioned the previous day by Mr. Henson. He said this was the background, and that they
would most probably have the new SI, with a new definition of the units, and this would certainly
have an impact on OIML D 2. He asked Dr. Dudle to elaborate on this project proposal, and to give
some explanations and background information.

Dr. Dudle said that as Dr. Schwartz had already mentioned, there would be a brief report on what had
been proposed by the General Conference on Weights and Measures, which was to revise the current
international system of units. In OIML D 2 Legal units of measurement, all the current definitions of
the base units were mentioned, and therefore they really needed to bring this Document into line with
the new revision of the SI. The sole aim of this project was to revise the Document along these lines.

Dr. Schwartz suggested the Committee wait to vote on this draft resolution until after Dr. Dudle’s
later presentation, so they could listen to his more detailed explanation before voting.

15.2 Technical items for information

Mr. Dunmill told the Committee that he wanted to talk about some work that had gone on during the
year which had mainly been conducted by Mr. Vinet who, as delegates had heard, had been working
with the Bureau partly to follow up on all the technical work that was going on.

Several projects were inactive for various reasons; some had started work and later come to a stop,
and some had never progressed much with their work, but their conveners had proposed for various
reasons that the projects were cancelled. Mr. Dunmill said there were two slides covering these, which
had been published in an Additional Meeting Document which the Committee had received
immediately before the meeting, so they had not had advance notice of these proposals. There were
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also some projects where the conveners had just finished, or were currently undertaking, enquiries
amongst their members on cancellation. Since the cancellation of projects required CIML approval
and the Committee had not received the information long enough before the meeting, it was proposed
that the CIML simply took note of these proposals and the individual decisions on cancellation would
then be taken by means of online votes following this CIML meeting. Mr. Dunmill told the
Committee that to be clear, if that happened, then the decision would be made by simple majority
vote, in accordance with OIML B 6. He concluded that this was the only technical item for
information he wanted to present at the moment, and it just covered what the Bureau proposed to do
with certain inactive projects, unless anyone had any comments.

Mr. Alves de Rezende sought confirmation that if he understood correctly there was a proposal to
cancel the project on the revision of OIML D 31.

Mr. Dunmill asked for clarification about which project number Mr. Alves de Rezende thought was
being cancelled.

Mr. Alves de Rezende reiterated he was talking about the project on the revision of OIML D 31,
which had been discussed at the Presidential Council, and which had agreed that it should be
cancelled.

Mr. Dunmill interjected that a new project, TC 5/SC 2/p 3, had been approved on the revision of
OIML D 31 General requirements for software controlled measuring instruments, which had
incorporated some of the things covered by the old project, TC 5/SC 2/p 2, which was going to create
a new document on software, but which had not progressed for several years. This old project was
therefore no longer needed because its work had been included in the new project. This had been
discussed during the Presidential Council meeting earlier in the year, and it had been confirmed
recently by a meeting of the Project Group on the revision of OIML D 31.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Dunmill for his explanation. He thought it had been important to mention
that this did not mean that the work would not be carried out it, but would simply mean that the old
project, p 2, was cancelled because it had been integrated in the new project, p 3. He stressed that the
subject of software was certainly still being considered.

Mr. Richter said he had understood from Mr. Dunmill that they were going to have an online CIML
vote for these projects, and he asked whether this was going to be an individual vote for each project,
or were they were all going to be combined into one collective vote. He said he had also not been
totally clear when this online voting would be done.

Mr. Dunmill replied that there would have to be a separate vote for each item because a CIML
Member may well want to cancel one project, but not another. He said that, as the Committee had
seen, it was a reasonably long list of projects, so he was not sure they would all be put out at exactly
the same time, but immediately following the CIML meeting they would start with the process of
doing these. He added that there may be others, and pointed out that he had said there were some that
were currently considered for cancellation. They had not tried cancelling projects using online voting
before, so this would be a bit of an experiment. He said that although he had not commented when
presenting the preceding item on the agenda, he had given the figures for the levels of voting on the
preliminary CIML online ballots for Recommendations, and the highest level of response had been
something like 36 out of the 62 CIML Members had responded, which was not a very high level of
response, so they might have trouble in obtaining the necessary majority.

Dr. Schwartz said this was just for information, and the rules of OIML B 6 were being followed in the
proposals Mr. Dunmill had made. There were no further comments.
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15.3 Report by the BIML on TC/SC secretariat and PG convener training

Dr. Schwartz asked Mr. Vinet to make his presentation.

Mr. Vinet explained that he would provide the Committee with a brief update on the training which
had been discussed earlier that week, which had been intended for the TC and SC secretariats and PG
conveners.

In 2016, Mr. Dunmill had provided a one-day training workshop in Germany, but when at last year’s
CIML meeting in Strasbourg, it had been decided by the Committee to prioritize this training for TC
and SC secretariats and Project Group conveners, they had decided to extend the training workshop to
two days, which covered how the OIML was organized and conducted its technical work, the OIML
rules as set out in OIML B 6, and here Mr. Vinet added that the course would now cover the revised
edition of OIML B 6 and the changes it included. It also covered what secretariats and conveners
needed to know in order to fulfil their OIML responsibilities, and from the next session in December
it would also include a new component on project management. This had been requested by the CIML
President, and in fact he had volunteered to participate in the next session in December, to share his
experience as a past convener, which he observed was very much appreciated. The course also
covered an explanation of the features of the OIML website and the PG Workspace, including
demonstrations of how to use the Workspace. This was to help participants learn how to upload
documents, how to vote and comment, and how to contact members of their PG. It also covered CD
voting and other online tools on the OIML website. They had also provided full documentation and
some guides for trainees to take home with them.

With regard to who was invited to the workshops, Mr. Vinet said they were intended primarily for
TC/SC secretariats and PG conveners, who the Committee could see as “Group A”. The BIML
covered all the participants’ costs, including hotels, transport, training facilities, and meals as part of
the budget that the Committee had approved. “Group B” consisted of potential conveners or
secretariats. Mr. Vinet explained that in those Member States which already had secretariats or
convenerships, there were some individuals who were involved in OIML work and who were likely to
become conveners in the future, so they were also invited to the training sessions as long as there was
enough room and their participation was approved by their CIML Member. Their costs were fully
covered as well. “Group C” consisted of countries that were hosting the training sessions, who were
allowed to send some extra participants, providing there was enough space in the room and the size of
the group remained manageable. It was Mr. Dunmill and himself, together with the host country who
decided on this.

Mr. Vinet told the Committee that the trainers were Mr. Dunmill and himself. He said they had
delivered one session in June of that year in St Petersburg, to Russian conveners and secretariats, and
in December there would be a session at the BIML for France, the United Kingdom, The Netherlands
and Germany. In 2018 Slovakia had agreed to host a training session in Bratislava, which would be
for Austria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland and Slovakia. All those countries had either a
secretariat or a convenership. South Africa had also indicated that they would like to host a training
session for conveners in South Africa and Kenya, as well as for other countries in their region. With
regard to the Asia Pacific region, he reported they were in discussion with Australia, China, and Japan
to determine where training would be held, as there would probably be more than one session in this
region. Mr. Vinet added they were considering all the options and the number of potential participants
to decide what would be the most cost effective option. There was also a training session planned in
the USA for the following year as well as another session which was being seriously considered for
Paris, which would be for the same group of countries as before, but the group would be divided
between December and the following year. He said this concluded his update.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Vinet for his presentation and said he was happy that Mr. Vinet was
assisting the BIML staff to do the training, which he said the Organization had considered very
important, and was prepared to spend money on. He said he was sure, as he had already mentioned in
his presentation, that this was well-invested money. It supported the technical work, which helped
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potential new conveners to be confident that they could do a good job. He emphasized once more his
view that they needed the project management element in the training, so that conveners and potential
conveners could really learn how to manage a project more effectively, and how to bring it to an end
in a certain time period. He asked if there were any questions.

Mr. Dixit asked that India be added to the list so that they may also provide facilities for training.

Dr. Schwartz said this would be taken into account. He added this list was currently for conveners, but
maybe in the future it would be for potential conveners.

Mr. Alves de Rezende said he was surprised that there were no South American conveners, so they
would also like to propose a training session, either in Colombia or in Brazil, and he asked if this
might be considered possible during 2018.

Dr. Schwartz replied that he thought they could take up this suggestion, although perhaps not for
2018, as the year was already quite full.

Mr. Patoray intervened, suggesting that Mr. Alves de Rezende reviewed the resolution which had
been passed on this training, which had specifically indicated that it was mainly training for
secretariats and conveners, although it was possible to provide some training for potential conveners if
the location was convenient. The condition was that they would come forward and take on a
secretariat or convenership, and then the training could be provided. However, there was no reason to
have training when they did not hold a secretariat or convenership, and had no intention of doing so in
the near future. He said the funds had been limited, and focused on secretariats and conveners, so if
they were interested in this, they would need participate, either as a secretariat or a convener, or be
able to identify an existing training location where they could attend. There might be the possibility of
allowing them to participate in one of the training sessions that had already been planned.

Mr. Alves de Rezende asked Mr. Patoray to confirm that if he wanted to participate in a training
session in the USA, so that there was a possibility of becoming a convener or a secretariat in the
future, this might be accepted.

Mr. Patoray replied that this would be possible, and if he was interested, Mr. Alves de Rezende should
contact him and they would inform him of the dates of the training and they would see if there was
space available.

Dr. Schwartz asked if there were any further questions.

Mr. Richter commented that they had already had some fairly extensive consultations with Mr. Vinet
and some of the other senior conveners of Project Groups and secretariats of sub-Committees, and
although he observed he could not necessarily speak for them, it seemed that there had been a strong
opinion that when these trainings were held, it would be useful to try to have at least one or two senior
conveners who had already “been there and done that”, had run meetings and produced documents, to
be there to help train the newer or younger conveners. The BIML had held training many years ago in
Douai, and this had been set up in this way, using a combination of senior, experienced, secretariats
(at that time conveners did not exist), who were combined with some fairly new secretariats, and he
thought that the general concept of having the senior people in the room had been very beneficial.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Richter for his comment. He said he now wanted to conclude this item. He
wished Mr. Vinet and the BIML staff good luck in conducting the rest of the training sessions which
had been planned.

15.4 Update on the revision of the Systéme international d’unités (SI)

Dr. Schwartz asked that the Committee now considered agenda item 15.4, which was a short update
on the revision of the International System of units, and he asked Dr. Dudle (Switzerland) who was
the contact person for the OIML in the Consultative Committee for Units of the Metre Convention
(CCU).
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Dr. Dudle said he would give an update on the revision of the International System of units (SI), in his
role as liaison to the Consultative Committee for Units (CCU). He wanted to start with a little bit of
background.

He told the Committee that, as most of them would know, the current SI was based on seven base
units which were the second, the metre, the kilogram, the candela, the mole, the ampere and the
kelvin. Amongst the seven, the kilogram was still based on an artefact, and although he did not want
to go into all the details of why this was not a very good situation, and why the physicists did not like
this very much, suffice to say that the need for a revision of the SI was generally recognized. He said
that as long ago as 1999 and 2007 the CGPM had already resolved and encouraged work for a
revision of the SI. He went on to show the Committee a timeline indicating a little bit of the more
recent history of the revision, starting in 2011. He said that in 2011, the CPGM had made a resolution
entitled “On the possible future revision of the SI”, and this resolution had taken note of the CIPM’s
intention to propose a revision of the SI.

Of course the OIML had been aware of this work, and had also made a resolution regarding a
potential revision of the SI, which could be summarized by saying that the OIML would set up an ad
hoc working group to collect comments on the potential impact that such a revision would have on the
work of the OIML. After one year, this ad hoc working group had come back with a report, and he
added that several people who had been on the ad hoc working group were still members of the
Committee. He said that their work could be summarized in the way that was shown on his slide.
Firstly, the OIML supported the intention to revise the SI, and out of the comments received from
Technical Committees, Subcommittees and Project Groups, it had been stated that little to no impact
was expected on routine measurements, but there was a potential impact on accurate mass
measurements, although this risk could be mitigated if careful adherence to the recommendations of
the CCM were observed. He showed delegates some of the CCM conditions, and said there had been
four of them. Of these four conditions, he would underline two which were metrological conditions.
They required relative uncertainties expressed by at least three independent experiments to be around
5 x 1078, and among these three independent experiments, at least one uncertainty should be better
than 2 x 1078, To illustrate these conditions a little more, he showed a graph, which he remarked was
nothing new as it had been published in the OIML Bulletin in 2013. He said the graph showed the
best published calibration and measurement capabilities amongst all NMIs. The calibration
measurement capabilities for different masses: 1 g, 10 g, 100 g, and 1 kg, and various NMIs had been
plotted on this graph. He had not identified them, it was just to say that the best in class could, for
example, calibrate 1 kg with an uncertainty with £ =1 of roughly 14 pg. This number then had to be
compared with the conditions which he had referred to before — the conditions of 2 x 107, which
showed that if the conditions were met, even the best would not suffer from a change of the definition.
On the same graph, he said it could also be shown what had been stated in OIML R 111. When
calibrating an E; weight, an uncertainty of 8.3 x 10 had to be respected, which was far above the
conditions shown on his slide, but he observed that delegates should keep in mind that a laboratory
that wanted to calibrate an E; weight would have a reference standard which was three or four times
better, so that brought the level of uncertainty down to a point he indicated on the graph. The graph
showed that the conditions which had been set out by the CCM in 2010 had made sense. If these
conditions were fulfilled, the best laboratories in the world today would not suffer from the
redefinition of the kilogram.

With all this information collected, the 25th CGPM had taken another resolution in 2014, the title of
which had been “On the future revision of the international system of units”, which stated that it was
not quite possible yet, and they still needed to continue the efforts of the NMIs and the BIPM. He
commented that what he found very interesting was the fact that the title of the resolution three years
later in 2014 had been almost the same as in 2011; it had just been a little bolder, as they had stated
that the revision of the SI was going to happen. Dr. Dudle showed the Committee the roadmap that
had been laid down, with all the different steps that needed to be accomplished to make sure that the
redefinition of the kilogram would be possible, and although he did not want to go into all the details,
he did want to indicate that all this work had been carried out — this showed where they were at the
present time.
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Dr. Dudle also indicated that he wanted to say something about the CCU meeting which had taken
place on 5 and 6 September of the current year. The CCU had had essentially two aims. First of all
there had been a review of all the available data, in order to decide whether they were in a position to
proceed with the redefinition or not, and he said the outcome had been very clear: the CCU had come
to the conclusion that the CCM conditions had been fulfilled. The second major task of the CCU had
then been to take in the opinions from the different NMIs at the table, from the liaison organizations,
as well as from other stakeholders, and here again the vast majority of people present at the CCU had
come to the conclusion that the CCM conditions had been fulfilled, and that therefore the redefinition
of the kilogram should proceed. As an overall conclusion, the CCU had proposed to the CIPM to
proceed with the necessary steps for the revision of the SI, as planned, in 2018.

Dr. Dudle then gave the Committee a few hints about what the new SI would look like. First of all, the
cornerstone was that all the definitions should be uniformly expressed in a way that would make use
of explicit-constant formulation. As a consequence, Dr. Dudle said the main change there would be in
the revised SI concerned the last artefact that was still used in the SI, the international prototype
kilogram, which would go into retirement. He showed the Committee a slide of the seven constants
that would be the basis of the new SI. They were the hyperfine splitting of the caesium atom for the
second, the speed of light for the metre, the Plank constant for the kilogram, the elementary charge for
the ampere, the Boltzmann constant for the kelvin, the Avogadro constant for the mole, and the
luminous efficacy for the candela. Dr. Dudle said he also wanted to give them an example of a
definition. He said that going through all the definitions would be too long, but just to give them an
idea of what these definitions would look like, he read one out:

“The kilogram, symbol kg, is the SI unit of mass. It is defined by taking the fixed numerical
value of the Plank constant % to be 6.626 070 15 x 10** when expressed in units of J s, which

is equal to kg m? s! where the metre and the second are defined in terms of ¢ and Avcs.”

Dr. Dudle observed that this was the type of definition they would now have for all the base units. Of
course, in this talk, he also had to refer to the consequences for the OIML. From his point of view
there were essentially two:

e The first was pretty obvious, and they had already heard about this, which was that the
revision of certain publications would be needed, most of all OIML D 2 Legal units of
measurement because the present definitions of the base units were included in this
Document, and all these definitions would change. This was the project proposal they had
heard about earlier, and he reminded Committee Members they would be voting on the
resolution later. He said he would also give delegates a tip: when they went back home, they
should check whether the definitions of the SI units were also present in their national
legislation. For example in Switzerland, and also in Europe, this was the case, which meant
that this legislation would have to be changed, since it would no longer be in line with what
was proposed by the CGPM. There were also far smaller changes needed to OIML R 111
Weights of classes Ei, E», F1, F2, M1, M1, M>, M>.3 and M3. This Recommendation contained
an explicit reference to the international prototype of the kilogram, and the question was of
course whether they would need a separate project for this, or whether it could be left to the
BIML to decide if this needed a different kind of treatment. Whatever was decided, Dr. Dudle
said that OIML R 111 needed to be amended as well.

e The second point was that in 2012, the CIML had resolved to state its position by means of a
resolution, and to send a letter to the BIPM recording this. Of course, they could now just re-
state their position, and say they were still in favor of proceeding with the revision. However,
the OIML had not been asked to express its opinion, so it was therefore questionable whether
a resolution was needed or not.

Dr. Dudle concluded his presentation by saying that he thought it was now time to say farewell to the
current SI, and to welcome the new SI that would most probably be adopted in October 2018, and
would become effective on World Metrology Day, 20 March 2019.
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Dr. Schwartz thanked Dr. Dudle for his report about the proposed new SI and its consequences for
legal metrology, which they did not expect to be very large. Nevertheless, they had taken a decision
and a resolution in 2012, and there was a draft resolution which read:

“The Committee,
Noting the oral report on developments in the Consultative Committee for Units,

Recalls and confirms resolution number 23 of its 47th meeting in 2012

They now had a statement they could forward to the BIPM to make them aware of the OIML’s
opinion. He said they did not need to vote on this right now, but could consider it the following day.
He confirmed that Members were happy with considering the proposal the following day.

Dr. Ehrlich proposed an editorial comment that it might be better to say “Recalls and reconfirms”.

Dr. Schwartz said that concluded matters on this item, and said he would like to come back to the
previous resolution, under agenda item 15.1.2.2, which had depended on the presentation by Dr.
Dudle. This was on the project proposal to revise OIML D 2 Legal units of measurement, and it was
certain that there would implications for that document if there was a new SI. He asked for the draft
resolution to be put up on the screen. The draft resolution read

“The Committee,

Approves as a new project in TC 2 Units of measurement the revision of OIML D 2:2007
Legal units of measurement, to be conducted as specified in the project proposal provided in
Addendum 15.1.2 2 to the Working Document for this meeting.”

He said that they could add “as soon as the relevant Committees of the Metre Convention have
approved respective resolutions”. He added that although there was a 99.9 % probability that the
CGPM resolution would pass, they could not predict that there definitely would be such a resolution,
and a project to revise OIML D 2 only made sense if there was a resolution to adopt the new SI, so his
proposal would be to make this addition at the end.

Dr. Klenovsky said that he would recommend that the amendment to OIML D 2 was made now
because the CGPM resolution would take place in November 2018, so they would have to start the
work after November.

Dr. Schwartz suggested that instead of saying “relevant committees of the Metre Convention”, they
could mention the CIPM, because the CIPM would make a definite recommendation to the 2018
CGPM and the next CIPM meeting would be the week following this CIML meeting. He said that
perhaps they could think about the wording and come back with an appropriate formulation the
following day. Dr. Schwartz verified that the Committee was happy with this course of action and
concluded item 15.1.2.

16 Election by the CIML of the CIML President

Refer to Resolution no. 2017/30.

17  Decision by the CIML on the appointment of the new
BIML Assistant Director

Refer to Resolution no. 2017/31.
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18  Decision by the CIML on the renewal of the contract of
Mr. Ian Dunmill

Refer to Resolution no. 2017/32.

19  Presentation of OIML Awards

Dr. Schwartz told the Committee that the previous year the eighth OIML Award for Excellent
Achievements in Legal metrology in Developing Countries had been awarded to the Kenyan Institute
of Trade Standards Administration, also known by the initials ITSA. At last year’s CIML meeting in
Strasbourg, it had been presented to the CIML Member for Kenya, Mr. Onyancha, and as usual the
Committee had offered the award winner the opportunity to make a presentation about their activities
at the present meeting. Dr. Schwartz said he was very happy that Mr. Mutibo, representing ITSA
Kenya, had come to the meeting to make this presentation.

Mr. Mutibo greeted everyone and said he would take this opportunity to make a short presentation on
the Institute of Trade Standards Administration Kenya, ITSA (K). He said he would give a brief
history and would touch on their achievements and their proposed work in the near future.

The Institute had been founded in 1973 in Nairobi, and its sole purpose had been to train Kenyans
locally before they were appointed Inspectors of Weights and Measures. It had also trained and
examined the technicians who overhauled, repaired and assembled weighing and measuring
instruments used for trade purposes. Before its inception, Inspectors of Weights and Measures had
been trained and examined by the Institute of Trading Standards Administration in the UK. The
participants had to be flown to the UK for the four-year training. In a nutshell, the ITSA (K) was
structured on the same lines as the British system.

Looking at the background, Mr. Mutibo said that between 1973 and 1996 the inspectors had
undergone a mandatory four-year training which had been divided on a 2:1:1 basis. Firstly there had
been the two-year elementary part, which led to the award of ITSA’s Intermediate Certificate, after
which the inspectors had proceeded to a field attachment for a period of one year, and thereafter spent
the final year in the classroom, leading to the award of the Advanced Certificate of the ITSA (K), and
their subsequent appointment and gazettement as inspectors. He pointed out that the initial
constitution of the ITSA (K) had created an independent body, the Board of Examiners, whose role it
had been to administer both the intermediate and advanced inspector’s examinations, as well as
examinations for technicians, which led to various types of licences being issued.

The operation of the ITSA (K) was in full compliance with the Institute’s constitution, and most
recently with the newly developed Professional Regulations. Mr. Mutibo said that the most active
body of the ITSA (K), apart from the Council, of which he was the Chair, was the Board of
Examiners, whose Chair, Mr. John Mwaura, was also present at the CIML meeting.

Mr. Mutibo said there were eight types of membership: full, life, fellow, retired, associate, student,
honorary and patron. Currently they trained officers recruited straight from university with a Bachelor
of Science degree in mathematics, physics, law, or engineering, for a two-year program that led to the
award of a post graduate Diploma in Legal Metrology. Thereafter they were appointed and gazetted as
inspectors. Looking at the curriculum, Mr. Mutibo informed delegates that the syllabus covered
during inspectors’ training included:

e  statistics;

e law I (which covered an introduction to the legal system, the constitution, criminal law,
criminal procedure, law of evidence and legal organization);

e law II (law on metrology, law on units of measurement, implementation of regulations, laws
and regulations on measuring instruments subject to state control, type approval, initial
verification, reverification, supervision, associated legislation such as the Trade Descriptions
Act);

99



Minutes — 52nd CIML Meeting (Cartagena de Indias, 2017)

e clectrical and electronics;
e engineering drawing;
e materials technology; and

e weighing and measuring technology.

Mr. Mutibo went on to describe the different types of technician licences which now existed, and
compared them with those which they had used under their previous system. There had been four
categories, and there were now thirteen, as well as three special categories covering three classes of
precision balances. These were all according to Schedule 11, part 7 of the Legal Metrology
Regulations made under Section 33 of the Legal Metrology Bill, which was yet to be enacted into law.
The technician examinations were held annually, and the ITSA conducted classes in readiness for the
exams for the two months prior to the examinations to help candidates understand fully the various
equipment they would handle, as well as the legal aspects that would be involved in the course of their
work.

Mr. Mutibo said that regional integration was organized by the East African Community (EAC). The
ITSA (K) had been at the forefront of assisting in capacity building in legal metrology in the Common
Market, so as to help realize the integration agenda. This had been carried out with the close
consultation and supervision of the Department of Weights and Measures. In 2005, through the
support of the PTB, two of the institute’s members had carried out a two-week training program in
Kigali, Rwanda, for legal metrologists in Rwanda and Burundi on the verification of mechanical
weighing instruments. Through the support of the OIML and the PTB, the Institute, in conjunction
with the Kenyan Bureau of Standards and the Weights and Measures Department, had co-hosted the
2012 Summer School for Young Metrologists, and three of the facilitators had been members from
the Institute. In each of 2013 and 2014, 35 legal metrologists from the United Republic of Tanzania
had undergone a two-week training course on the verification of electronic weighing and measuring
instruments. To reduce costs, the Institute’s facilitators had travelled to Dar es Salaam in Tanzania for
the sessions. The seventy participants had been drawn from regional weights and measures offices in
Tanzania, and this training had been sponsored by Tanzania’s Weights and Measures Agency. In
2016, through the support of the PTB, six Rwandan legal metrologists had attended a one-month
course in Nairobi at the Institute. Two officers had been trained on type approval, initial verification,
re-verification and conformity to type evaluation and four officers had been trained on initial
verification and re-verification of weighing instruments.

Mr. Mutibo then showed the Committee a number of slides which illustrated the range of activities
and subjects covered by the students. He particularly highlighted the slide showing the students
receiving their certificates from the Director of Weights and Measures. Other slides showed students
doing initial verification of various weighing and measuring instruments as well as students carrying
out verification of the weighbridge at the Kenya Weights and Measures complex. This also showed
the weighbridge testing unit and roller weights in place. Another slide showed the students working
on the rail weighbridge at the railway station, awaiting the arrival of a wagon.

Mr. Mutibo then went on to describe some specialized training they had offered. In 2014 the Institute
had also trained ten officers from the Kenyan Defense Forces, KDF, in the installation, assembly and
repair of mechanical fuel dispensing pumps. This had been for two reasons: firstly it enabled the
officers to manage their own resources, but also, since no civilian contractors could work under the
hostile circumstances existing in Somalia, the officers were to give backup to AMISOM peacekeepers
in Somalia, to ensure there was a continuous supply of fuel of known quantities. The three-month
course had been tailor-made to suit the needs of the officers, who held set academic qualifications and
experience. The course had been sponsored by the KDF.

Mr. Mutibo said they would like to call upon their development partners, in particular the PTB and the
OIML, to extend their gesture by supporting this initiative, so that more qualified members of the
KDF could be trained, which would enable them to offer support to peacekeeping forces, not only in
Somalia, but also in Darfur, the Central African Republic, and other countries embroiled in civil strife
in Africa. If they could immediately obtain grants of approximately 45 000 USD, the Institute could
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comfortably train the earlier group of ten officers on fuel dispensing pumps, and another 33 on both
mechanical and electronic measuring fuel dispensing pumps. A grant of this amount would cover the
tuition fees, lunches and two other tea breaks. Transport costs and accommodation would be met by
KDF. He appealed to the Committee to join hands and help save humanity in these war-torn countries
on the African continent. He continued that, as the Committee would be aware, peacekeeping
missions were not for eternity. They would end at some point in time, and he believed that the trained
troops would go on to train their contemporaries on-the-job where they were operating, so that at the
end of their mission, the home-grown troops would carry on with the maintenance of the instruments,
as well as the process of helping to protect consumers, and in the long run fair trade. In a nutshell the
training would not be in vain.

Mr. Mutibo showed the Committee a slide of the only lady officer being presented with her
certificate. He then showed a slide of the ten officers with the Director of Weights and Measures,
himself as the chairman of the Institute, and Mr. Mwaura, the chairman of the board of examiners.

Regarding legislation, Mr. Mutibo said the Director of Weights and Measures, Mr. Onyancha, had
moved to develop the Legal Metrology Bill, which would soon be enacted into law. This new law
would repeal the current Weights and Measures Act and would address the gap which had existed in
the Kenyan legislation. It would also bring on board issues such as health and safety, the environment
and the administration of legal metrology services in the devolved system of government.

The Institute, through its Council, proposed to encourage its members, once they had completed their
training and gazettement, to specialize in the areas of type approval, standards, calibration and initial
verification, pre-package control, research and development, inspection and investigation, and lastly
legislative development and prosecution. This was aimed at addressing specific market needs, and it
would be easy for them to carry out the training needs required by developing economies.

He said he felt honored that for the second time in five years, Kenya had been privileged once again
to co-host the OIML and PTB sponsored virtual training school in November 2017. This was founded
on the fact that Kenya had facilities, infrastructure and the manpower to carry out such programs as
the OIML Certification System on type approval, bearing in mind that most countries on the African
continent did not have laboratories with capabilities, nor the necessary infrastructure. He also noted
that Nairobi was centrally located and convenient to travel to.

Finally, Mr. Mutibo said that the ITSA (K) thanked the OIML for recognizing their achievements in
legal metrology. This recognition had come as a surprise to the membership of the ITSA, and he said
they would promise to strive to do their best, so that when the history of the development of legal
metrology in developing countries was written, there would be a whole chapter dedicated to the ITSA
(K)! Mr. Mutibo said that on his own behalf, and on behalf on the Institute’s family he promised not
to disappoint, but to endeavor to play their role to the best of their ability so as to leave a positive
mark on the development of legal metrology on the great continent of Africa. He thanked the
Committee for listening to him.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Mutibo for his excellent presentation, which had not only shown what they
had achieved in Kenya, but that they also showed responsibility for the region and for those countries
that did not yet have the relevant capabilities, laboratories, etc. He said they had noted his request to
obtain further support, which he said they would consider, and he hoped he would finally be able to
support the further activities they were planning and to which they had just been introduced. He
wished him good luck and much success in all his efforts in the future.

Mr. Mutibo thanked Dr. Schwartz, and the Committee gave him a round of applause.

Dr. Schwartz said this presentation had been on last year’s award, and that before moving on they had
the resolution to consider which read:
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“The Committee,

Thanks Mr. Francis Mutibo, representing the Institute of Trade Standards Administration
Kenya. winner of the 2016 OIML Award for excellent achievements in legal metrology in
developing countries for his presentation ..,”

He said he would stop reading at this point, confirmed that there were no abstentions and no “no”
votes, and said that they could pass this resolution by acclamation, and once again thank the
representative from Kenya.

Dr. Schwartz stated that they could now come to this year’s award which was, if he counted correctly,
the ninth Award for excellent achievements in legal metrology in developing countries. 1t was
obviously becoming more and more attractive! The previous year his predecessor, past President Mr.
Mason, had announced that there had been a record number of nominations for this award. This year,
Dr. Schwartz said that although they had perhaps not had a record number of nominations, they had
still received very many, which showed that there was a lot of interest in this award, and the
Committee could see that it gave confidence and helped support activities in CEEMS, some of which
not only take responsibility for their own country, but also for other countries.

This year there had also been outstanding nominations, and indeed they could not agree on just one
winner, so they had agreed to accept two nominations. It was his pleasure to now reveal the secret and
declare that the ninth OIML Award for excellent achievements in legal metrology in developing
countries would go to the Superintendence of Industry and Commerce (SIC), Colombia. Dr. Schwartz
said that SIC had not only been an excellent host, but had also made great efforts towards the
implementation of an effective legal metrology system in Colombia. Rather than wasting many words
on a laudation Dr. Schwartz suggested the Committee take a look at an excellent video clip which had
been submitted by the Superintendence outlining Colombia’s most significant achievements in legal
metrology, but before doing so, he wanted to offer warmest congratulations to the Superintendence of
Industry and Commerce through the Colombian CIML Member, Mr. Alejandro Giraldo Lopez, who
he asked to come up to the podium to accept the award.

Mr. Giraldo Lopez said he was very surprised and very excited with this award. He thanked his team,
and all the staff who helped them to be better every day, and said he wanted to say a special thanks to
other people who had been working with them for a long time, especially Mr. Patoray who since the
first day had helped them in everything that they wanted to do to improve their legal metrology. Mr.
Mason had also been a great friend to Colombia, and had done many things for them, as had Mr.
Johnston, who had been working with them for more than four years. He also wanted to thank Mr.
Arruza Rodriguez, their partner from Latin America, who had been working in these meetings for a
long time. He also wanted to thank the institution that was represented by Dr. Schwartz, the PTB.
They had giving them support for more than forty years to improve their metrology in general, and
now legal metrology, in Colombia. He said he was very happy to receive this award, adding that it
was the result of many years of hard work. He concluded his acceptance by referring to the old saying
that said “a picture was worth more than a thousand words” and he showed the Committee the video
that had been referred to. The video was accompanied by the following commentary:

“The Superintendance of Industry and Commerce, as part of the national system for quality
assurance, is one of the best legal metrology offices in Latin America because they conduct
surveillance activities, regulate, verify, control, innovate, certify and protect.

The legal metrology working group is part of the deputy superintendance for the control and
verification of legal metrology and technical regulations. This working group monitors and
controls the weights and measures of products on the market. To achieve that end, we inspect
measuring instruments such as fuel dispensers and scales. We also check prepacked products.
All equipment and measurement patterns used these in activities are calibrated by the
Colombian national metrology institute in order to guarantee the required traceability. We
are in charge of monitoring critical sectors of the Colombian market such as food, cleaning
products, fuels, liquors, drugs, amongst others.
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Another of our functions is the metrological control of compressed natural gas for vehicles
and other fuel wholesale plants. Thanks to the issuance of law 1512 of 2012, Colombia
ratified the Metre Convention and formalized its membership of the International
Organization of Legal Metrology. Since then we have participated in different events with
metrology authorities from around the world, gathering experience and knowledge that has
allowed us to create and implement a new surveillance model. Thanks to this, the SIC
supervises and controls all measuring instruments subject to metrological control.
Considering this experience, we were able to develop two technical regulations, one for non-
automatic weighing instruments or NAWIs, and the other for fuel dispensers, both of which
were issued in 2016. During their issuance, Colombia adopted the international
Recommendations defined by the OIML. For 2017 it is expected to issue the technical
metrological regulation applicable to evidential breath analyzers, as well as the technical
metrological regulation applicable to electronic taximeters. Considering the lack of
economic, technical and human resources that some metrological control authorities face
when developing their activities, the SIC, in accordance with law, designated “authorized
metrological verification bodies”, or OAVM, its acronym in Spanish to support this entity and
the major offices of municipalities in the metrological verification of measuring instruments.
The OAVMs were selected though a contest in which their technical skills and financial
capacity were evaluated. Once designated, they were required to obtain accreditation from
the Colombian National Accreditation body (ONAC) before starting operations. It should be
noted that the owners of the measuring instruments paid the OAVMs for metrological
verification activities. This enables the SIC to increase metrological verification activities
without incurring any additional costs. Currently OAVMs are consolidating a database with
information on all the measuring instruments that are being used in activities subject to
metrological control. This information will be incorporated into the legal metrology
information system, or SIMEL to use its acronym in Spanish, which is managed by the SIC to
later verify them metrologically and to guarantee accurate measurements for Colombian
consumers and citizens. In the not too distant future, we will consider the designation of
OAVM:s for the verification of the net content of prepacked products, among other purposes.

SIMEL enables an efficient and effective coordination of the metrological control activities
through the processing and administration of measuring instruments data. It also gathers
information about the activities of the OAVMs and the repairers of measuring instruments.
This tool is fundamental to take advantage of the verification activities performed by the
OAVMs since it optimizes the administration of the information. This allows us to focus our
inspection control and surveillance activities on relevant matters and sectors. With the mass
and volume calibration laboratories which were certified by ONAC, we provide technical and
economic support to the major offices in their activities of control weights and measures,
calibrating free of charge all equipment for metrological control.

The legal metrological control in Colombia is in the responsibility of the Superintendance of
Industry and Commerce, and the municipal and district major offices. However, the latter
entities do not have sufficient economic and technical capacity to carry out this work. For all
these reasons, we firmly believe that Colombia deserves the OIML award. It would recognize
the coordinated efforts of different Colombian quality assurance entities in highlighting and
prioritizing the implementation of legal metrological activities for the benefit of Colombian
consumers. Moreover, we believe that Colombia’s experience can motivate other Latin
American countries to implement legal metrology controls which in turn can contribute to the
promotion and development of their economies.”

Dr. Schwartz said he thought everybody in the room would agree that this had been an impressive,
informative, and even inspiring video, which had certainly shown that this OIML award was well
deserved. He congratulated them again and observed he was sure it would be a good model, as well as
an encouragement and a motivation for other countries, as they had just heard on the video. He wished
them success for the future.
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Dr. Schwartz continued that this had been the first award winner but now he wanted to announce the
second one, in fact three, who were the representatives of three institutions which were key players in
the legal metrology system in Malaysia. They were Mr. Osman Bin Zakaria, Senior Director of the
National Metrology Institute of Malaysia (NMIM), secondly Mr. Dato’ Roslan Bin Mahayudin,
Director of the Enforcement Division at the Ministry of Domestic Trade, and the third individual was
Mr. Haji Ibrahim Bin Hamzah, the Executive Chairman of the Metrological Cooperation of Malaysia
(MCM).

Dr. Schwartz said these three institutions had provided a particular model for a developing country
such as Malaysia, and had provided an effective national system for legal metrology focusing on trade
measurements. Malaysia, with its close cooperation between scientific and legal metrology, had made
definite legal metrology interventions for trade, health, safety, and the environment. Winning the
OIML award would certainly be a significant milestone for them, as this further strengthened their
cooperation in the future, and also provided strong motivation for their future involvement with the
OIML. Dr. Schwartz said they had three certificates for the three awards winners, and he would make
sure they were informed and that their certificates reached them. He reiterated that he was looking
forward to hearing their presentation the following year. He congratulated them again.

Concerning medals, there had been no nominations during the current year. With regard to a letter of
appreciation, there had been a last-minute discussion. There had been a candidate that certainly
deserved a letter, but they needed a clear nomination, so he thought this could be given out the
following year. He asked the Committee to consider the draft resolution. He suggested that they just
took note of it, saying that it included the names of the three people from Malaysia he had mentioned,
and asked the Committee to accept this resolution by acclamation.

Dr. Schwartz said this brought them to the last item under this point, the Members of Honor. He said
he wanted to make the proposal to put the respective resolutions on their new Members of Honor, the
Past Presidents Mr. Mason and Mr. Johnston, under this item in the resolution section.

20  Future meetings

20.1 53rd CIML Meeting (2018 — Hamburg, Germany)

Dr. Schwartz asked the Committee to consider the future meetings. He said he had the opportunity to
invite the Committee to Hamburg for the 2018 CIML meeting. He had updated the presentation that
he had shown the Committee the previous year.

Dr. Schwartz said it was his pleasure to invite the Committee to Hamburg. The date had now been
fixed, and would be 8—12 October 2018, almost the same week as the current year. He told delegates
that Hamburg was the second largest city in Germany with almost two million inhabitants, and was
located in the northern part of the country. It had an airport which could be easily reached from many
parts of the world, so it should be easy to come to Hamburg. It had very nice buildings, and he
showed delegates a slide of the old city hall saying that he hoped they would be able to go inside this
very wonderful building. He said they had approached the Mayor of Hamburg as to whether he could
give them a short welcoming address, and he hoped he would accept this invitation.

In the middle of Hamburg there was also a lake called Alster, with attractive old buildings and many
shops, museums and galleries around it, so there were many cultural and shopping possibilities there,
as well as a new building, the philharmonic concert hall. He said Hamburg also had a huge harbor,
and he showed delegates the ships that appeared every year to celebrate the birthday of Hamburg’s
harbor, although he said it was also used by container ships, and in fact was amongst the 20 largest
container ports in the world. From an economic point of view, Hamburg was the center of North
Germany, and he showed delegates a slide of the Airbus production plant and told them that the
Airbus A320 and 380 were assembled in Hamburg.

104









Minutes — 52nd CIML Meeting (Cartagena de Indias, 2017)

22 Review of meeting resolutions

Dr. Schwartz informed the Committee that they would now consider all the resolutions that had
already been voted on and passed, and also those which had not yet been voted on. Before they did so,
he considered there needed to be a roll call to ensure that they still had a quorum, and asked Mr.

Dunmill to carry this out.

Albania
Algeria
Australia
Austria
Belarus
Belgium
Brazil
Bulgaria
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Colombia
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus

Czech Republic

Denmark
Egypt
Finland
France
Germany
Greece
Hungary
India
Indonesia
Iran
Ireland
Israel

Italy

Japan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Korea
Macedonia

Monaco

Not present, proxy given to Croatia
Proxy given to Portugal

Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to Germany
Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to Croatia
Present

Not present, no proxy given

Present

Present

Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to France
Present

Not present, proxy given to Sweden
Not present, proxy given to South Africa
Present

Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to the United Kingdom
Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to Japan
Present

Present

Present

Not present, proxy given to Portugal
Present

Present

Present

Present

Not present, no proxy given

Not present, proxy given to France
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Agenda item 9.2 was “Examination of the budget surplus for the 2013-2016 budget period”, and
resolution 2017/7 read:

“The Committee,

Notes the report on the budget surplus for the 2013-2016 budget period given by the BIML
Director.”

This resolution had been passed earlier in the meeting. There were no further comments.

Agenda item 9.3 had been the “Overview of the arrears of Member States and Corresponding
members”. Mr. Dunmill told delegates that this resolution had not been voted on earlier, and some
changes had been made to it since it had been shown to the Committee on the screen when this agenda
item was under discussion. The revised draft resolution 2017/8 now read:

“The Committee,
Notes the report given by the BIML Director,

Encourages the BIML to continue its efforts to recover outstanding arrears of its Member
States and Corresponding Members,

Requests those Members with arrears to bring their situation up to date as soon as possible,
and

Reminds Member States of their obligation under Article XXVI of the Convention which states
inter alia “Contributions shall be paid at the beginning of the year to the Director of the
Bureau.”

Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments, but there were none.
Resolution no. 2017/8 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Item 9.4 of the agenda had been “Report by the BIML Director on the 2017 budget forecast”, and
resolution 2017/9 read:

“The Committee,
Notes the report on the budget forecast for 2017 given by the BIML Director.”
This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

Mr. Dunmill said that the next agenda item with a resolution had been item 10.3 “Updates by
organizations in liaison”. This resolution, to thank liaison organizations for their presentations, had
not been voted on at the time because the presentations had been split up, and they had been expecting
a further presentation. Draft resolution 2017/10 read:

“The Committee,

Notes the reports made by liaison organizations, and

Thanks their representatives for providing this information to the Committee.”
Mr. Dunmill confirmed there were no comments.

Resolution no. 2017/10 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Moving on to CEEMS activities and agenda item 11.1 “Report by the Advisory Group Chairperson”
Mr. Dunmill said the next resolution had not yet been voted on. Draft resolution 2017/11 read:

“The Committee,

Recalling its resolution no. 2013/9, setting up an Advisory Group to carry out wide
consultation, to seek suggestions and to build up links with other bodies with an interest in
promoting the economic development of countries and economies with emerging metrology
systems,

Notes the oral report on the activities of the Advisory Group, and
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Confirms the outcome of the Advisory Group meeting held on 9 October 2017 as presented by
Mpr. Peter Mason.”

Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments on the wording of this resolution, but there were none.
Resolution no. 2017/11 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

The next agenda item had been 11.2 “Report by the BIML on activities in connection with CEEMS
matters”, and resolution 2017/12 read:

“The Committee,
Notes the report on activities in connection with CEEMS matters given by the BIML.”
This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

Agenda item 11.3 “Report by the BIML Director on the special fund for CEEMS-related activities”
resolution 2017/13 read:

“The Committee,
Notes the oral report given by the BIML on the special fund for CEEMS-related activities.”
This had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

Moving on to agenda item 11.4 “Approval of a new Basic Publication B xx Terms of Reference for
the Advisory Group on matters concerning Countries and Economies with Emerging Metrology
Systems (CEEMS)”. Resolution 2017/14 read:

“The Committee,
Noting the comments made by its Members,

Approves the Final Draft Basic Publication B 19 Terms of Reference for the Advisory Group
on matters concerning Countries and Economies with Emerging Metrology Systems
(CEEMS).”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.
There was also a draft resolution, 2017/15, under this item which had not yet been passed, which read:
“The Committee,

Noting the nomination of a candidate from the CEEMS Advisory Group for the position of AG
Vice-chairperson,

Having regard to clause 2 of B 19 Terms of Reference for the Advisory Group on matters
concerning Countries and Economies with Emerging Metrology Systems (CEEMS),

Noting the comments made by its Members,

Appoints Mr. Peter Mason as the Vice-chairperson of the Advisory Group for a three-year
term.”

Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments, but there were none.
Resolution no. 2017/15 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Moving on to agenda item 12.2 “Approval of the revision of B 6 Directives for OIML technical
work”, draft resolution 2017/16 read:

“The Committee,

Noting the comments made by its Members,

Thanks the Project Group, the Drafting Teams, and the convener of the Project Group,
Approves the Final Draft revision of OIML B 6 Directives for OIML technical work, and
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Requests the Presidential Council to evaluate, after an appropriate period (3—5 years) and in
the light of experience gained, how well the Directives for OIML technical work are meeting
the objectives of the Organization (e.g. speeding up the technical work, increasing
participation) and to report back to the CIML.”

Mr. Dunmill informed the Committee that this resolution had not yet been passed. He asked if there
were any comments on the wording of it. There were no comments.

Resolution no. 2017/16 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Moving on to agenda item 13 “Development, revision and amendment of OIML Basic Publications”,
draft resolution 2017/17 read:

“The Committee,

Noting the discussions of the project group on the revision of OIML B 6:2013 Directives for
OIML technical work, and the recommendations of its President,

Noting the comments made by its members on the note prepared by its President,

Confirms that the rules set out in OIML B 6 shall only apply to the development, revision, or
amendment of OIML Basic Publications, if the CIML so decides for a particular publication.

Requests that any future proposals for the development, revision, or amendment of OIML
Basic Publications should take the form of a project proposal submitted to the Committee for
approval.

Requests that such proposals set out clearly:

e the proposed convenership;
the arrangements for appointing members of a Project Group to supervise the
development;

o the timetable to be followed by the project, which should allow for timely consultation
of the project convener with the entire Project Group on all substantive matters, and
should include the various stages of decision making by the Project Group and by the
CIML, and

e the voting and administrative arrangements (which shall follow the provisions of
B 6.1 as closely as possible).”

This was a resolution that had not yet been voted on.
Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments.

Mr. Mason said that, to be pedantic, the actual presentation had been made after the Presidency had
changed, so he thought that where the two references to “President” were inserted, it should actually
read “Chair of the Project Group”, which was the formulation that had been used in the previous
resolution.

Mr. Patoray suggested they could use the wording “Convener of the Project Group”.

Mr. Mason said the phrase “Chair of the Project Group” had been used in the previous resolution,
though if they wanted to say “Convener” in both, then that would be fine.

The wording was changed in accordance with this request.

Dr. Schwartz added that in the second paragraph, where it should read “noting the comments made by
its members on the note prepared by the convener of the Project Group”, and here he pointed out that
he was also being very pedantic, it was missing the word “the”.

Dr. Schwartz asked Mr. Dunmill to scroll down the screen to the last bullet. He wondered whether
they actually needed the brackets in the last bullet at all. He proposed they were deleted.
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Mr. Mason added that when he had seen this, he had remembered, having regard to an earlier
discussion about the significance of “should” and ‘“shall”, that this bullet ought to use “should”
instead of “shall”.

Mr. Dunmill said he had just noticed the previous bullet should read “timely consultation by the
project convener”.

Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any further comments on the wording after the corrections were
made. There were no further comments.

Resolution no. 2017/17 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

Mr. Dunmill asked that the Committee moved on to the approval of the revision of B 18. However
before he could continue there was an intervention from Mr. Valkeapaa.

Mr. Valkeapia said that he was fully aware that it was not the normal procedure to go back to a
document but he wanted to ask for a small amendment to the last sentence of 5.2 in the document
itself. He would like it made absolutely clear in this place what the roles of the legal metrology expert
and the lead assessor were, because as far as he was concerned it had not been mentioned anywhere
else in the document other than at the beginning, where all the terms were explained. This document
was the framework of the system, so he thought it would improve the quality of the document if they
amended this part. He added that he had nothing to comment on regarding the resolution.

Mr. Dunmill asked Mr. Valkeapia to clarify which document he was referring to.

Mr. Valkeapéda said his suggestion had been to change slightly or amend clause 5.2 in the Final Draft
revision of B 18. He said that the last sentence should include clearly the roles of the technical expert
and the lead assessor. As far as he was concerned these roles were not mentioned anywhere else in the
document other than in clause 3, “Terminology and abbreviations”. He thought it was the very
essence of the document that these legal metrology experts and lead assessors had special roles, as
these would have be approved by the MC. In accreditation, this was not the normal procedure, and it
was an external body which suggested who should be the technical assessor or the technical expert in
this case.

Dr. Schwartz remarked that if he understood Mr. Valkeapda correctly this would be a proposal to
further amend B 18 itself.

Mr. Valkeapia stated that he was fully aware that this was not normal procedure but he still wanted to
make this request.

Dr. Schwartz replied that he understood, but his proposal would be that this was recorded in the
minutes. He said there were certain to be other improvements which would require revisions at some
next point in time, so he thought that rather than looking at the document again now, they should keep
his comment on record and reconsider it when they carried out the next revision. He hoped that Mr.
Valkeapda could accept that and he hoped that it was not such a shortcoming that meant that they
could not live with B 18 as it had been approved already.

Mr. Valkeapia accepted this but repeated that it was only mentioned in the Operational Document and
he thought it should be mentioned in the main framework document, however he accepted Dr.
Schwartz’s proposal.

Dr. Schwartz said they would forward his comment to the Management Committee Chairperson, so
that he could take care of the proper wording in whatever document was considered appropriate by
the Management Committee.
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Mr. Dunmill asked the Committee to consider resolution 2017/18 itself, which read:
“The Committee,
Recalling its Resolution no. 2016/17,
Noting the report of the Chairperson of the provisional Management Committee (prMC),

Approves the Final Draft revision of OIML B 18 Framework for the OIML Certification
System (OIML CS).”

Mr. Dunmill told the Committee they had already passed this resolution. There were no further
comments.

The next resolution, 2017/19, had also been passed earlier. He asked if anyone had any comments on
it, but there were none.

Similarly resolution 2017/20 on the putting into place of the OIML-CS had already been passed. He
asked if there were any comments. There were none,

Resolution 2017/21 was also a long resolution on the OIML-CS. This resolution had already been
passed earlier. There were no further comments on it.

Resolution 2017/22 concerning agenda item 14.3 “Appointment of the Management Committee
Chairperson and Deputy Chairperson” had already been passed. It read:

“The Committee,

Noting the nominations of candidates from the prMC for the positions of Management
Committee (MC) Chairperson and Deputy Chairperson,

Having regard to section 4.2.5 of OIML-CS Operational Document OD-01 Edition I,
Noting the comments made by its members,

Appoints Mr. Cock QOosterman as MC Chairperson and Mr. Bill Loizides as MC Deputy
Chairperson.”

Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments on this. There were none.

Agenda item 14.4 had been “Appointment of the Board of Appeal Chairperson and Members”, and
resolution 2017/23 read:

“The Committee,

Noting the report of the Chairperson of the provisional Management Committee (prMC),
Having regard to section 4.2 of OIML-CS Procedural Document PD-01 Edition 1,
Noting the comments made by its members,

Appoints Mrs. Corinne Lagauterie, Mr. Thomas Madzivhe, Mr. Sergey Golubev and Dr.
Yukinobu Miki as members of the Board of Appeal (BoA) and Dr. Roman Schwartz as BoA
Chairperson.”

This resolution had been passed earlier; there were no comments.

The last agenda item on the OIML-CS, 14.5, had been “Proposal for a new project to develop a new
Basic Publication on the use of the OIML and OIML-CS logos”. Resolution 2017/24 read:

“The Committee,

Approves as a new project under the responsibility of the BIML, the development of a new
Basic Publication Rules for the use of the OIML and OIML-CS logos, to be conducted as

specified in the project proposal provided in Addendum 14.5 to the working document for this
meeting.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.
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Mr. Dunmill moved on to the technical activities, the approval of Final Draft Recommendations and
Documents. Resolution 2017/25 read:

“The Committee,

Approves the following Final Draft Recommendations:

. Revision of R 60 Metrological regulation for load cells;
. Revision of R 61 Automatic gravimetric filling instruments,
. Revision of R 80 Road and rail tankers with level gauging.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

The next resolution had not already been voted on, and concerned the new OIML Document on the
“Surveillance of utility meters in service on the basis of sampling inspections”.

Mr. Dunmill asked Dr. Schwartz to comment on it.

Dr. Schwartz said that as he had explained the previous day, the respective Final Draft Document had
only been circulated two weeks prior to the current meeting, so if Committee Members did not feel in
a position to vote on it, this was a very valid position.

He explained that they had encountered a difficult situation. Germany had been responsible for this
project for about ten years. It had been a very difficult project because the convener, Mr. Hartmut
Apel, had passed away, and they had done the best they could to arrive at a compromise, which had
unfortunately only been presented to the CIML two weeks before the meeting, for which he
apologized. Nevertheless, they had considered all the comments submitted by countries that had voted
“no”, or which had abstained, and as he had explained the previous day, Germany, as the convener,
suggested that they include six comments which were considered more or less editorial.

The Final Draft Document which delegates would have found on their tables that morning included
these editorial changes in addition to those that had been submitted before. They therefore had the
Final Draft Document to vote on, if of course they agreed to a vote. He stressed that from Germany’s
point of view, this Final Draft Document was the best compromise which could be achieved. If the
Committee decided to approve it, he would be very happy, as there would then be something which,
although far from being perfect, they could work with for now, and then create a new project to
improve upon it. He asked if there were any comments and requested Mr. Dunmill to put the draft up
on the screen, saying that they would take a quick look at the Document as it had also been distributed
in hard copy. He asked Mr. Dunmill to scroll through the Document to indicate the editorial changes.

Mr. Dixon drew attention to what he had said the day before: Five of the changes had been in the
FDD that had been posted on the OIML website two weeks prior to the meeting, and the only new
change was in section 8.4.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Dixon for this clarification. The only comment that they had taken into
consideration later had been the one from the UK addressing the traceability of the calibrated
equipment which was used to test and assemble the utility meters. They had included this comment
because it had been crucial for the UK and also for other countries. He considered that since it was
obvious that the test equipment which is used needs to be calibrated and traceable to national
international standards, he could see no reason to refuse this valid proposal and so to reach the best
possible compromise under these difficult circumstances. This was the only text that had been
changed compared to the Document the Committee had received two weeks prior to the meeting.

Mr. Valkeapia said he fully agreed with what Dr. Schwartz had said in the introduction, that although
this Document was not of the best possible quality, they should publish it now. He said he had two
comments. One concerned the new addition. Regarding traceability, he said it was now written that
the test facilities will use calibrated equipment. He wondered why they had used the word “will”
whereas the word “shall” had been used in many other cases, and he would prefer a different word to
“will”. His second point was that he would like to propose that this would not be published as a
Document at all, but rather as a Guide. He therefore supported the idea that a new Project Group be
nominated to continue the work.
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Dr. Schwartz asked if the UK would agree to the word “will” being changed to “shall”.

Mr. Mason said that the colleague to his right had already just pointed out the same issue, and he had
been intending to pursue this as an editorial point, so he fully supported the comment made by
Finland. Although this sentence was being put forward in order to meet their identified difficulties,
they thought that others may face the same difficulties in a similar situation. He added that from their
point of view, either a Document or a Guide without this sentence would be something they would not
be happy with. Equally, they would be happy with a Document or a Guide that included this
clarification.

Dr. Ehrlich said the USA had voted “no” all along on this Document, but recognizing Dr. Schwartz’s
desire to move this forward, they were prepared to abstain, although they would also be supportive of
the suggestion from Finland to make it a Guide instead of a Document. He stressed that for the record,
the USA still had concerns about the process that had been used to develop this Document to this
point. The issues were about editorial versus non-editorial changes, the change of scope, and they also
felt that, as others had said, there was still considerable room for additional consensus to be achieved,
so they hoped that this would happen in the near future regardless of whether this became a Document
or a Guide.

Mr. Teunisse supported the USA’s view on the development of this FDD. He observed that the
development process had not been as it should be for several reasons, and thought that as a
consequence, the outcome (and he added that Dr. Schwartz had articulated this) was not really what
could have been expected. He indicated that in the near future, this Document could be optimized and
also that with all the drafting, the BIML would be able to use its abilities to comment at an early point
and to indicate to conveners the drafting process rules laid down in B 6-1 and B 6-2, which would, in
their opinion, be helpful to not only the convener but also to all those involved in the work.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Teunisse and asked whether from this he could take it that the Netherlands
supported this becoming a Document or a Guide at the moment.

Mr. Teunisse said that for the time being they would abstain, but would also support the comment
made by Finland.

Dr. Schwartz clarified that this would mean they would prefer that this be published as a Guide rather
than a Document. Dr. Schwartz summarized that this was now the major question. He noticed there
was another comment.

Mr. Loizides said they concurred with their colleagues from the USA and the Netherlands in regard to
the consensus on the scope and the contents.

However, he wanted clarification from the convener about immediately going into revision of the
Document after this meeting. He asked if this was correct.

Dr. Schwartz said that this was the not the case.

Mr. Loizides corrected himself, saying that he had understood that a revision might be started next
year rather than immediately.

Dr. Schwartz replied that, to make it very clear, they would like to conclude this project by having it
approved and published, either as a Document or as a Guide. Their proposal had been that if no
consensus could be reached to have this approved as a Document then they would accept it being a
Guide, but they would like to have it approved and published and then have some time to experience
the publication in action. Only then would they propose creating a new project, maybe at the next
CIML meeting, if there was support for another project. They definitely wanted to disband the current
Project Group as it had been working for ten years now, with various changes of convener, and to be
honest Germany would be happy to give up the convenership.

Mr. Loizides thanked Dr. Schwartz for the clarification.

Mrs. Lagauterie said that, as with the last vote, she was going to vote “yes” for the Document, but she
wished to record that they were not completely in agreement with the contents of this Document, and
during the previous votes they had voted “no” and made lots of comments, which had been refused,
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the reason given being that there was now a phrase at the beginning of the Document that declared it
was designed for countries where there were no existing regulations. Nevertheless, she supported the
proposal that a new project should be started for this Document as rapidly as possible. Above all, if
this was one day to become a Recommendation, they could not accept it in its current form.

Mr. Dixit drew attention to 8.4 “test facilities will or shall use calibrated equipment traceable to
national and international standards”. He questioned this because they would be calibrated only to
national standards, which would in turn be calibrated to international standards. He asked whether it
would be useful to write “as agreed with the supervising authorities that should only be traceable to
the national standards.”

Dr. Schwartz replied that this paragraph just said “national and international standards” because the
national standards should always be traceable to the next higher level which was the international
standards. He said he saw no problem with this wording.

Mr. Dixit judged that this created some confusion that there should be traceability both at national as
well as the international standards.

Dr. Schwartz said this comment had been made by the UK.

Mr. Mason clarified what had been behind this wording. The normal situation would be exactly as Mr.
Dixit had indicated, i.e. that they would expect traceability to the national standards. These were
physical standards they were talking about, and those national standards would be determined by a
supervising authority. He thought the reason for also using “international standards” in this was to
recognize that, in some cases and in some authorities in some jurisdictions, there were no national
standards and therefore in those circumstances, the traceability would be directly to an international
standard.

Dr. Schwartz added that this was also a common term used in D 1, so it had just been taken from there
as a kind of standard term.

Ms. Hansson (Sweden) said they fully supported the proposal from Finland, and they believed that a
Guide would be a good form for this publication since one of their issues on abstaining was that there
were requirements on the procedures which did not fit the legal system in Sweden. She continued that
she felt that a Guide would therefore be better for this.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Ms. Hansson.

Mr. Madzivhe said it was also South Africa’s view that it would be acceptable if this was to be
adopted as a Guide.

Mr. Edelmaier would also support publishing it as a Guide.

Dr. Schwartz summarized what he sensed from the comments. He saw the CIML’s willingness to vote
on this Document even though it had been distributed at rather short notice. However, the majority
preferred to have it approved (if they had a majority) as a Guide rather than as a Document. The
proposal from the convener had been that, although a Guide would not normally need the approval of
the Committee, in this exceptional case, since it had not been clear from the beginning whether they
would go for a vote on a Document or on a Guide, the Committee should be given the opportunity to
vote on it. He pointed out that they had already addressed this in the proposal. He commented that, as
President, he would have a hard time saying that it should be published without knowing that it had
the support of the majority of the Committee. Since it was not forbidden to vote on a Draft Guide, he
suggested that they voted, which was something peculiar, but on the other hand this was an important
publication, and they had had a lot of discussion. He would be happy if he had the support of the
majority of the Committee before it was published. There were no objections. He therefore suggested
that they voted on the Final Draft Guide, which would include the comment from the UK with the
small editorial change from “will” to “shall”.

Mr. Mason wanted to clarify that what they were being asked to do was to vote on what he suggested
could be called a “publication”, and they were being asked to approve whether they were prepared to
see this published as a Guide. He submitted it would be very important to have those words of the
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screen when they were voting. He also thought they may very well want to ask the Committee to
request the President to authorize this as a Guide. He considered this was a perfectly proper way in
which the Committee could express its view, but it would still be within the scope of OIML B 6,
which was that the President approved a Guide.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Mason for his proposal and confirmed he intended to follow it. He said
they just had to sort out the proper wording for the resolution.

Mr. Dunmill asked Mr. Mason what he had suggested the Committee did before it invited the
President to approve the Guide.

Mr. Mason responded that, bearing in mind that this was a very unusual situation, the resolution
should certainly first of all make reference to the fact that they had made comments, so there should
be something in it that said “notes the comments of its Members on the Final Draft Document”, and
then that could be followed by the existing bullet, because that was what they had been commenting
on. The next line “Approves the Final Draft Document” could be deleted.

There was a comment by Mr. Richter off the microphone which suggested they did not call it a “Final
Draft Document”.

Mr. Mason did not agree with this. He maintained it was a Draft Document because that was what had
been in front to the Committee. It should then, as a second line, say “Requests its President to approve
the publication of a Guide based on this Draft as amended.”

EEINT3

Dr. Schwartz observed that he would even add “expects” or “expresses its expectation” “that a new
project would be started as soon as possible with a view to further improving the Document” or
similar wording, because he had sensed there had been a request from many Committee Members to
reconsider this Guide and further improve it in the framework of a new project. He said they should
also address this request.

Mr. Mason suggested that the way to achieve this was actually to make this request to the secretariat.
He confirmed that, as they knew, the Project Group would be wound up, but there would still be a
secretariat for the relevant TC, which could make a proposal at the next CIML meeting. He
considered that they could not just “express an expectation”, but that they had to do something more
concrete than this. The best they could do was to ask the TC to come forward with a proposal. He
went on to say that he had avoided making reference to this so far because he did not think they could
yet commit, but the UK was prepared to consider a request to take on the convenership of a project to
further improve this publication.

Dr. Schwartz thanked Mr. Mason.
Mr. Dixon stated that TC 3/SC 4 was responsible for this project.

The amended wording was completed and Dr. Schwartz asked Mr. Dunmill to read it out. Mr.
Dunmill said that draft resolution number 26 now read:

“The Committee,

Noting the comments made by its members on the Final Draft Document Surveillance of
utility meters in service on the basis of sampling inspections, as amended,

Requests its President to approve the publication of this Final Draft, as amended, as an
OIML Guide, and

Requests the secretariat of TC 3/SC 4 to make a proposal to the 53rd CIML concerning the
further improvement of this publication”

Mr. Richter said he would prefer that the first line did not use the term “Final Draft Document”,
although he believed this was the term indicated in OIML B 6.

Dr. Schwartz confirmed that he understood his point, and proposed that they simply said “Final
Draft”. He said this was probably not one hundred percent in line with OIML B 6, but it had been
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submitted as a Final Draft Document and they should probably stick to what had been submitted. Dr.
Schwartz observed that he could see there was strong support from the Past President.

Mr. Mason confirmed that what they had been looking at had been a “Final Draft Document” so he
did not think there was anything wrong with the drafting of this resolution, and indeed any change
was potentially more misleading for someone who was then trying to understand the process that they
had gone through. He insisted they had looked at something that had been submitted as a Final Draft
Document but if they passed this resolution, they indicated that they had decided not to proceed with
it as a Final Draft Document, but that did not stop its having been a Final Draft Document when they
had looked at it.

Dr. Schwartz verified that there were no further comments. He requested that they now vote on this
resolution.

Resolution no. 2017/26 was passed with two abstentions (Poland and the USA) and no votes against.

Dr. Schwartz said they could now move onto the next draft resolution which concerned 15.1.2, the
approval of new projects. Mr. Dunmill said that the first of these had been resolution 2017/27, which
read:

“The Committee,

Approves as a new project, under the responsibility of the CEEMS Advisory Group, the
revision of OIML D 1:2012 Considerations for a Law on Metrology, to be conducted as
specified in the project proposal provided in Addendum 15.1.2.1 to the working document for
this meeting.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

The next resolution had not yet been adopted because some changes had been needed to the wording.
This was draft resolution 2017/28 concerning the revision of D 2, and Dr. Schwartz read:

“The Committee,

Approves as a new project in TC 2 Units of measurement the revision of OIML D 2:2007
Legal units of measurement, to be conducted as specified in the project proposal provided in
Addendum 15.1.2.2 to the working document for this meeting as soon as the CIPM makes an
appropriate recommendation to the CGPM.”

Mr. Dunmill asked if there were any comments of the wording of this resolution. There were no
further comments.

Resolution no. 2017/28 was passed with no abstentions or votes against.

The next item for which there had been a resolution had been 15.4 “Update on the revision of the
Systéme international d’unités (SI)”. Resolution 2017/29 read:

“The Committee,
Noting the oral report on developments in the Consultative Committee for Units,
Recalls and reconfirms resolution no. 23 of its 47th Meeting in 2012.”
This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.
Moving on to the election of the CIML President, resolution 2017/30 read:
“The Committee,
Noting the procedure for the election of the CIML President in OIML B 14:2013,

Selects Dr. Roman Schwartz as its President for a six-year term with immediate effect.

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.
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The decision on the new BIML Assistant Director, resolution 2017/31 read:
“The Committee,

Having regard to clause 4 of OIML B 13:2004 Procedure for the appointment of the BIML
Director and Assistant Directors,

Noting the report by the Chairperson of the Selection Committee established under
Resolution 2016/4 of the 51st CIML Meeting,

Noting the comments made by its Members,

Appoints Mr. Paul Dixon as BIML Assistant Director.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

The next resolution (no. 2017/32), which had been passed earlier, concerned the renewal of Mr.
Dunmill’s contract. There were no further comments on it. It read:

“The Committee,

Having regard to section 7.2.2 of OIML B 7:2013 BIML Staff regulations, section 2, first
paragraph and section 4, first bullet point, of OIML B 13:2004 Procedure for the
appointment of the BIML Director and Assistant Directors,

Considering that the term of appointment of Mr. lan Dunmill, BIML Assistant Director,
expires on 15 March 2019,

Considering the proposal made by its President and Vice-Presidents,
Noting the comments made by its Members,

Expresses its expectation that it will resolve to renew the appointment of Mr. lan Dunmill as
BIML Assistant Director for a fixed term of up to five years at its meeting in 2018, and

Resolves not to appoint a Selection Committee under section 3 of OIML B 13:2004.”

The presentation of the awards was covered in resolution 2017/33, which they had passed that
morning by acclamation, and it read

“The Committee,

Thanks Mr. Francis Mutibo, representing the Institute of Trade Standards Administration,
Kenya, winner of the 2016 OIML Award for Excellent Achievements in Legal Metrology in
Developing Countries, for his presentation, and

Congratulates this year’s recipients of the OIML Award for Excellent Achievements in Legal
Metrology in Developing Countries:

From Colombia:

*  Superintendencia de Industria y Comercio

From Malaysia:

* Dr. Osman Bin Zakaria
Senior Director, National Metrology Institute of Malaysia (NMIM)
* Dato’ Roslan Bin Mahayudin
Director of Enforcement Division, Ministry of Domestic Trade, Co-operatives and
Consumerism
* Haji Ibrahim Bin Hamzah
Chairman Executive, Metrology Corporation Malaysia Sdn. Bhd. (MCM)
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Moving on to resolution 2017/34, this read:
“The Committee,

Noting the intention of its President to retire from the United Kingdom government service,
and thus resign as the CIML Member for the United Kingdom,

Decides to award Mr. Peter Mason the title of Member of Honor, in recognition of his work
for the OIML as President of the Committee, to take effect on his resignation from the
Committee.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.
Resolution 2017/35 read:
“The Committee,

Noting the intention of its Member for Canada to retire from the Canadian government
service, and thus resign as the Member for Canada,

Decides to award Mr. Alan Johnston the title of Member of Honor, in recognition of his work
for the OIML over a period of 23 years and his service, both as President of the Committee
and a member of the Presidential Council, to take effect on his resignation from the
Committee.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.
The final resolution, 2017/36 read:
“The Committee,

Notes the additional information provided on the organization of the 53rd CIML Meeting in
Hamburg, Germany in 2018, and

Instructs the Bureau to make the necessary arrangements to organize the 53rd CIML Meeting
in 2018.”

This resolution had been passed earlier. There were no further comments.

Mr. Dunmill said that completed the resolutions taken during the 52nd CIML meeting.

Concluding remarks

Dr. Schwartz said that concluded the review of the resolutions, and that there were no other items on
the agenda.

This meant they were coming to the end of this meeting and it was time for some closing remarks
before they broke for lunch and the host reception later that day, which they were especially looking
forward to.

Dr. Schwartz told the Committee Members that he wanted to thank them very much for their
participation. He knew it had been difficult for some of them to travel to Colombia, and some had
arrived late, but there had finally been an excellent level of participation, which may have been a
record as regards Member States being present. He hoped they would agree that it had also been a
very good and productive meeting again.

For himself, he observed that it had been a real pleasure to discover the excellent hospitality, as well
as the friendly and kind people in Colombia. He said he had had the opportunity to enjoy some free
days before the meeting, and had enjoyed the beautiful landscape and seen some interesting places.
He said that personally he had really enjoyed his time there, so first of all he wanted to thank their
hosts. He gave the floor over to Mr. Giraldo Lopez.

Mr. Giraldo Lopez wanted to thank everyone who had come. His second announcement was that the
buses would be leaving at 7pm from in front of the lobby of the Casa de Playa Hotel. He added that
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everyone was invited, including accompanying persons. He said they were going to have a magical
dinner with a tropical band, so everyone should “prepare their feet”!

Mr. Dunmill added that he had also been told by Mr. Giraldo Lopez that they should dress lightly and
casually for the evening, as the dinner would take place somewhere warm.

Dr. Schwartz added that the buses were leaving at 7pm which meant they should be there 10 minutes
earlier.

Mrs. Lagauterie wanted to thank the President for the phrases he had spoken in French, which she
considered had been a good sign. She also wanted to thank the interpreters, who had done a
remarkable job in conditions that had not always been easy.

Dr. Schwartz asked that the Committee showed their thanks to the interpreters with a round of
applause.

He said that the meeting had also shown that the organization was doing its job in an efficient, well-
ordered way, and he would like to add that as always, this was possible only because of the
contributions of both active CIML Members as well as staff members from the BIML.

First of all was BIML Director Mr. Patoray, and now he could say the two Assistant Directors, Mr.
Dunmill and the new Assistant Director, Mr. Dixon, whom he wanted to congratulate once more on
his appointment. He said there was also Mr. Mussio, who had given some presentations.

These were the staff who had contributed directly to the discussions, but there were also many staff
who had been working in the background. First of all he wanted to mention Mrs. Saint-Germain, who
always took care that the organization of the CIML meeting was more than perfect. She took care of
the proxies, and especially the participation sheets, so that they reached the quorum, which was not
always easy and required a lot of effort but he also wanted to thank her for taking care that they were
so well supported before and during the meeting.

He said that the other staff that worked in the background were also very much appreciated, as they
were also responsible for ensuring that everything ran smoothly. He thanked the Committee again for
supporting his candidacy for CIML President, and said he was really looking forward to working with
them all in the future in the best interests of the Organization, together with the acting First Vice-
President. He said he was also grateful for the very smooth hand-over of the presidency during this
meeting, which brought him to his last thank you. Without mentioning in detail all the contributions
made by the past President, Mr. Mason, and all the achievements of the Organization during his
Presidency, he would like to express, on behalf of all Committee Members, his sincere thanks for all
the work he had done over the past seven years, and his excellent leadership and commitment to the
Organization, which had really motivated them to invest their time and resources into the
Organization. Dr. Schwartz said it was not an award, but he asked Mr. Mason to come forward as he
said he had a small present for him from the Presidential Council.

Mr. Mason came forward and took the gift: Dr. Schwartz announced that it was a book about New
Zealand. He said that inside he would also find inside a card with good wishes from the Presidential
Council members and the Bureau staff. He also gave his best wishes for the future as Past President.

Mr. Mason said he would say one final word of thanks, and actually mention something he had
avoided mentioning up to now, just in case someone said “is that all he did”! Since he had been
elected seven years ago, he had counted up the number of countries he had visited on an official basis,
not always as CIML President, and very definitely not always paid for by the OIML, and it had come
to 30. That was 30 of the Organization’s Member States and Corresponding Members, and he would
like to acknowledge the hospitality that he had received, not just from Committee Members
themselves and their predecessors, but also from their administrations during that time. He thought
that the reference to New Zealand prompted him to recollect that particular visit, which had been a
wonderful one, but also many of the other visits that had been possible. There was a regret that very
rarely had he been able to stay long enough to see very much of the countries he had visited, but it had
been wonderful to be able to meet so many Members in their home environments, and to see how they
implemented legal metrology in their own jurisdictions. He believed that he was still potentially
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eligible, as a Member of Honor, and as Vice-Chair of the Advisory Group, to perhaps occasionally
come and see some of them, and if he did so he would very much look forward to it.

Dr. Schwartz said he wanted to thank everybody once more for having made this meeting so
successful. He wished everybody a safe journey home and looked forward to seeing everybody in
Hamburg the following year, but first of all he hoped to see them all that evening at the host county
reception.

He declared the 52nd CIML Meeting closed.

ks

ok
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