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PUNTO 6 DEL ORDEN DEL DÍA:	REGLAMENTO TÉCNICO Y OTRAS DECISIONES DE CARÁCTER TÉCNICO
Punto 6.4 del orden del día:	Comité Permanente de Proceso de Datos para la Modelización y Predicción Aplicadas del Sistema Tierra (SC-ESMP)
[bookmark: _APPENDIX_A:_]Elaboración de una nueva versión de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos (OMM-Nº 305).

	RESUMEN
[Aplicable a las resoluciones, decisiones y recomendaciones]

	Documento presentado por: el presidente del Comité Permanente de Proceso de Datos para la Modelización y Predicción Aplicadas del Sistema Tierra (SC-ESMP).
Objetivo estratégico para el período 2020-2023: 2.3 Acceso a los productos numéricos de análisis y predicción del sistema Tierra y utilización de los mismos en todas las escalas temporales y espaciales mediante el Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción sin Discontinuidad de la Organización Meteorológica Mundial.
Consecuencias financieras y administrativas: dentro de los parámetros del Plan Estratégico y del Plan de Funcionamiento de la OMM para 2020-2023, se pondrán de manifiesto en el Plan Estratégico y en el Plan de Funcionamiento de la OMM para 2024-2027.
Principales responsables de la ejecución: la INFCOM, en consulta con la SERCOM.
Cronograma: 2023.
Medida prevista: examinar el proyecto de decisión propuesto.
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[bookmark: _DRAFT_RESOLUTION_4.2/1_(EC-64)_-_PU][bookmark: _DRAFT_RESOLUTION_X.X/1][bookmark: _Toc319327010][bookmark: Text6]Proyecto de Recomendación 6.4(3)/1 (INFCOM-2)
[bookmark: _Title_of_the]Establecimiento del proceso de examen del cumplimiento de los Centros Meteorológicos Regionales Especializados (CMRE)
LA COMISIÓN DE OBSERVACIONES, INFRAESTRUCTURA Y SISTEMAS DE INFORMACIÓN,
Recordando:
1)	la Resolución 18 (EC-69) - Versión revisada del Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485), en la que se pide que se establezca una serie de normas de funcionamiento para la vigilancia de los centros del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (GDPFS), así como que se disponga y mantenga un examen continuo de esos centros;
2)	la Resolución 58 (Cg-18) - Marco de colaboración para el futuro Sistema Mundial Integrado de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción sin Discontinuidad, en la que se pide que se vele por la ejecución del GDPFS sin discontinuidad en relación con el Sistema de Gestión de la Calidad de la OMM;
Reafirmando que el Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMMNº 485) fue revisado a fondo en 2017, teniendo en cuenta el principio de gestión de la calidad para garantizar el aseguramiento de la calidad y las medidas de gestión relativas al GDPFS, así como su sostenibilidad en el contexto del Marco de gestión de la calidad (MGC) de la OMM,
Teniendo en cuenta:
1)	la Resolución 57 (Cg-18) - Sistema de Información de la OMM: Enmiendas al Reglamento Técnico y enfoque de ejecución de la versión 2.0 del Sistema de Información de la OMM, que incorporó el proceso genérico de auditoría como proceso de certificación de los centros operativos de la OMM;
2)	que el Equipo de Expertos sobre Auditoría y Certificación (ET-AC), dependiente del Comité Permanente de Gestión y Tecnología de la Información (SC-IMT), se encarga de la coordinación y el funcionamiento del proceso genérico de auditoría;
3)	que es difícil garantizar los recursos necesarios para examinar el cumplimiento por parte de todos los CMRE mediante el proceso genérico de auditoría ya que, desde 2022, la cantidad de CMRE es superior a 120;
Tomando nota, además, de que un equipo especial del Comité Permanente de Proceso de Datos para la Modelización y Predicción Aplicadas del Sistema Terrestre (SC-ESMP) elaboró, en estrecha colaboración con el Equipo de Expertos sobre Auditoría y Certificación (ET-AC), el proceso de examen del cumplimiento relativo a los CMRE adoptando un enfoque de auditoría en dos etapas,
Habiendo examinado la Guía sobre el proceso de examen del cumplimiento relativo a los CMRE que figura en el anexo al proyecto de Resolución ##1 (EC-76),
Hace suyo el proceso de examen del cumplimiento relativo a los CMRE conforme a lo establecido en el anexo al proyecto de Resolución ##/1 (EC-76),
Recomienda al Consejo Ejecutivo que adopte el establecimiento del proceso del examen del cumplimiento relativo a los CMRE mediante el proyecto de resolución que figura en el anexo a la presente recomendación.
______________
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Proyecto de Resolución ##/1 (EC-76)
Establecimiento del proceso de examen del cumplimiento relativo a los Centros Meteorológicos Regionales Especializados (CMRE)
EL CONSEJO EJECUTIVO,
Recordando:
1)	la Resolución 18 (EC-69) - Versión revisada del Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485);
2)	la Resolución 57 (Cg-18) – Sistema de Información de la OMM: Enmiendas al Reglamento Técnico y enfoque de ejecución de la versión 2.0 del Sistema de Información de la OMM;
3)	Resolución 58 (Cg-18) — Marco de colaboración para el futuro Sistema Mundial Integrado de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción sin Discontinuidad; 
Habiendo examinado la Recomendación 6.4(3)/1 (INFCOM-2) - Establecimiento del proceso de examen del cumplimiento relativo a los Centros Meteorológicos Regionales Especializados (CMRE),
Habiendo dado su conformidad a la Guía sobre el proceso de examen del cumplimiento de los CMRE que figura en el anexo a la presente Resolución,
Insta a los Miembros que acogen a los CMRE a que comprueben si estos cumplen todos los requisitos establecidos en el Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485),
Pide a la Comisión de Observaciones, Infraestructura y Sistemas de Información (INFCOM) que, en estrecha colaboración con la Comisión de Aplicaciones y Servicios Meteorológicos, Climáticos, Hidrológicos y Medioambientales Conexos (SERCOM) y los CMRE [Secretaría], lleve a cabo la primera ronda del examen del cumplimiento relativo a todos los CMRE antes del Vigésimo Congreso Meteorológico Mundial, que se celebrará en 2027,
Pide al Secretario General: 
1)	que tome las disposiciones necesarias para insertar la Guía sobre el proceso de examen del cumplimiento relativo a los CMRE en la nueva versión de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos (SMPD) (OMM-Nº 305), de conformidad con lo establecido en el anexo al proyecto de Resolución ## 2 (EC-76).;
2)	que apoye al Comité Permanente de Proceso de Datos para la Modelización y Predicción Aplicadas del Sistema Terrestre (SC-ESMP) y a los grupos de expertos designados al facilitarles los recursos necesarios para desempeñar sus tareas de examen del cumplimiento. [Reino Unido, Secretaría]
______________
Anexo: 1

Annex to draft Resolution ##/1 (EC-76)
[bookmark: _Hlk114553061]Guide on Compliance Review Process 
for Regional Specialized Meteorological Centres (RSMCs)
The document, new section 3.5, including relevant appendices will be inserted into the Annex of the draft Recommendation on the Renewal of the Guide on the Global Data-processing System (WMO-No. 305) once it is adopted at INFCOM-2.
[bookmark: _Toc113003351][bookmark: _Toc113024475][bookmark: _Toc113444814]3.5	Review ON GDPF   centres’ Compliance
[bookmark: _Toc113003352][bookmark: _Toc113024476][bookmark: _Toc113444815]3.5.1	Background
The ongoing performance of the Global Data‑processing and Forecasting System (GDPFS) relies on the continued compliance of designated GDPFS centres with the agreed standards and practices. To this end, World Meteorological Centres (WMCs) and RSMCs shall have a rolling review of their compliance with the GDPFS standards and practices.
WMO Members and related international programmes and partners are responsible for ensuring that their centres remain compliant with GDPFS standards and practices. INFCOM will oversee and support the rolling review process with the aim of confirming a centre’s compliance regularly.
[bookmark: _Toc113003353][bookmark: _Toc113024477][bookmark: _Toc113444816]3.5.2	Review Process for Regional Specialized Meteorological Centres (RSMCs)
3.5.2.1	Introduction
The process follows a two-step approach for compliance review and audit of designated GDPFS centres, hereafter referred to as RSMCs (Appendix 3.5.2.1). The compliance review is the first step and its outcome is to serve as a basis for a decision whether to request an audit of the RSMC by the Expert Team on Audit and Certification (ET-AC) as the second step, following the generic audit process specified in Technical Regulations (WMO-No. 49).
The process described in this document is intended to provide guidelines for compliance review of RSMCs, to ensure they are functioning according to the Manual on the GDPFS (WMO-No. 485), and thereby, help maintain the functional status of the GDPFS.
The Manual on the GDPFS includes the list of designated RSMCs. The compliance review process for WMCs shall be comprised of separate reviews on three activities: (a) global deterministic numerical weather prediction (NWP); (b) global ensemble NWP; and (c) global numerical long‑range prediction. It is noted that Volcanic Ash Advisory Centres (VAACs) are not part of the compliance review process as they are designated by International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO).
The coordination of RSMCs’ compliance review is overseen by Standing Committee on Data-processing for Applied Earth System Modelling and Prediction (SC-ESMP). The review of each designated RSMC’s compliance within a GDPFS activity will be conducted by an expert group that is responsible for monitoring RSMC’s compliance. The expert groups responsible for monitoring various GDPFS activities are identified in the Manual on the GDPFS.
An audit programme will be established by ET-AC based on the information provided by SC-ESMP.
The overall requirements and specific functions of designated RSMCs are defined in the Manual on the GDPFS, in Sections 2.1 and 2.2 respectively, against which compliance review will be conducted. The expert group decides on which overall requirements are critical in order to maintain GDPFS functionality of the RSMCs. The compliance review will be at the product-level that a designated RSMC has committed to deliver. The expert group also decides the grace period for recent change(s) to the specific functions upon revision to the Manual on the GDPFS. Hereafter, the critical overall requirements and the specific functions are referred to as mandatory functions.
The expert groups report to the SC-ESMP with the outcome of the compliance review.
The expert groups review the compliance of RSMCs following the process described in 3.5.2.2 and 3.5.2.3. If necessary, the expert groups can adapt the generic compliance review process for their purposes after providing appropriate justifications and following approval from SC-ESMP.
The expert groups can designate a smaller “review team” to conduct the compliance review. If needed, there could be multiple review teams and their number may depend on how many designated centres there are within a class of RSMC. The “review team” members will be from within the core membership of the expert group (that is responsible for monitoring the RSMC compliance), and therefore, members are expected to have the subject matter expertise required for the compliance review. If the expert group doesn’t designate any review team, the expert group itself will constitute the “review team”.
[bookmark: _Int_VeSt8v1v][bookmark: _Int_Wbjo7gq9]The review of RSMCs’ compliance will be conducted at least every four years, or within eight years following a review in which a centre is assessed as fully compliant and if there has been no change to the mandatory functions of the RSMCs. [UK, Secretariat]. Following the risk-based approach, responsible expert groups can decide to make the compliance review on a more frequent basis.
The risk-based approach (Appendix 3.5.2.2) follows the general principle wherein the cascading influence of an RSMC not being compliant with mandatory functions has a major impact on the functionality and health of a GDPFS activity.
The review of RSMCs’ compliance is carried out off-site.
3.5.2.2	Development for the compliance review process
The expert group shall prepare a questionnaire for self-assessment to be completed by the designated RSMCs. The questionnaire shall cover the mandatory functions of the designated RSMC. Among the various overall requirements described in Section 2.1 of the Manual on the GDPFS, the expert group shall decide which overall requirement(s) are critical for compliance, with appropriate justifications for their choice. An example of a questionnaire is attached as Appendix 3.5.2.3, which may be modified by the expert group. The self-assessment questionnaire should also request information necessary to validate that the mandatory functions are being met.
The expert group shall conduct risk analysis regarding the particular GDPFS activity. An example of risk analysis template is attached as Appendix 3.5.2.2. Based on the risk-based approach, the expert group shall decide the frequency of the compliance review and develop a schedule to periodically review RSMCs’ compliance within the 4-year cycle. The SC-ESMP shall approve the schedule.
The expert group shall determine the criteria whether the RSMC is ‘compliant’, ‘compliant, but with qualification’ or ‘not compliant’ based solely on the evidence collected during the assessment. Definitions for these categories are given in Part VII, Quality Management, of the Technical Regulations.
The expert group shall also develop criteria for when following the compliance review a request for a possible audit (by the ET-AC) is to be made.
The expert group shall develop timelines for various steps of the compliance review process (Appendix 3.5.2.4).
3.5.2.3	The generic compliance review process
Step 1: Notification/request to review the compliance of a centre, accompanied by a completed self-assessment questionnaire
(a)	The chair of the expert group shall inform the focal points of RSMCs about the focal point of the review team one month before the review starts. The expert group and the designated RSMCs will communicate in English via email.
(b)	Within 2 months, the RSMC shall complete the self-assessment questionnaire and return it to the review team. The response to the self-assessment questionnaire should also include (i) necessary URLs that could be used to validate if the mandatory functions are being met, and (ii) examples of products that are being provided.
(c)	The RSMC needs to provide relevant contact point information to allow the review team to liaise with the RSMC’s management and experts, if needed.
(d)	The RSMC shall provide the self-assessment information in English.
Step 2: Pre-assessment, review and validation by the review team
(a)	The review team examines the self-assessment report. The review team also validates if the mandatory functions are being carried out.
(b)	If further information is necessary or the provided information is not clear enough, the review team corresponds with the RSMC’s contact points.
(c)	If an RSMC is initially assessed to be non-compliant, it will be given an opportunity, within 3 months, to correct the issues (that led to non-compliance). Tthe RSMC is will be [Australia, Secretariat] requested to develop and provide to the review team within six months [UK] a plan to improve non-compliance in the area(s) of concern. This plan should (a) include a timeline for corrective measures, (b) discuss the root-cause that led to non-compliance, and (c) describe the corrective measures that will be followed to rectify non-compliant functions. Upon the feedback from the review team, the RSMC should implement corrective measures to demonstrate the compliance within the indicated timeline. [Australia, Secretariat]
(d) If nonconformity(ies) is(are) identified, the RSMC also has the opportunity to correct the issues (that led to non-compliance) within three months. If corrective measures and root-cause analyses for all identified non-conformities have been implemented to the satisfaction of the review team within three months, the centre may also be considered “compliant”. [Australia, Secretariat]
(de)	Within 3 months after receiving the self-assessment report(s), the review team reports to the expert group the assessment result. The review team’s report will also be shared in full with the RSMC. [UK]
Step 3: Consolidated Rreview report [UK] and recommendation
(a)	Within two months after the process outlined in Step 2 is completed, the expert group develops a consolidated review report for the GDPFS activity. If the expert group designates multiple review teams, the report should be based on reports from all review teams. A template of the report is in Appendix 3.5.2.5.
(b)	The expert group provides the review report to SC-ESMP. The report shall include a recommendation on whether an audit on certain designated RSMC(s) need(s) to be requested.
(c)	The consolidated [New Zealand] review report shall be kept confidential, and distribution is limited to the review team(s), its associated expert group, SC-ESMP, ET-AC (if follow-up audit is requested), and relevant staff in the WMO Secretariat. Individual RSMCs may request access to only those part(s) that are relevant. Relevant parts of the consolidated report will be shared with each individual RSMC as an official WMO report. [Australia, New Zealand, UK]. However, The conclusion of the compliance review and recommendations to SC-ESMP may also be released to the public [Australia].
(d)	SC-ESMP consolidates and examines the submitted review reports by all expert groups. SC-ESMP also finalizes the recommendation from the compliance reviews. SC-ESMP recommendation should also specify any requests for audits of RSMCs that are to be followed up by the ET-AC. If a request for an audit is made then the following information should be provided to ET-AC: reasons for the audit request; objectives for the audit; scope of audit; documents resulting from the compliance reviews (e.g., questionnaire, review report and evidence collected during the review); audit criteria; audit time frame requirements, any information that will be considered necessary to reduce audit risks and a list of subject matter experts who could help with the audit. [Australia]
(e)	SC-ESMP reports the summary of review of RSMCs’ compliance with a draft recommendation on follow-up audit, if any, to INFCOM/SERCOM as defined in the Manual on the GDPFS.
3.5.2.4 	Designation of RSMCs
In the case of a new RSMC designation, a centre's capability to comply with designation criteriamandatory functions [Japan] is assessed by the same review process as the regular compliance review.
Upon satisfactory result of the review or audit, the designation of RSMC will be recommended to the INFCOM. [Japan]



[bookmark: _Toc113003360][bookmark: _Toc113024484][bookmark: _Toc113444823]APPENDIX 3.5.2.1
TWO-STEP APPROACH FOR COMPLIANCE REVIEW AND
AUDIT PROCESS
The sole purpose of the compliance review and audit process of RSMCs is to ascertain RSMCs’ conformity against requirements specified in the Manual on the GDPFS (WMO-No. 485), in order to ensure uninterrupted provision of quality-assured products and services to Members.
A two-step approach is taken for compliance review and audit of RSMCs. The compliance review of RSMCs, overseen by SC-ESMP, will be conducted as the first-step product-level review, that determines whether the second step for an audit is warranted. If necessary, the second step for an audit will be conducted under the responsibility of ET-AC, along the lines with ISO 19011 and the WMO generic audit process which is documented in Technical Regulations (WMO-No. 49). The figure below illustrates the two-step approach.
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Comparison between compliance review and audit
	
	Examen del cumplimiento
	Auditar

	Purpose
	To check RSMCs’ conformity against requirements specified in Manual on the GDPFS (WMO-No. 485) and compliance requirements in accordance with Technical Regulations (WMO-No. 49), in order to ensure uninterrupted provision of the quality-assured products and services to Members.

	Objectives
	To determine conformity of provision of products and services as specified by the Manual on the GDPFS.
		To determine conformity of provision of products and services as specified by the Manual on the GDPFS
	To determine conformity of compliance requirements in accordance with Technical Regulations
	As applicable its effectiveness to implement corrective measure
	As applicable its ability to identify areas for potential improvement

	Standards for review/audit team
	Manual on the GDPFS and Section 3.5 of this Guide.
	ISO 19011 and generic audit process in Technical Regulations

	Lead by
	SC-ESMP and relevant expert groups responsible for compliance.
	ET-AC

	Team
	Subject matter expert (SME) from the expert group.
	At least two persons:
1 lead auditor from ET-AC
1 SME from the expert group

	Scope
	Product-level requirements as specified by the Manual on the GDPFS, as well as critical overall requirements. 
	Overall compliance to the requirements in the Manual on the GDPFS and Technical Regulations. Possibility to include the internal operational procedures of the centre.

	Methods
	Review of self-assessment questionnaire, documentation, and records.
	To be decided by the Audit Team.

	Outcomes
	Compliance review report, including a recommendation on the necessity of follow-up audit.
	Informe de auditoría.
WMO certificate.


Criteria for triggering an audit
A follow-up audit does not necessarily arise from non-conformity. It is to ensure overall compliance is met by rigorous examination of a RSMC, possibly including examining its internal operational procedures, in accordance with ISO 19011 standards. A follow-up audit is also expected to benefit the auditee RSMC by identifying areas for potential improvement. The audit will also benefit the compliance review process by providing feedback to the expert group and SC-ESMP.
An audit will normally be requested by SC-ESMP if a RSMC has been repeatedly assessed to be “not compliant” by two consecutive compliance reviews. Risk of the GDPFS activity should also be considered. As a general guideline, if the risk of that GDPFS activity is MODerate or HIGH, then an audit should be requested when a RSMC is identified as “not compliant” and corrective measure(s) has not been implemented to the satisfaction of the expert group within 6 months. If there are multiple RSMCs to be audited, the expert group should prioritize the RSMCs based on their level of performance and the risk analysis, in order to facilitate the audit process.
In order to promote continual improvement for the RSMCs, the expert group may decide to recommend an audit even if the risk of GDPFS activity is assessed to be LOW and all RSMCs are identified as “compliant” within a cycle of the compliance review. In such case, the expert group may recommend one RSMC for audit, with the centre’s consent. Whether such an audit will be requested will be decided by SC-ESMP, taking into consideration audit requests from other expert groups.
A RSMC may also formally request, via the centre’s Permanent Representative with WMO, an audit of that centre.
An ISO 9001 certificate is beneficial in the consideration of a follow-up audit.
Continual improvement
Feedback from the ET-AC audit programme to SC-ESMP regarding the status of the compliance review process will be an important mechanism in the continual improvement of the two-step approach.
References
[1] ISO 9000:2015, Quality management system – Fundamentals and vocabulary
[2] ISO 9001:2015, Quality management system – Requirements
[3] ISO 19011:2018, Guidelines for auditing management systems



APPENDIX 3.5.2.2
RISK-BASED APPROACH AND RISK ANALYSIS TEMPLATE
The compliance review process for designated GDPFS centres adopts a risk-based approach following the general principle wherein the influence of a designated centre(s) not being compliant with mandatory functions has a major impact on the functionality and health of the particular GDPFS activity. In particular, audit priority for allocating limited resources should be given to matters that have a high likelihood for failure and that can also result in a major impact on the delivery of products.
The risk analysis considers and assesses the totality of all designated centres as a single entity within a particular GDPFS activity, for the likelihood of losing the mandatory functions and the corresponding impact in the provision of products and services to Members.
Results of the risk analysis will assist the relevant expert group in determining (i) the frequency and schedules of the compliance review and (ii) whether subsequently an audit on certain designated centre(s) needs to be requested.
The following risk matrix serves as a general guideline for all expert groups, with three different levels of risk indexed by LOW (Green), MODerate (Yellow), and HIGH (Red), respectively. The expert group may decide to modify the risk matrix, with justifications, based on its needs.

	Probabilidad
	High
	LOW
	MOD
	HIGH

	
	Medium
	LOW
	LOW
	MOD

	
	Low
	LOW
	LOW
	LOW

	
	
	Minor
	Moderado
	Major

	
	Impact


In this schematic, the y-axis is the likelihood of a GDPFS activity failing, and the x-axis is the impact of the GDPFS activity on the sustainability of products and services to Members. The same assessment matrix can be applied to individual mandatory functions within the GDPFS activity, and the result of such assessment helps inform the risk analysis for the GDPFS activity as a whole.
It is noted that a specific level of risk for the GDPFS activity is not a reflection on the performance of individual designated centres within the GDPFS activity, but is assessment of the activity as a whole.
While risk analysis will normally be conducted for the GDPFS activity, the expert group could also conduct risk analysis for each of the individual centres, with consideration of the expert group’s resources and knowledge about the individual designated centres. In particular, the ISO 9001 certificate will be a part of the risk-based approach, to help decide the review frequency and whether a follow-up audit will be requested. Specifically, if a designated centre holds a valid ISO 9001 certificate covering all functions of the RSMC, a follow-up audit will normally not be required.

Risk Analysis Template
GDPFS Activity
					
List of designated centres
	RSMC XYZ
	RSMC XYZ
Risk analysis for specific GDPFS activities
(Note: non-real-time activities generally have less impact on the operation of the GDPFS or downstream users if they fail.)
	Specification of specific activities
	Consequence or impact if the activity fails
	Likelihood that the activity would fail
	Risk of losing the activity

	[Specifications as defined in the Manual on the GDPFS (WMO-No. 485)]
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Note: the overall risk will be highest risk identified above.

Conclusion



Evaluated by (expert group name) on (date).



APPENDIX 3.5.2.3
TEMPLATE OF A SELF-ASSESSMENT QUESTIONNAIRE
Questionnaire on Compliance of Regional Specialized Meteorological Centre (RSMC)

Self-assessment made by: on (Date)
Compliance reviewed by: on (Date)

This is a questionnaire for the self-assessment of GDPFS Centre’s compliance. A review team will review and assess the Centre’s compliance based on the self-assessment report. This report will be included as part of a consolidated review report by the expert group.
The expert group will prepare the questionnaire, in particular the first and second columns of Table 1 and Table 2, and additional table(s) or checklist(s) to cover all the mandatory functions (i.e., those overall requirements considered to be critical by the expert group and the specific functions, as described in the Sections 2.1 and 2.2 of the Manual on the GDPFS (WMO-No. 485) respectively) in full detail. For Table 1, the expert group will make decisions on which overall requirement(s) are critical for the GDPFS activity, with justification. The expert group will specify the expected evidence or supporting information in the second columns of Table 1 and Table 2, thus providing centres with clear guidance on the answers. Examples of the expected evidence or supporting information are given in the Table 1.
In the third column of Table 1 and Table 2, the Centre will provide information necessary to validate that mandatory functions are being met. The response should include (i) necessary URLs (or documentation) that could be used to validate that the mandatory functions are being met, and (ii) examples of products that are being provided.
The fourth column is to be filled by the review team, to indicate whether the centre is compliant for each of the requirements. If non-conformities are identified, the review team shall determine whether each of the non-conformities is Major or Minor, with justification.
0. Point of Contact
The Centre provides all relevant contact point information to allow the review team to liaise with the Centre management and experts as necessary.
1. Overall requirements
Overall requirements and standards for RSMC are specified in the Manual Section 2.1 OVERALL REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS. Only those overall requirement(s) considered to be critical for compliance are listed below.
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Table 1. Overall requirements and standards
	Specifications
(filled by the expert group)
	Expected evidence or supporting information
(filled by the expert group)
	Self-assessment
(please include supporting information)
(filled by the centre)
	Observancia
Conformity / Major nonconformity / Minor nonconformity
(with justification)
(filled by the review team)

	2.1.1 Quality control of incoming observations

	2.1.1.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall identify the observational requirements to conduct all functions of their own activities and express them through the corresponding application areas of the Rolling Review of Requirements.
	
	
	

	2.1.1.2 WMCs and RSMCs shall apply quality control to the incoming observations they use for GDPFS purposes.
	
	
	

	2.1.2 Data collection and product dissemination

	2.1.2.1 GDPFS centres shall be connected to the WIS to ensure suitable exchange of information with other centres.
	(e.g. the associated Data Collection or Production Centre (DCPC) and/or Global Information System Centre (GISC)).
	
	

	2.1.2.2 WMCs and RSMCs shall describe their required products and services according to WMO metadata standards and make them available to other GDPFS centres through WIS in a timely manner for operational use.
	(e.g. if an RSMC shall make certain mandatory products available on WIS, details of the availability of all the products and their associated metadata will be given in a table below.)
	
	

	2.1.3 Long-term storage of data and products

	2.1.3.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall operate an archiving and retrieval system to serve the needs of their continual improvement process; this process shall include the non-real-time assessment of their products and the ability to perform re-runs of their operational production.
	
	
	

	2.1.4 Product verification and the performance of Global Data-processing and Forecasting centres

	2.1.4.1 The accuracy of forecast products provided by WMCs and RSMCs shall be monitored by objective verification procedures.
	(e.g. include some discussion about what verification procedures are in place).
	
	

	2.1.4.2 The Lead Centre(s) for verification shall play an essential role in the coordination of verification and have responsibility for maintaining websites containing verification results and relevant guidance (see 2.2.3 in the Manual on GDPFS), ensuring that …
	
	
	

	2.1.5 Documentation on system and products

	2.1.5.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall make available, on a publicly accessible website, documentation on the technical characteristics of their operational systems and on the products they deliver. RSMCs shall ensure that the information provided is kept current by updating it as required after every significant change to their operational systems. …
	(e.g. give link(s) as supporting information).
	
	

	2.1.5.2 Documentation shall use the International System of Units (SI units). If other units are used, conversion equations shall be included.
	
	
	

	2.1.6 Training

	2.1.6.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall provide guidance, including training materials, on the interpretation, performance characteristics, strengths and limitations of their products. They shall ensure that this information is kept current by updating it after every significant change to their operational system.
	(e.g. give link(s) as supporting information).
	
	

	2.1.7 Reporting on compliance

	2.1.7.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall provide information about the current implementation of their system.
	(e.g. give link(s) as supporting information).
	
	

	2.1.8 Graphical representation of observations, analyses and forecasts

	2.1.8.1 WMCs and RSMCs that have a mandate of chart-based analysis shall maintain standardized weather forecasting processes, including graphical representation of observations, analyses and forecasts.
	
	
	

	2.1.8.3 Analysis and forecasting practices.
	
	
	


2 Specific requirements
Specification of activities required for RSMC conducting <GDPFS activity name> is given in the Manual on the GDPFS (WMO-No. 485) Part II Section 2.2.x.x.
Table 2. Requirements for <GDPFS activity name>
	Requirement
(filled by the expert group)
	Expected evidence or supporting information
(filled by the expert group)
	Self-assessment
(please include supporting information)
(filled by the centre)
	Observancia
Conformity / Major nonconformity / Minor nonconformity
(with justification)
(filled by the review team)

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


3 Addition activities
A Centre is encouraged to provide the information on additional functions conducting as part of RSMC activities, such as supplementary documents to use RSMC products or provision of the additional products.
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The centre [holds] / [does not hold] a valid ISO 9001 certificate covering all functions of the RSMC. The certificate is valid until dd/mmm/yyyy.
4 References
(Other supporting documents or publications from the RSMCs)



APPENDIX 3.5.2.4
SCHEMATIC FOR THE COMPLIANCE REVIEW TIMELINE
	Time
	Task
	Responsible Party

	Preparatory work (usually done at the beginning of a 4-year compliance review cycle)

	
	Prepare a questionnaire for self-assessment
	Grupo de expertos

	
	Conduct risk analysis
	Grupo de expertos

	
	Decide the frequency of the compliance review, develop a schedule on the compliance review, and seek SC-ESMP’s approval
	Grupo de expertos

	
	Establish the criteria on ‘compliant’, ‘compliant, but with qualification’ or ‘not compliant’
	Grupo de expertos

	
	Establish criteria for follow-up audit
	Grupo de expertos

	
	Develop timelines for the compliance review process (table below)
	Grupo de expertos

	

	The compliance review process

	(One month before the review).
	Inform the focal point(s) of centre(s) about the focal point of the review team.
	Chair of the Expert Group.

	Review starts
	Distribute the self-assessment questionnaire
	Equipo de expertos

	(Within 2 months).
	Return the duly completed self-assessment questionnaire (report) to the review team.
	Centro.

	
	Examine the self-assessment report, and if necessary, correspond with the centre’s contact points.
	Equipo de expertos.

	
	If non-conformities were identified, develop and implement a plan for corrective measures and root-cause analyses
	Centro

	(Within 3 months after receiving the self-assessment report or audit report)
	As necessary, examine the plan for corrective measures, and effectiveness of the corrective measures (if implemented)
	Equipo de expertos

	(Within 3 months after receiving the self-assessment report)
	Report to the Expert Group the assessment result
	Equipo de expertos

	(Within 2 months after all review teams reported to the Expert Group)
		Develop a consolidated review report
	Submit the review report to SC-ESMP
	Grupo de expertos

	
		Report the summary of compliance review with a draft recommendation to INFCOM/SERCOM
	Inform ET-AC about the requirements for an audit, if needed
	SC-ESMP


APPENDIX 3.5.2.5
TEMPLATE OF THE COMPLIANCE REVIEW REPORT BY THE EXPERT GROUP
Prepared by 		(Expert group name)		 on 	(Date)		

This report is confidential, and distribution is limited to the review team(s), its associated expert group, SC-ESMP, ET-AC (if follow-up audit is requested), and relevant staff in the WMO Secretariat. Individual centre may request access to only those part(s) that are relevant.
The conclusion (i.e. whether a centre is compliant or not) and Recommendation to SC-ESMP may be released to the public.

GDPFS activity reviewed
					

List of designated centres reviewed
	RSMC XYZ
	RSMC XYZ
This compliance review [covered all] / [did not cover all] designated centres under this GDPFS activity.

Relevant dates for the compliance review

Members of the review team(s)




Choice of critical Overall Requirements for compliance
Expert group’s decision on which overall requirement(s) are critical for the GDPFS activity, with justification. Examples are given in the second and the third column below.
	Specifications.
	Critical?
	Detailed justifications if the requirement is considered to be non-critical by the expert group.

	2.1.1 Quality control of incoming observations.

	2.1.1.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall identify the observational requirements to conduct all functions of their own activities and express them through the corresponding application areas of the Rolling Review of Requirements.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.1.2 WMCs and RSMCs shall apply quality control to the incoming observations they use for GDPFS purposes. …
	(YES)
	

	2.1.2 Data collection and product dissemination.

	2.1.2.1 GDPFS centres shall be connected to the WIS to ensure suitable exchange of information with other centres.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.2.2 WMCs and RSMCs shall describe their required products and services according to WMO metadata standards and make them available to other GDPFS centres through WIS in a timely manner for operational use.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.3 Long-term storage of data and products.

	2.1.3.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall operate an archiving and retrieval system to serve the needs of their continual improvement process; this process shall include the non-real-time assessment of their products and the ability to perform re-runs of their operational production.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.4 Product verification and the performance of Global Data-processing and Forecasting centres.

	2.1.4.1 The accuracy of forecast products provided by WMCs and RSMCs shall be monitored by objective verification procedures.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.4.2 The Lead Centre(s) for verification shall play an essential role in the coordination of verification and have responsibility for maintaining websites containing verification results and relevant guidance (see 2.2.3 in the Manual on GDPFS), ensuring that …
	(NO)
	e.g. The lead centre for deterministic numerical weather prediction verification
i.e. Lead Centre(s) for DNV) plays the necessary role. Therefore, this is not applicable to the activity on global deterministic numerical weather prediction.

	2.1.5 Documentation on system and products.

	2.1.5.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall make available, on a publicly accessible website, documentation on the technical characteristics of their operational systems and on the products they deliver. RSMCs shall ensure that the information provided is kept current by updating it as required after every significant change to their operational systems. 
	(YES)
	

	2.1.5.2 Documentation shall use the International System of Units (SI units). If other units are used, conversion equations shall be included.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.6 Training.

	2.1.6.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall provide guidance, including training materials, on the interpretation, performance characteristics, strengths and limitations of their products. They shall ensure that this information is kept current by updating it after every significant change to their operational system.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.7 Reporting on compliance.

	2.1.7.1 WMCs and RSMCs shall provide information about the current implementation of their system.
	(YES)
	

	2.1.7.2 WMCs and RSMCs shall report non-compliance between the mandatory minimum specifications and their actual implementation to the WMO Secretariat and make corresponding information available on a website. When this non-compliance is reported to Congress or the Executive Council, it shall reconsider the designation.
	(NO)
	

	2.1.8 Graphical representation of observations, analyses and forecasts.

	2.1.8.1 WMCs and RSMCs that have a mandate of chart-based analysis shall maintain standardized weather forecasting processes, including graphical representation of observations, analyses and forecasts.
	(NO)
	

	2.1.8.3 Analysis and forecasting practices.
	(NO)
	



Risk analysis for GDPFS activity
Result of risk analysis of the GDPFS activity. [Append the duly completed risk analysis, for which a template is given in Appendix 3.5.2.2]

Findings of this compliance review conducted by review teams

For each of the designated centre being reviewed, the followings will be documented.
	The self-assessment report, related documentation and records will be appended to this consolidated report
	Number of non-conformities identified: 		 Major, 		 Minor
	Description of the non-conformities, timeline for corrective measures, root-cause analysis, and description of the corrective measures
Followings are general guidelines for considering the criteria of conformity: 
1. 	A centre will be considered “compliant” if no nonconformity is identified.
2. 	If corrective measures and root-cause analyses for all identified non-conformities have been implemented to the satisfaction of the review team within 3 months, the centre may also be considered “compliant”.
3. 	“Compliant, but with qualification” could be granted if only minor non-conformities were found, and for which corrective measures are being implemented or planned.
4. 	If major nonconformity(ies) was(were) identified and corrective measures have not been satisfactorily implemented, the centre will normally be considered as “not compliant”.
	General observations, including positive observations and opportunities for improvement
	The centre [holds a valid ISO 9001 certificate until dd/mmm/yyyy] / [have not been ISO 9001 certified]
	Recommendation for a follow-up audit, with justification, or request from the centre for a follow-up audit

Conclusion and Recommendation to SC-ESMP
	A summary of the result of the compliance review of all the centres
	Recommendation if there is a need for a follow-up audit






Proyecto de Recomendación 6.4(3)/2 (INFCOM-2)
Elaboración de una nueva versión de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos (OMM-Nº 305).
LA COMISIÓN DE OBSERVACIONES, INFRAESTRUCTURA Y SISTEMAS DE INFORMACIÓN,
Recordando:
1)	la Resolución 18 (EC-69) - Versión revisada del Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485), en la que se pide que se revise la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos (OMM-Nº 305) para garantizar la armonización necesaria con la versión revisada del Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485) y para proporcionar más orientación a los Miembros para su aplicación;
2)	la Resolución 26 (EC-70) - Enmiendas al Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485), en la que se da conformidad al proyecto de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305) que figura en el anexo 1 a la Resolución y se pide que se acelere la elaboración de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305) para facilitar el uso de la versión revisada del Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485);
Habiendo examinado 
1)	la sustitución del título de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos por el de Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción;
2)	la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305), que figura en el anexo al proyecto de Resolución #/#2 (EC-76);
Recomienda al Consejo Ejecutivo que adopte la nueva versión de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos (OMM-Nº 305) mediante el proyecto de resolución que figura en el anexo a la presente Recomendación.
______________
Anexo: 1


[bookmark: _Annex_to_draft_4][bookmark: Annex_to_draft_Recommendation2]Anexo al proyecto de Recomendación 6.4(3)/2 (INFCOM-2)
[bookmark: _Hlk115863150][bookmark: _Hlk114047606]Proyecto de Resolución ##/2 (EC-76)
Elaboración de una nueva versión de la Guía del Sistema Mundial
de Proceso de Datos (OMM-Nº 305)
EL CONSEJO EJECUTIVO,
Recordando:
1)	la Resolución 18 (EC-69) - Versión revisada del Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485);
2)	la Resolución 26 (EC-70) - Enmiendas al Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485);
Habiendo examinado la Recomendación 6.4(3)/2 (INFCOM-2),
Habiendo dado conformidad 
1)	a la sustitución del título de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos por el de Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción;
2)	a la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305), que figura en el anexo a la presente Resolución;
Invita a los Miembros a que se remitan a la nueva versión de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305) cuando establezcan productos y servicios de predicción a fin de dar cumplimiento al Reglamento Técnico de la OMM y a que aporten el contenido necesario que se incorporará en el futuro, 
Pide al presidente de la INFCOM que siga actualizando la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305) poniendo de manifiesto las enmiendas al Manual del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 485) aprobadas en la 76a reunión del Consejo Ejecutivo y en el Decimonoveno Congreso Meteorológico Mundial, 
Autoriza al Secretario General a que, en consulta con el presidente de la INFCOM, introduzca enmiendas de carácter editorial en la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-Nº 305). 
______________
Anexo: 1


[bookmark: _Annex_to_draft_3][bookmark: Annex_to_Resolution2]Anexo al proyecto de Resolución ##/2 (EC-76)
Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-N° 305)
El proyecto de la Guía del Sistema Mundial de Proceso de Datos y de Predicción (OMM-N° 305) está disponible en este enlace.
_______________
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