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Tuesday 17/05/2011
We discussed about FRASAD entities and we decided the following:
Scope of FRSAD/FRBR limited to works that have been externalized.
FRSAD:Work = F1 Work

FRSAD Thema = E1 Entity 

Thema is not a class of work (C.Welty ..)(In a sense, with this decision, “Thema” becomes a relationship, rather than an entity in its own right...)

FRSAD has as subject /is subject of 

Here we should refer to the distinction between a subject as a propositional object summarizing in a way the content of a work or part of it and the reference to any entity without specifying a specific way in which the entity appears in the work. We see two aspects:

a)work as a whole, part of it, aspect of it

b) subject as proposition or as “any” reference to something without specifying sorts of relationships to it in the work.

FRSAD:Nomen = E41 Appellation.

(Here we talked about the expressions of a Nomen in any text and we discuss why we need nomen expressions)

No different interpretations found.... (propose reference to “nomen” in CRM, propose to add to E41 an example of a non-Latin symbol, a Chinese character ‘peace’?)

Note, that the identity of a Nomen is defined on the base of the symbols it contains, on a script level if applicable, and not on font or encoding level. Spelling variants are regarded as different nomina.
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(This entry in an authority document which makes the connection is an entity of its own right)

Finally, commented the following slide we decided that the following 5 Nomen of Peking  are  appellations of the same thema according to FRSAD
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Then we declare as potential entities the following:

FRSAD:Scheme = KOS , FRAD “authority file” ⁬(  E32 Authority Document.

The scheme in which the nomen is established, including value encoding schemes (subject heading lists, thesauri, classification systems, name authority lists, etc.) and syntax encoding schemes (standards for encoding dates, etc.).
Propose: Change example “Webster...” in E32 Authority Document.

Fxx KOS (equivalent to redefined E32), IsA Expression

Fxx Nomen Use Statement: 

Relating a Thema in a KOS with a particular Nomen. This Relation may be warranted by some source. Either a subclass of E13 Attribute Assignment or a reification (named graph?)....What if the warrant comes after the statement.?

Or use the property as Domain of Rxx is warranted by..
Entry in an authority document:

   relating signifier, signified and signifier use

Generalize E32 Authority Document to include any KOS. 

FRSADoo: Fxx Knowledge Organisation System (not cataloguing rules) . The fact that a KOS may contain cataloguing rules does not make cataloguing rules a KOS....

Open issue: to which degree identifiers created by rule are “taking from the KOS”.

“Regard the set of expressions appearing under a namespace as a scheme.” 

Action: New scope note proposal for E32, based on KOS (c.e.s by end of July)

Action: Change range of P71 to E1 CRM Entity.

Occurrence in any document:

 The discussion was continuing about relating part of document, nomen as appears there, supposed   meaning and by commented the following figures
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In Nuremberg we decided to model the horizontal thing
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So we decided the following properties

Properties:

4.1.1 Type of thema= E1 CRM Entity.  P2 has type:  E55 Type
4.1.2 Scope note= E1 CRM Entity: P3 has note: E62 String

4.2.1 Type of nomen= E41 Appellation: P2 has type:  E55 Type
4.2.2 Scheme=   Fxx Nomen Use Statement: Rxx specified by: Fxx KOS
4.2.3 Reference source of nomen= Fxx Nomen Use Statement : Rxx is warranted by : Expression 

Warning! Only if Nomen is uniquely defined by one symbolic form!

4.2.4 Representation =P2 has type  E55 Type
(implies that alphanumeric and sound for instance must refer to different nomina).

4.2.5 Language = Fxx Nomen Use Statement :belongs to vocabulary in language: E56 Language 

4.2.6 Script = P2 has type  E55 Type
The script type in the sense of ISO15924. Warning! This implies that one nomen can appear in multiple encodings, and that reference to an encoding (such as Latin-1 and UNICODE) is not unique.
4.2.7 Script conversion = Fxx Nomen Use Statement Rxx used script conversion: Fxx Script Conversion

This property states that the Nomen referred to in a Nomen Use Statement was created by conversion from a not explicitly mentioned source.
4.2.8 Form = P2 has type  E55 Type
4.2.9 Time of validity of nomen = 
a) Fxx Nomen Use Statement: Rxx specified by: Fxx KOS, Rxx.1 has status: ..... “accepted” = valid in....

Fxx KOS. Rxx has validity period: Time-Span

where Rxx has validity period is a short-cut of a Temporal Entity describing the period for which the particular KOS Expression was regarded as valid by its maintainers. Each validity change of a N.U.S is associated with a release change of the KOS. The individual time of validity of a nomen would be the union of the Time-Spans in which the Nomen was declared valid (or accepted etc...).

b) Fxx Nomen Use Statement: Rxx has validity period in KOS: Time-Span

This is a shortcut/deduction of the previous.

4.2.10 Audience = Fxx Nomen Use Statement :is preferred by: E74 Group

Scope note note: is assumed by the KOS creators to be preferred by..../ to be used in communication with...

4.2.11 Status = Fxx Nomen Use Statement: Rxx specified by: Fxx KOS, Rxx.1 has status:...

section 5.3 Thema-Thema relationships 

5.3.1 Hierarchical

5.3.1.1 Generic  IsA, P127 (SKOS ....)

5.3.1.2 Whole-part = a  series of CRM properties relating to inclusion

Wednesday 18/05/2011
5.3.1.3 Instance = P2 has type, Instance of 

5.3.1.4 Polyhierarchical

This a statement about the cardinality of these relationships in this section, and not a separate relationship in itself.

5.3.2 Association

Any other "related to" relationship. No model necessary

Reuse SKOS/ see ISO2788 ( see ISO25964).

5.4 Nomen-nomen relationships

5.4.1 equivalence we see three cases

a) synonym = Is a query from Nomina through Nomen Use Statements to the Thema, which may be common, and be used as equivalent only if context conditions are adequate... No model needed. 

b) near or quasi synonym = SKOS inexact equivalence between Thema (= SKOS:Concept)

c) lexical variants:, “Replaces” is a property of Nomen Use Statement.

Fxx Nomen Use Statement.Rxx has equivalence Fxx Nomen Use Statement.

5.4.2 Whole-part =P106 has component

We Distinguish:

a. Persons thought to be real, thought to be fictitious, fictitious based on real.

b. Persons & persona thought to have created works documented as creators.

The aspect under which a Person is documented, real or literary/fictitious, makes the ontological difference, not its reality.

FRAD:Persona

Fxx Persona: subclass of E74 Group, 

identies, persona or groups of people assuming an individual identity under which they carry out real work,( or are assumed to..)

FRAD:Character

Fxx Character: subclass of  E28 Conceptual Object,

Characters appearing in works in a way relevant as subjects. Characters may be based on real persons, but as characters they may exhibit properties that would be inconsistent with a real person.

Rather than merging characters with real persons, we describe them as disjoint, but related entities.

Suggestion:

Property: Fxx Character Rxx is based on: E21 Person (E39 Actor?)

Property: Fxx Persona Rxx is based on: Fxx Character

FRAD:Person = union of E21 Person and FRAD:Persona and FRAD:Character
If we shall find a property for FRAD:Person, we will create the entity...

FRAD:Family

Fxx Family , subclass of E74 Group, 

“Two or more persons related by birth, marriage, adoption, civil union, or similar legal status, or who otherwise present themselves as a family.

Includes royal families, dynasties, houses of nobility, etc.

Includes patriarchies and matriarchies.
Includes groups of individuals sharing a common ancestral lineage.

Includes family units (parents, children, grandchildren, etc.).

Includes the successive holders of a title in a house of nobility, viewed

collectively (e.g., Dukes of Norfolk).”

Scope Note to be more precise about how to distinguish a family from all of mankind. Probably we have to take “birth” as a legal notion of descendence.

FRAD:Corporate Body

( F11 Corporate Body ( Fxx Fictitious Group, 

FRAD Corporate Body \ Fxx Fictitious Group ( F11Corporate Body.

Distinguish again discourse about supposed real versus supposed literary construct.

Since FRBR Corporate Body = F11 is regarded by the Review Group as a slightly wider notion than FRAD Corporate Body, we stick to F11 here.

Fxx Fictitious Group: subclass of E28 Conceptual Object, 
any notion of a fictitious group or organisation of people relevant as a subject...

Place name normalization is not in scope of FRAD, not even in the context of describing publishers. Fictitious places are treated as concepts (Themata...).

FRAD: Name  = E41 Appellation = F12 Name = FRSAD:Nomen

E41 Appellation ( FRSAD:Nomen = F12 Name ( FRBR Name ( FRAD: Name

E41 may include names in the sense of linguistics with a history of evolution.

Attribute FRBR Name restricted to characters, FRSAD adds signs.

FRAD restricts to names known in the real world (excluding ad-hoc constructed identifiers).

Propose: Declare F12 as identical with FSAD Nomen, subclass of E41..., 

FRAD Identifier:

E42 Identifier = F13 Identifier = (FRAD Identifier ( FRAD Controlled Access Point). 

FRAD Identifier ( FRAD Controlled Access Point = (
If no attribute specific to FRAD Identifier only can be found, no reason to model disjointness, and use F13 Identifier., but model Controlled Access Point.

FRAD Identifier has no attribute describing the string it is made up of. We regard this as missing detail, and assume generally that it can have such an attribute,...since the identity of an Appellation is not sufficiently given by the symbols it consists of, its identity is distinct from the symbol sequence. This attribute will be modelled.

FRSAD:Nomen ( E42 Identifier.

FRAD Controlled Access Point

Fxx Controlled Access Point, subclass of F13.

FRAD: Rules = a subclass of F43 Identifier Rule, which applies to any identifier type, it is a subclass of E29 Design or Procedure

No model needed. The restriction of Rules to CAP generation rules can be seen as implicit in the use of the rule for creating a CAP. Use F43.

FRAD:Agency = F44 Bibliographic Agency a subclass of F11 CB

Implicit in Fig2: FRAD CAP Creation
= F40 Identifier Assignement. 

Propose: Make CAP creation explicit in F40 scope note & Examples.

(Pat Riva)

Exx Floruit: subclass of E7 Activity

Flourit means that the Actor so designated was active at a particular date or during a particular period.

The type of floruit can be used to describe the type of activity the respective Actor was active in.

==================================================

Attributes 

4.1 FRAD Person

Dates: 

a) P98B was born: E67 Birth

b) P100B died in:   E69 Death

c) P14B  performed: Exx Floruit (or E7.... has type: “Floruit”)

d) P12B was present at: E5 Event
Title of person: 

P2 has Type: E55 Type, (“title” seen as category of people that are allowed to carry a name of this category as additive to their names, such as “Dr.” “Mrs.” etc.

Gender: use E55 Type

Place of Birth: P98B was born: E67 Birth P7 took place at: E53 Place

Place of Death: P100B died in: E69 Death P7 took place at: E53 Place

Country:

There are different local interpretations of which relationship is relevant for identification. It may be one of the following:

a) place of citizenship

b) place of floruit

c) place of birth

d) typical subject of work

e) typical place of publishing

Place of residence  

= CRM P74 has current or former residence

Affiliation: 

= P107B is current or former member of : E74 Group,

“cultural identity”: P2 has type: E55 Type (such as El Greco “Spanish Painter”)

Address: 

a place name, includes E51 contact points, E45 Address. These are E44 place

a) P76 has contact point E51 Contact Point

(E45 Address subclass of E51)

b) P107B is current or former member of : E74 Group P76 has contact point E51 Contact Point

c) CRM P74 has current or former residence: E53 Place P87 is identified by: E45 Address

Language of person: 

P2 has type: E55 Type. 

May be associated with floruit:

P14B  performed: Exx Floruit (or E7.... has type: “Floruit”) P32 used general technique: E56 Language.

(we prefer to see the language as a method to create an Expression rather than an object incorporated or drawn from: P16 used specific object: E56 Language )

To be thought over. (may be better: CP94  used to create things of type ??)

Thurday 19/05/2011
We continued with FRAD
Field of activity:

P14B  performed: Exx Floruit P2 has type: E55 Type

Profession/occupation: 

p2 has type: E55 Type 

(P14B  performed (P14.1 in the role of: E55 Type) Exx Floruit P2 has type: E55 Type)

Biography/history: 

P3 has note

(each part of it is P12 was present at E5 Event)

In case of a reference:

FRAD Person: P70B is documented in: E31 Document.

Other information:

F12 Name R8 consists of F12 Name

Propose: Extend domain of R8 to F12

relation to work:

P14B  performed: E65 Creation P94 has created: E28 Conceptual  
or: interpret as a variant name

P1 is identified by...

person-to-person see later...

The purpose of this exercise is to produce an ontology of entities and relationships of the reality bibliographic rules act on, i.e. their kinds of arguments and products. This is part of the effort to achieve interoperability between different bibl. rules and practices, and of the effort to recover historical information from bibl. info not primarily intended as such.... (MD->Richard)

Add a paragraph about this to the intro of FRBRoo FRADoo??

Attributes of Family

Type: 

p2 has type: E55 Type

Dates: 

a) P95B was formed by: E66 Formation

b) P99B was dissolved by:   E68 Dissolution

c) P14B  performed: Exx Floruit ?? (or E7.... has type: “Floruit”)

d) P12B was present at: E5 Event

e) ownership: 2 acquisition events

Place:

CRM P74 has current or former residence

P51B is former or current owner of: E53 Place

P14B  performed: Exx Floruit ?? (or E7.... has type: “Floruit”) took place at...

Field of activity:

P14B  performed: Exx Floruit : P2 has type Type (collect all senses of “floruit” in this document...)

History: 

P3 has note

(each part of it is P12 was present at E5 Event)

In case of a reference:

FRAD Family: P70B is documented in: E31 Document.

All properties of persons, except for specific types, birth/death, should also apply for families in FRAD.

All properties of family, except for specific types, should also apply for Corporate Bodies in FRAD.

Attributes of Work

Subject of work:=

P129 is about, 

for a textual description P3 has note 

for genre etc. P2 has type (see also attribute Form of work). It is less problematic than in the e-R definition. 

FRSAD supersedes as far as the subject relationship is concerned.

Place of origin of the work: 

It is this related to work conception or to the first expression of the work.

Place of origin of a cinematographic work is tied to the place of citizenship of the producer (and not the director)

Action: Check redefinitions in FRAD of concepts in FRBR , if they have bearing on the mapping FRBR-to-FRBRoo or on definitions in FRBRoo (Gordon/Pat R.)

Other distinguishing characteristic

“Any characteristic that serves to differentiate the work from

another work with the same title. [FRBR]

Includes parts of intellectual or artistic content.

Includes musical incipits.”

two mappings:

a) full path from work to fragment or component of any expression/manifestation realizing.

b) “representative expression/manifestation” in FRBRoo

No model needed for Expression, Manifestation.

Discussion:

foaf: focus versus “subject”? Can a subject be itself a propositional object, in contrast to being about a propositional object?
4.7 Attributes of an Item
Location of item*

The collection and/or institution, in which the item is held,

stored, or made available for access.

Probably meant how to access it – via keeper.

a)has current location: E53 Place

b)P46B forms part of : E78 Collection 

c)P46B forms part of : E78 Collection P55 has current location: E53 Place

d) P50 has current keeper : E39 Actor 

e) P50 has current keeper : E39 Actor : P74 has current or former residence: E53 Place

Custodial history of item*

P30B custody transferred through: E10 Transfer of Custody......

Action: Correct FRAD: not “ownership” but “custody”...( “The record of previous ownership of an item.”)

Immediate source of acquisition of item*

The source from which an item was directly acquired and the

circumstances under which it was acquired.

P30B custody transferred through: E10 Transfer of Custody......

P24B changed ownership through: E8 Acquisition

4.12 Attributes of a Name

Type of name

“The category of a name.

Includes personal names, corporate names, names of

families, trade names, and titles of works and manifestations.

Includes names of concepts, objects, events, and places.”

Actually specific to a Nomen use statement:

Fxx Nomen Use Statement –use for- Thema: P2 has type: E55 Type

No reason to model, since the infpormation is already there. 

Interpreted as a means to organize authority data into clusters? 

SKOS equivalent:   (to be looked up).

Name string

A sequence of numeric and/or alphabetic characters or

symbols that represents the name of an entity.

P3 has note (p3.1 has type: “content”) : E62 String

Fxx Nomen: Rxx has content : E62 String

Decision: We regard that any instance/subclass of Nomen should foresee a content string that completely represents the identity of a Nomen instance regardless of the semantics of the structural components it is built from.

A nomen identity may not extend to the interpretation of equivalence of structural components. Occurrence of structural tags in the nomen string are regarded as part of the content symbols.

Scope of usage

The form of work associated with a particular name for a

persona. Includes forms, genres, etc., (e.g., literary works, critical

works, works on mathematics, detective novels) associated

with a name used by an author.

Should be attribute of FRAD Person.

Fxx Nomen Use Statement –use for- Thema:

E39 Actor: P14B  performed: Exx Floruit: CP94  used to create things of type 

Dates of usage

Dates associated with the use of a particular name

established by a person, corporate body, or family.

Fxx Nomen Use Statement: Rxx used during : E52 Time-Span

(check at the end of the modelling correspondance to Name Use Activity...)

Language of name

The language in which the name is expressed.

Script of name

The script in which the name is rendered.

Transliteration scheme of name

The scheme used to produce the transliterated form of the name.

Covered by FRSAD model

4.13 Attributes of an Identifier

Type of identifier
A code or other designation indicating the type of identifier

(i.e., the domain in which the identifier is assigned).

Includes alphabetic strings identifying the numbering system

(e.g., “ISBN”, “ISSN”, “ISRC”)

Includes symbols designating the type of identifier (e.g., ®)

F13 Identifier P2 has Type: E55 Type

We include types of CAPs in the sense of structural differentiation

of the Identifier composition which may come with different Entity types they are designed for.

4.14 Attributes of a Controlled Access Point

Status of controlled access point:

covered by FRSAD, a nomen use statement property

Designated usage of controlled access point:

“...as an authorized (or preferred) form (i.e., authorized access point) or as a variant (or non-preferred) form (i.e., variant access points).”

FRSAD:

4.2.10 Audience

= Fxx Nomen Use Statement :is preferred by: E74 Group

Scope note note: is assumed by the KOS creators to be preferred by..../ to be used in communication with...

Model:

Fxx Nomen Use Statement . Pxx has usage status:Fxx Usage Status . P2 has type: E55 Type

Pxx for target Group: E74 Group

where Fxx UsageStatus is a E29  (or “Plan”)

to replace “is preferred by”.

Undifferentiated access point

Fxx Nomen Use Statement P2 has type: “Possibly non-unique”

Language of base access point

Use: 4.2.5 Language = Fxx Nomen Use Statement :belongs to vocabulary in language: E56 Language 
Or: Fxx Nomen R8 consists of: Fxx CAP (has type: BaseAccess Point).. Fxx Nomen Use Statement :belongs to vocabulary in language: E56 Language ???

Transliteration scheme of base access point

An indication of the scheme used in transliterating the base access point.

Transliteration scheme of cataloguing

An indication of the scheme used in transliterating any additions to the base access point.

Source of controlled access point

The publication or reference source used in establishing the form of name or title on which the controlled access point is based.

Includes

Adopt FRSAD model, adequately to nomen constituents (via R8 or P106).

Friday 20/05/2011
Outcomes of the discussion about CIDOC CRM Issues
Issue 161:How to organize extensions
Extensions have to be actively sought.

CRM-SIG e-mail vote: recommended or not.

further candidates: Check presentation in CRM-SIG. 

Distinguish models including CRM Concepts from CRM-compatible extensions. 

Any other CRM applications continue to be listed, as brought to our attention.

Other actions should be taken under this issue

Action: c.e.s, oeyvind, search for models including CRM Concepts and  CRM-compatible extensions)

Until end of August, prepare a initial candidate list.

Order by publication date.

Assign attribute : “reviewed” by e-mail vote. Publish “reviewed” 

and non reviewed alike.

Preferred RDFS versions are the language neutral forms.

Use base URL with and without version indicator, 

file name without version indicator.

Mika collaborates with Gordon on an FRBRoo RDFS version 1.0

language-neutral, referring to CRM language-neutral form.

Before end of June. 

To be published at IFLA site. Gordon will inform Group by when.

List of CRM-compatib;le specializations:

present by: graph + textual definition , optionally RDFS

propose candidate list by end of August.

Issue 164:  How to model primitive values

A recommendation to be written by  ceo, oeyvind, guenther, martin
Gordon will send message about SKOS discussion about classes for labels to Group.
P81a_ P81b_ .....

negative interval = boe/eob...

Multiple time-spans for a Temporal Entity are regarded as alternatives.

For the time being no recommendation to omit Time-Span..

Gerhard, Oeyvind will look up “geo” namespace and seek for OGC recommendations in RDF form.

Idea to recommend W3C and OGC standards, as long as compatible.

E47 to be subclassed directly by any standard object.

recommend: P1a_ is identified by, subproperty of rdf:label, as work-around  to include rdf labels as identifiers/appellations in a CRM compatible way. (MD)

recommend use of LoD, urn better than UUID.

Issue 166

Document about suggesting anchors to fit extensions of instances of E4. This issue is included in Issue 161 documentation activities

Issue 172, 173
If a model is found, put into CRM specializations list (Issue 161).

Also MD will ask Nick to repeat proposal for Issue 161
Issue 175

The new phrasing is accepted
Issue 176 
 new phrasing in the “Objectives of the CIDOC CRM”, SS, Mika)
Issue 182 
For missing property from E32 to  E41 we decided to Change range of P71 to E1 CRM Entity.
Issue 183
P149 Subproperty of P1: E28 P149 is identified by: E75,
P149 is identified by (identifies)

Domain:

E28 Conceptual Object

Range:

E75 Conceptual Object Appellation

Subproperty of: 
E1 CRM Entity. P1 is identified by (identifies): E41 Appellation

Quantification:

many to many (0,n:0,n)
Scope note:
This property identifies an instance of E28 Conceptual Object using an instance of E75 Conceptual Object Appellation.

Examples:


· The German edition of the CIDOC CRM (E73) is identified by  ISBN 978-3-00-030907-6 (E75)

Issue 184 
The new rewritten by PLB scope note of P69 is accepted

Issue 187 
To write a note about abstract class in terminology

Issue 188 
The revised scope note of E11, P33, are accepted

Issue 191
No decision about relaxing the range of P31F until  Martin   find more arguments
Issue “asymmetric”

Following http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antisymmetric_relation and Oxford English Dictionary, “asymmetric” or “asymmetrical” is the negation of “symmetric” and not

the “antisymmetric” as used in maths for the respective relationship.

No need for action.
Discussion about CIDOC SITE
1) CIDOC CRM Home page

To Delete the Sponsors appearing here
2) The  menu of “The CIDOC CRM” is proposed to change from :

a. What is CIDOC CRM

b. Comprehensive Introduction

c. Scope

d. Definition of CIDOC CRM
Into :

a. What is CIDOC CRM

b. Scope

c. Definition of CIDOC CRM

d. Comprehensive Introduction )

3) The CIDOC CRM -> References  (we delete this), External References (we rename this to references)-> Papers and Presentations

4) Activities -> Related Activities

new entries to be added :

•
Text Encoding Initiative (TEI) Special Interest group (http://www.tei-c.org/Activities/SIG/)

The Text Encoding Initiative (TEI) is a consortium which collectively develops and maintains a standard for the representation of texts in digital form

•
FRBR-CIDOC CRM Harmonisation Group (http://www.cidoc-crm.org/frbr_inro.html)

•
Data Harvesting and Interchange Working Group (http://cidoc.icom.museum/WG_Data_Harvesting%28en%29%28E1%29.xml)

The initial focus of the Data Harvesting and Interchange Working Group is to centralize information and activities that are currently taking place with Lightweight Information Describing Objects (LIDO) under a committee that can sustain its understanding, advancement, exposure, and applicability

•
CIDOC Co-reference Working Group (http://cidoc.icom.museum/co_reference_wg%28en%29%28E1%29.xml)

The long term goal of the Working Group is to research into possible implementations of a Co-reference network for cultural and natural heritage information

OEYVIND wil update the link about TEI

To add the  FRBR review group

To ask  Claire Sibile if she likes to be listed here! 
5) People -> Brief History (to be combined with the others)
says : This page is still under construction 
(Chrysoula’s comment)  “Brief History” delete and “Who we are” together MD will write a proposal

 (Chrysoula’s comment)  “Charter” to be updated ? MD will do it
6) People -> Collaborations

what do we put here? ("People -> Supporters" is to be removed) To be deleted
7) First Reading EMPTY tag at the bottom of  http://www.cidoc-crm.org/downloads.html
Link to  HOME
8) FRBR-CRM ? Working Drafts & Releases (to be splited the page)
Is there an official version (?) , IFLA reference?
9) FRBR-CRM -> Work Progress ?
 to be deleted
10) External References -> Sites

obsolete...(contents in External References-Sites.doc) : to be deleted
11) External References -> Events

obsolete...(contents in External References-Events.doc)

DELETE and  add AUTOMATED LINK in the front gia to next meet
12) Resources -> Extensions and compatible models –now it is empty 
To add the new extensions according to the issue 161
        - CFA Model  ??
        - CRM Digital 
        - FRBRoo

To Do List:
1. Richard & Maja to write a note for the introduction of the FRSAD/FRAD oo (maybe we can say something in the introduction about how we treat Thema and Nomen)
2. Next Meeting Nov.14-16 in Paris?Berlin?Nuremberg?
3. c.e.s look up anthropology & family relations
4. MD: get BritishMuseum terms for artist relations
5. Mika collaborates with Gordon on an FRBRoo RDFS version 1.0 language-neutral, referring to CRM language-neutral form.
6. Action: Search CRM presentations in the site (MD)

7. Action: Check Mailing list (MD)

8. Gordon will send message about SKOS discussion about classes for labels to Group

9. Gerhard, Oeyvind will look up “geo” namespace and seek for OGC recommendations in RDF form.
10. introduction of FRBR by PAT by end of MAY
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