22nd Joined meeting of the CIDOC CRM SIG and ISO/TC46/SC4/WG9 and 16th FRBR - CIDOC CRM Harmonization meeting
20th- 22nd  of December 2010
Germanisches Nationalmuseum, Nuremberg
Participants: 

Chryssoula Bekiari (ICS-FORTH, GR), Patrick Le Boeuf (National Library of France,FR), Martin Doerr (ICS-FORTH, GR), Stephen Stead (Pavetime, UK), Mika Nyman (Synapse Computing Oy, FI), Christian Emil Ore (University of Oslo, NO), Stefan Gradmann (Humboldt University of Berlin, DE), Frank Förster (Christian-Albrechts-Universität zu Kiel, DE), Lina Boudouri (Ionian University, GR), Siegfried Krause (Germanisches Nationalmuseum), Detlev Balzer, Jutta Lindenthal(IID Potsdam,DE), Mark Fichtner (ZFMK, DE), Oyvind Eide(King’s College London, UK), Guenther Goerz ( Universität Erlangen, Germany), Gerald Hiebel (University of Innsbruck, AT), Pat Riva (Bibliothèque at Archives nationales du Québec, CA), Maja Žumer (National and University Library, SI).
Monday 20/12/2010, morning session
ISSUE 136

This issue has been rejected, since a better formulation is needed as stereotype.
ISSUE 161

We postpone the discussion to include EDM model.
ISSUE 162
This issue has been done since all the amendments are in the cidoc-crm site.
ISSUE 164

Christian Emil Ore, Oyvind Eide, Gunther Goertz and Martin Doerr will write a recommendation by the end of January, about how to model primitive values.

ISSUE 166

Since the notion of identity of future events is unclear or difficult to be defined in an objective way for CRM purposes, we decided that 

a)
dealing with instances of E4 in the future (if they exist at all) will be subject of extensions of the CRM, and not part of the scope of CRM.  

b)
a document should be written suggesting the anchors to fit such extensions to the CRM.
ISSUE 167

The issue is accepted. The range of P128 carries(is carried by) changed from E73 Information Object to E90 Symbolic Object.
ISSUE 168

The changes in the text have been accepted.

Monday 20/12/2010, afternoon session

After the presentations of FRAD and FRSAD, the harmonization procedure of FRSAD launched. We discussed and mapped the entities of FRSAD and FRAD with the CIDOC CRM and FRBRoo with the following order.
FRSAD entities

FRSAD:aboutness is identical to P129
FRSAD:Work = F1 Work

FRSAD:Thema

A propositional object that can be used to generalise the content of a Work in the sense of a subject. 

(E89 Propositional Object, too specific)

****E1 Entity (best choice as there are no restrictions on themas)

FRSAD:Nomen = E41 Appellation

Relationship "has appellation" is: E1 CRM Entity P1 is identified by E41 Appellation

4.1 Attributes of Thema
4.1.1 Type of thema  P2 has type  E55 Type

4.1.2 Scope note  P3 has note

Tuesday 21/12/2010
"Aboutness" (has as subject) relationship is identical to P129 is about (is subject of)

4.2 Attributes of nomen
4.2.1 Type of nomen = P2 Appellation has type

4.2.2 Scheme 
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The schemes are Works, so the scheme attribute is a relationship to an expression of the Work (scheme) that the nomen is a part of. P106 is composed of

eg. the nomem is drawn from Dewey 21st ed.

controlled vocabularies as a subclass of Works

(Controlled vocabularies, even if concept based, still function in terms of nomens for the concepts themselves)

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

This interpretation refers to taking the nomen from a controlled vocabulary rather than constructing it according to the instructions in a particular set of rules.

Clarify whether time encoding is a controlled vocabulary or not.

Distinction between lexical and syntactic schemes.

Issue: Currently E90 Symbolic object does not qualify as range of P148

Alternative mapping, use P106 is composed of

The scheme may also be an expression of some work. The particular symbolic form chosen as a nomen is attested in that expression.

P106 is composed of 

For the time being we assume that the nomen is uniquely associated with one scheme. The same string may appear in another scheme, but there is no evidence to equate them.

4.2.3 Reference source of nomen
The reference source is an expression of some work. The particular symbolic form chosen as a nomen is attested in that expression.

This relationship denotes that the scheme to which this nomen belongs, states that it took the nomen from another source. 

R14 incorporates

P106 is composed of 

4.2.4 Representation =P2 has type  E55 Type

4.2.5 Language = E33 Linguistic object P72 has language E56 Language

4.2.6 Script = P2 has type  E55 Type

4.2.7 Script conversion =The script conversion used in the current authority document

4.2.8 Form = P2 has type  E55 Type

4.2.9 Time validity

NB:This is not about usage in natural language, but within the subject scheme (or classification system)

Specialises the scheme attribute, by specifying which expression of the scheme used this nomen.

Distinguishes currently valid terms from terms that are obsolete in that vocabulary.

A link to a period characterised the validity of all the expressions that declared this term as valid

Need a new subclass of Work: Controlled vocabulary work, and a new subclass of expression: Controlled vocabulary expression

new property: has validity E4 Period. and P4 has Time-span (is time-span of) E52 Time-span

short-cut: Nomen Is valid in Time-span
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This construct assumes that the nomen has an identity across different expressions of the same authority document work.

4.2.10 Audience

An activity might be hidden in this? However, there is no checking of actual usage of the nomen by that community. Note that the entire authority file may be flagged for a value of this attribute (such as suitable for use by children)

It is an intended activity. 

Issue 147: a similar situation, decided that there was no need for a specific new class for name use. 

This relationship describes that the creators of the authority document believe that this form of nomen is the most suitable of all the alternatives for this particular community or audience. There is no assumption made about actual use by that group.

characterised as a Design or procedure

4.2.11 Status
Nomen citation Has status (has type: proposed, accepted or obsolete) Expression
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5. Relationships
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

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

5.4 Nomen-nomen relationships
We discuss the following diagram
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5.4.1 equivalence

This is the consequence of the two nomens both relating to the same thema, it is not directly between the nomens. Not transitive, this is not a mathematical equivalence relationship.

Only works if the thema is kept constant.

Model it through the thema.
5.4.2 Whole-part =P106 has component
We discuss the following figure
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Other alternative
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FRAD oo
Entities
3.4 Person (modified from FRBR)

FRBR:Person = E21 Person
FRAD:Person = union of E21 and FRAD:Persona and FRAD:Literary character
FRAD:Persona = FRAD:'Identies'
Need a class for Literary character, to form part of FRAD:Person, this class may be exempted from constraints followed by instances of E21 Persons. It is a Conceptual Object.

Is it a E89 Propositional Object. Needs a property to link to the sources of the character's essential properties.

Family (not in FRBR)

In CRM families have so far been considered instances of E74 Group.

However, the FRAD definition of Family includes families that do not fit the definition of E74 Group. An E74 must act collectively, and family lineages do not necessarily do so.

FRAD borrows this concept from archival records produced over time by a family lineage.

Tentative scope note: (a subclass of E74 Group)

Two or more persons who present themselves as a family. Justified by being related by birth, marriage, adoption, civil union, similar legal status, or other relationships,

**Question: Is "person" in the definition of family the usual real-world definition (E21) or the FRAD:Person. If the latter, then we need a class for fictitious families?

If all 3 group 2 entities include fictitious ones, we would have fictitious actors. 

Corporate body (CB)
Once fictitious corporate bodies are included, this is broader than F11 Corporate Body

Need a class for fictitious corporate bodies. Then FRAD:CB = F11 CB + Fictitious CB

**CB does not include ethnic groups (other than formally organised ones which have a government, as in First Nations). Ethnic groups are included in E74 Group

Note: forsee a fictitious actor and then later decide whether we need subclasses of it.

In CRM there are non-expressions which are Information objects. 

In FRAD the entities Work, Expression, Manifestation, Item take the FRBR definitions Concept. Object, Event, Place : expansion was deemed out of scope of FRAD

**FRAD does not add fictitious places.

FRAD: Name  = E41 Appellation = F12 Name 
Relationship to FRSAD:Nomen: Nomen should be broader. We will come back once we look at properties
FRAD: Identifier = ? E42 = F13 Identifier

FRAD:CAP, is it a subclass of FRAD:Identifier or not? We declare it as such, for the present. We assume that FRAD does not discuss subclasses 

Wednesday 22/12/2010, morning session

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

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

Structural relationships

Diagram does not specify (but that it the intent) that Agency creates/modifies CAP using a specific set of Rules. The diagram shows this as two separate paths.

Attributes 

4.1 Person

Dates: birth and death already modelled in CRM, dates of holding an office already modeled in CRM dates associated with a person's professional activity, (floruit (Latin)) English, flourished dates (fl.)

This concept should be modelled, as a subclass of E7 Activity (which can include non-targetted activities)

**Need to collect definitions from Library Archival and museum practice to write a scope note inclusive of all.

Title of person: mapped with E55 Type, holding of an office is modelled with a Group

Gender: use E55 Type

Place of Birth , Death, already modelled in CRM

Country (associated with the person: not just citizenship, residence) could be country of floruit, but also the subject of their work (as in literature which is in the discourse of their original country, not where they may be living and working). 

Model the different ways of making this determination

Place of residence  already in CRM P74 has current or former residence

Affiliation: Group membership P107 has current or former member

Address: a place name, includes E51 contact points, E45 Address. These are E44 place Appellations, such as of the place of residence. Path: P107 from actor to place, P87 from place to place name

Language of person: with E55 Type. May be associated with floruit

Field of activity : associated with floruit? May or may not be related to the profession or occupation

Profession/occupation: E55 Type May be associated with floruit

Biography/history: P3 has note. (for the biog/hist text) in detail, each part of it is P12 was present at E5 Event 

Other information: mapped in FRBRer, F12 Name R8 consist of F12 Name

Family:
**Language of family is not in the list of attributes

Type: E55 Type
Dates: close to the floruit notion, dates of the members, family as a whole

Place: again related to floruit of members. 

Field of activity: as for persons, group activity of the family

History of family:P3 has note. (for the hist text) as a whole and its members in detail, each part of it is P12 was present at E5 Event 

The floruit notion should be extended to families explicitly to cover these situations (check that it is not incompatible with definitions from archives, etc.)

Corporate bodies

Groups that come from events (meeting,conference,event) sense of how this fits, is it more than the event ? The event creates a product, a work, as in a proceedings or report, which make reference to the "authors" as being a group.
Place associated with CB: see FRBRer mapping: 2 paths, one for place of meeting, another for residence of the CB.

Dates: see FRBRer mapping: 2 paths, one for date of meeting, another for date of formation (or ending) of the CB.

Language of the CB : with E55 Type.

Address: (does not specifically address, the address of place of meeting -- is this implicitly understood, or specifically omitted), a place name, includes E51 contact points, E45 Address. These are E44 place Appellations, such as of the place of residence

Field of activity: again as with Family and Person? but here it is less related to floruit. Fields of activity of a corporate body can change over time, new fields added, previous fields abandonned,

Other controlled vocabularies are used, eg SIC, ICA has standard for functions, AGIFT Australian Govt Interactive Functions thesaurus. 

FONZ Refers to an E7 Activity Type in the sense of the CRM. Check that this is correct,

History of CB: P3 has note. (for the hist text)in detail, each part of it is P12 was present at E5 Event 

Other designation/Information: as in FRBRer mapping, via R8

Work:

We are discussed the new attributes only

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 supercedes as far as the subject relationship is concerned.FRAD supercedes FRSAD with respect to distinctions about identifiers and CAP

Place of origin of the work: 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)

Complex production processes (such as movie-making), should check the impact on map as Place of the F27 Work conception (for example, oral tradition/anonymous works transcribed and published outside of their originating area) or Place of F28 Expression creation (of the first expression) 

History of the work: P3 has note. (for the hist text, in detail, each part of it is P12 was present at E5 Event

**Examine modeling of title changes of continuing resources.
Wednesday 22/12/2010, afternoon session

Martin presented the recommendation on Linked Open Data for museums and we decided by mid of January to exist a French translation.
ISSUE 176

New phrasing will take place. Stephen and Mika will rewrite it.

Issue 179
The new phrasing in section "Terminology" of the CIDOC CRM reference document accepted
ISSUE 180

We accepted that URLs are Contact Points and under this logic we change the scope note of E51 and the  example in P2.
ISSUE 181

To make more clear the difference between E31 and E89 we changed the scope note of E89.

ISSUE 182

We decided to discuss about missing property from E32 Authority Document to E41 Appellation (or E42 Identifier?) after the discussion of FRAD/FRASAD
ISSUE 183

The SIG decided that E75 is needed to document that the specific form of an instance of Appellation points to one or more instances of E28. Any instance of E75 may be also an instance of E42, and hence qualify for E15.  A subproperty  “P149” of P1 to connect E28 with E75 should be created.
ISSUE 184

The SIG decided to rewrite the scope note of P69.
ISSUE 185
We decided that the pattern of an Identifier is one of its E55 Types. The use of a prototype is “P16 used specific object”. The “numbers” in identifiers are actually symbols/strings that look the same as symbols encoding number.
ISSUE 186

We decided to change the phrase in the first example in the CRM introduction in 5.0.2 .
ISSUE 187

We decided to change the text in the parenthesis in the second example and to add a note about abstract class in the terminology chapter.

ISSUE 188

We changed the last paragraph of the scope note of E11. “If the instance of the E29 Design or Procedure utilized for the modification prescribes the use of specific materials, they should be documented using property P68 foresees use of: E57 Material of E29 Design or Procedure, rather than via P126 employed (was employed in): E57 Material.” Also we decided that this is a recommendation of a default value, and should be replaced by an explanation of the relation between P68 and P126. The scope note of P33 should be revised too replacing modification by E7. (PLB will do it)
ISSUE 189

We added superproperties for P111, P113, P68. Especially: 
· P111 added subproperty of P12 occurred in the presence of 

· P113 removed subproperty of P12 occurred in the presence of
· P68 foresees use of subproperty of P67 refers to
ISSUE 190

We changed the scope note of P101.

ISSUE 191

We decided to live this issue open and to try to find an argument why we should relax it.
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