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Tuesday 14 October 2025

Application for membership at the SIG.

e The SIG approved the application for membership at the CIDOC CRM SIG of Dennis Wuthrich, for Farallon
Geographics, to be represented by himself. More info about Farallon Geographics can be found here.

e The SIG approved the application for membership at the CIDOC CRM SIG of Dominic Oldman, for
Kartography CIC, to be represented by himself. More info about Kartography CIC can be found here.

[NEW ISSUE]: Managing CIDOC CRM SIG Membership

The membership list (see here for details) needs updating. Some of the organizations listed have not been active in
this community for years. The SIG needs to reach out to member-institutions via their listed representatives and
maintain consistent communications. Asking these institutions to designate a representative at the SIG and
present their line of work and how it is relevant to the development of the CIDOC CRM and the SIG’s activities is a
way to do that.

The process needs to be monitored closely.

New membership should be encouraged.

Issue 682: List of externally maintained CRM Compatible Extensions on New Section of the CRM
Site

The SIG reviewed GB’s HW.

Proposal:

e torename the CRM Compatible Extensions section to CRM Harmonized Ontologies (according to the new
definition),
e toadd a new section on the site where to list CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies (according to the new
definition),
o the ontologies featured in that section to be made available in a list and item view (with different
sets of metadata for each one —see section CRM Harmonized/Compatible Extensions Metadata

Requirements for the details). The checklist can be turned into a google form that interested
parties can fill out.
e the appropriate definition (CIDOC CRM Harmonized Ontologies vs. CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies —
see section Definitions for kinds of CRM Ontology Extensions) should be added to its corresponding
section

N.b.: there already exists a short intro for CIDOC CRM Harmonized Ontologies (under the new definition), that
should be kept as is. For CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies (under the new definition), the text found under the
section Criteria can be used.

Discussion points:

e  Offering a list of “CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies” sounds very reassuring, it means that anyone can
use them freely. However, it’s not a given that they are compatible with the entire set of CIDOC CRM
harmonized extensions.

e The process whereby an ontology is dubbed “CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontology” has been sketched,
extensively reviewed, and agreed upon at the 60" CIDOC CRM SIG meeting. This has ensued in a long text,
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the legibility of which would greatly benefit from a one-page executive overview. Especially one that
clearly distinguishes between CIDOC CRM Harmonized Ontologies and CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies
(in the new sense). MD & DO have started working on that, they will be submitting it to the SIG, to be
reviewed. The executive summary document will be handled in a separate issue.

e Athing for the SIG to consider will be when and through what channels it can advertise that the
infrastructure is ready, and interested parties can submit their project/in-house ontologies to be checked
for CRM compatibility.

Decision:

The SIG voted in favor of the proposal by GB. For details (definitions, metadata set, process) see here. The Criteria
and process need to be referenced on the CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies (new definition) section.

Start a new issue, where to discuss the executive summary on the criteria and process followed for an ontology to
feature in the CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies list. Emphasize the difference between the two different
categories (Harmonized vs Compatible), caution users that Compatible means that the ontology in question might
not be maintained, so it might only be compatible with certain versions of the CRM and other extensions, etc.

HW: DO and MD to work on that text.

[NEW ISSUE]: Executive summary of the criteria for declaring an ontology CIDOC CRM
Compatible

The group resolved to start a new issue, where to discuss the executive summary on the criteria and process
followed for an ontology to feature in the CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies list. Emphasize the difference
between the two different categories (Harmonized vs Compatible), caution users that Compatible means that the

ontology in question might not be maintained, so it might only be compatible with certain versions of the CRM and
other extensions, etc.

HW: DO and MD to work on that text.

Issue 627: explicitly document cross-references between family models

The SIG reviewed part of the HW that ETz had prepared for this issue —points (A) and (B) -see appendix for the
proposal.

With respect to point A:

e the SIG approved the proposal the <owl:versionIRI> for LRMoo use the formatting of the CIDOC CRM
extensions, instead of the unresolvable http://iflastandards.info/ns/Irm/Irmoo/, as a temporary,

workaround solution.

e concerning CRMtex, the implementation is going to wait until CRMinf (which it references) has a stable
version (with resolvable URIs). CRMtex will also need to reference LRMoo (which now has an official
version) —but that is part of updating CRMtex. Not an implementation issue.

With respect to point B:
The SIG approved the proposal to implement versionlRlIs for owl encodings of the form

e  http://www.cidoc-crm.org/cidoc-crm/owl/[versionNo]/ for CIDOC CRM

e and http://www.cidoc-crm.org/extensions/[ExtensionPrefix]/owl/[versionNo]/ for extensions.



https://cidoc-crm.org/Resources/the-structure-of-cidoc-crm-model-and-extensions-1
http://iflastandards.info/ns/lrm/lrmoo/
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http://www.cidoc-crm.org/extensions/%5bExtensionPrefix%5d/owl/%5bversionNo%5d/

N.b.: the SIG resolved to start a new issue, where to discuss the possibility of licensing of official versions if these
are referencing unstable versions of other models (see the discussion about CRMtex, above).

[NEW ISSUE]: Can the SIG license a stable version of a CIDOC CRM Harmonized Ontology if it
references an unstable version of the CIDOC CRM or some other Harmonized Ontology?

The group resolved to make this discussion more formal (i.e., assign it an issue ticket), because it creates
discontinuity and ad hoc solutions in the SIG’s work.

There has been no HW assignment, it’s more of an open-ended question. People can make arguments for or
against.

Issue 647: Automatically detect incompatibilities between CRM extensions and the CIDOC CRM

The SIG resolved to not close the issue, ETz has started implementing a service by means of which to check for
specific CRM rules and whether they are violated by an ontology. The work is not completed yet, but it’s
underway.

Issue 706: The “news” strategy

This issue is about identifying suitable topics for website news & social media, the channels that we can use to
report on newsworthy items around the community’s work, as well as figuring out who will be tasked with creating
all this content (for the site and social media).

The proposal is to always post on the site and on LinkedIn (for instance) about the following topics:

e Standards Updates
o New releases of CIDOC CRM, extensions, or translations
o Announcements of draft versions for review and public comment

e Events & Activities
o Upcoming CRM-SIG meetings, workshops, or conferences
= Related conferences, meetings, workshops?
o Reports, outcomes, and recordings from past events

e  Community
o Organizations joining SIG
o Adoption of CIDOC CRM by museumes, libraries, archives, or research projects
o Updates from Community

e Publications & Resources
o New academic articles, white papers, or guides referencing CIDOC CRM
o Availability of new tools, mappings, or documentation

e  Organizational Updates
o Changes in governance, chairs, or working groups

e (Calls & Engagement
o Calls for participation in reviews, working groups, or surveys
o Job postings or fellowship opportunities related to semantic standards (if directly relevant)



Discussion points:

e The SIG has no social media presence, except for personal posts by its members.

e Many people are less inclined to use X, but LinkedIn seems like a neutral choice and can be helpful.

e There should be a designated person/subgroup that handles the SIG’s social media presence. They should
have a deep knowledge of the SIG’s line of work and enough executive power to make posts about the
SIG’s activities, without constantly needing to get approval for each post.

e The news section on the site would still have to be maintained.

Decision: The new steering committee will assign this role to someone, and they will take it from there, report
back to the SIG concerning problems etc.

e MCM has volunteered to work on that, but not by herself.

Issue 628: Update the modelling constructs found under The Model\Use&Learn\Functional

Overview

The SIG reviewed HW by GB, AK, GH, ETz, who have gone through the diagrams for CIDOC CRM v7.1.3 and
identified typos, errors (property domain/range/quantifiers), missing classes/properties etc.

Following the last check, Takin undertook the task of redoing all the diagrams, incorporating all the feedback by
GH, AK, ETz. The diagrams can be found here. Those marked “Good to go”, can be uploaded on the site.

Discussion points:

e The dotted contours around classes create ambiguity, there was a decision in Plovdiv against using that
particular notation.

e Some comments refer to classes/properties that are missing from one diagram but appear in another, but
the two diagrams could be merged into one, without loss of meaning. This has to do with the initial
conception of those diagrams. They did not serve as educational material, to help users of the CRM get a
better handle of the model, but they formed mappings from CIDOC CRM Information Groups to CIDOC
CRM.

e  For properties of E13 Attribute Assignment and below: It is now known that the quantifiers associated
with these properties have changed. But the ISO version has declared a different set of quantifiers for
these properties, so the diagrams of the ISO version should correspond to it, not an idealized version
thereof.

Decisions:
HW was assigned to

e  GB to polish the diagrams (remove the dotted contours from classes)
e ETzto upload the edited diagrams on the website. Once this task is finished, the issue will close.

Issue 687: Review the textual descriptions of diagrams in the ‘Functional Overview’

CEO gave an overview of the contents of CIDOC CRM Information Groups, which was an interim state between the
ER model that CIDOC had launched back in 1995 and CIDOC CRM. The diagrams found therein give some insight on
the labels of classes/properties in the CRM and can serve as a blueprint, against which to check the diagrams under
‘Functional Overview’. CEO considers the textual descriptions of the diagrams in the CIDOC CRM Information



https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1brwEyz1DXt30ZKbzSxeM6nPrXBCp-Hvu04opm2cWk0A/edit?usp=sharing
https://cidoc-crm.org/Resources/cidoc-reference-model-information-groups
https://cidoc.mini.icom.museum/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2020/03/guidelines1995.pdf

Groups to be meager, and thinks that the SIG should appoint someone to draft original, explanatory texts for the
diagrams.

GB and ETz had put together a spreadsheet where each diagram would potentially be mapped to the
classes/properties it listed, plus a textual description for it. The descriptions were autogenerated from chatGPT.
The results were interesting, but definitely not usable for learning how to use the CRM to document anything of
interest. See here for the spreadsheet.

On a different note, GB demonstrated the mapping of CIDOC Information Groups to CIDOC CRM using LinkedArt as

the target model and the SRDM method for documenting the patterns into models. This line of work can serve to
connect with LinkedArt and the Documentation Standards Working Group (DSWG).

How to move forward:

e Assign someone with providing the textual descriptions for the diagrams
e Consider synergies with DSWG, GB will report to the SIG after the ICOM 2025.

Issue 700: Migration instructions for E13 Attribute Assignment (and subclasses) and its
properties (plus their subproperties)

The SIG reviewed the HW by CEO (migration instruction for E13) —details in the appendix.

Discussion points:

The discussion drifted to the possibility of grouping instances of E13 Attribute Assignment (or subclasses) that
concern one particular attribute shared by many individual things or that concern many particular attributes that
one and the same individual thing demonstrates.

A number of possible topics emerged, namely,

e whether a generic E7 Activity would adequately group all these instances of E13 Attribute Assignment and
below or whether this should be handled using the more complex semantics of S4 Observation, and

o whether the CRM would benefit from introducing a construct declaring that an instance of E7 Activity
“concerned” or “was about” something (on a par with P129 for instance).

Those topics can be handled through designated issue tickets, provided that interested parties raise them.
Decision:

The SIG approved the migration instruction, which will appear in the Appendix of CIDOC CRM v7.3.2
Issue 629: Ontology of substances and unity criteria

WS has collected some comments on the document “Guideline for writing scope notes” (plus the annotated
examples of scope notes it contains) and he brought those to the SIG’s attention, with the aim of identifying any
loose ends concerning the “Guideline for scope notes” and getting some subgroup to work on them. The summary
can be found here:

Specifically:
For Point 1:

The FOL notation used in complex axioms and its correspondence to parts of scope notes is taken care by a
different issue (namely 570) —so it will not be handled through the current issue.
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For Point 2:

Revising the scope notes is an onerous task, most people would be reluctant to go over the scope notes for every
class/property of the CIDOC CRM and check whether they conform to the guideline or not. Furthermore, there are
issues with scope notes that adhere to the guideline but are nonetheless illegible still.

Proposal:

A proposal was put forth by DO that he and anyone interested collaborate on communicating the contents of the
CRM specification document with broader audiences (using plain English).

The group’s work should not only focus on identifying whether scope notes properly reference the Substance,
Identity, Unity, (...) criteria, but also on the overall legibility of the ensuing text.

WS and GB were interested to participate in such an initiative, they will discuss this among them.

For point 3:

There is no active interest in pursuing this further. It's too much work for very little gain. It can be dropped.
For point 4:

It is about the role of examples and how they should be flagged in the scope note as instantiating a particular class
or property in a way that’s self-explanatory.

e [ttiesin with the examples used throughout the CRM —some represent marginal cases that give the false
impression that the class/property is about describing these particular cases, not some baseline. Examples
can even be plainly wrong -see for instance the example for P46 is composed of (forms part of):

o The “Hog’s Back” (E24) forms part of the “Fosseway” (E24). The Hog’s Back is a mountain, the
Fosse way is a Roman road and it couldn’t possibly go through the mountain.

The SIG thought that this is useful. DO suggested that this be part of the revision of the CIDOC CRM too. WS & GB
were keen to work on that.

For point 5:

As long as there’s a group that’s willing to support WS in identifying the set of expressions that correspond to each
of the criteria mentioned in the guideline, he can continue working on it.

For point 6:

The discussion revolved around the examples used throughout the CRM —i.e., they represent edge cases rather
than the baseline to some extent, and it is part of the SIG’s work to rectify this problem.

Overall, WS’s take, was that the issue can close, because the points raised form either marginal points, or need to
be discussed in separate issues. The SIG agreed to this proposal.

Issue closed

N.b. On his part, WS noted that he would prefer to start editing the CRM where it doesn’t conform to the
guidelines than continue commenting on the guidelines. And he agrees that the SIG should try to ensure
that new scope notes do conform to guidelines.

Since at least GB & DO seemed eager to work towards creating a couple of use cases of scope notes
annotated for substance/identity/... criteria (also including fixed expressions used to reference each
criterion in the scope notes), with links to easily accessible examples, they can discuss this among
themselves and WS, set a time frame for this work, and start the designated issues on the listserv.
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Issue 680: Adjusting properties of E54 Dimension

CEO presented the HW that he and MD had put together —the exclusion statements that ensure that the different
kinds of dimensions that the CRM registers are kept disjoint: for E70 Thing, E96 Purchase, and E52 Time-Span.

The exclusion FOL statements can be found below:

P43:
e P43(x,y) = -(3z) [E52(z) A P191(z,y)]
e P43(x,y) = -~(3z) [E96(z) A P179(z,y)
P191:
e  P191(x,y) = -(3z) [E96(z) A P179(z,y)]
e P191(x,y) = -(3z) [E70(z) A P43(z,y)]
P179:

e P179(x,y) = —-(3z) [E52(z) A P191(z,y)]
e P179(x,y) = —-(3z) [E70(z) A P43(z,y)]

Decision: The SIG approved the proposal —it will appear in CIDOC CRM v7.3.2.
Issue closed

N.b.: This decision trivially resolves issue 679 as well —which will close too.

Issue 679: multiple objects cannot share the same instance of E54 Dimension

The issue is trivially resolved by admitting the exclusion statements for P43, P179, P191 to define by means of FOL
expressions three disjoint classes of dimension for the CRM.

Issue closed

Issue 636: Update the list of property quantifiers

CEO presented his HW for the issue — a statement extending property quantifiers that come with very specific
cardinality constraints (like “two or more instances of a particular class” etc.).

The statement can be found in the appendix.

Furthermore, CEO went through CIDOC CRM and compatible extensions and identified the property quantifiers
listed therein and the number of their occurrences in all models (details in the appendix). He found out that there
are two more property quantifiers mentioned in CRMtex and LRMoo that were not listed under the possible
identifiers and that there are two more possible (i.e., so far unattested) property quantifiers that have not been
properly declared in the introduction of the CIDOC CRM.

Proposal:

e Use the draft statement as a blueprint for a statement concerning the range instance. Assign a native
speaker to do that (also edit the original statement).

e Edit and add the quantifiers that were missing (but are part of some extension of the standard) to the list.

o Check the labels, there are now two occurrences of “one to one” that correspond to different quantifiers.

e Do not add the unattested property quantifiers to the list, all things referenced in the introduction should
be documented in CIDOC CRM or some other extension.
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Decision: The SIG approved the proposal above and assigned the following pieces of HW:

e HW: GB to help redraft the statement and add a clause about the property range.
e HW: WS & CEO to go through the labels for the property quantifiers.

Following the necessary editing, they will appear in the introduction section of CIDOC CRM (V7.3.2) —under
Property Quantifiers.

Issue 702: redraft the “corresponds” statements in the scope notes of temporal primitive
properties in CRMbase

WS presented his HW for the issue (see here for the details).
Proposal

His proposal was to deprecate the statements of the sort: “This property corresponds to a disjunction (logical OR)
of the following Allen temporal relations (Allen, 1983): {enumeration of relevant Allen relations}.”, on the grounds
that to render the equivalence in FOL, one needs to reference the CRMarchaeo properties that duplicate the Allen
operators (in both directions, as implied by the “corresponds” statements, which would get interpreted as
“equivalence” statements in FOL).

So, the equivalence should hold with the CRM temporal axiom property in the left-hand side of the material
implication and the Allen operators rendered as a disjunction of CRMarchaeo properties on the right-hand side, as
well as an interpretation of the Allen operators into their respective CIDOC CRM temporal primitives.

Additionally, he suggested that the correspondence statements be made in CRMarchaeo, and pointers to the
respective properties therein are added to the CIDOC CRM.

Discussion points:

e Participants were not eager to deprecate the Allen operators, because they do ground the temporal
primitives used in the CRM.

e  For readers that are already familiar with the Allen operators, this section allows them to see the
connection.

e Forreaders that were not previously aware of them, it serves as a nice entry point.

e The migration instructions for the now deprecated Allen operators can be found both in CRMarchaeo
(introduction and respective properties) and the appendix of all the releases of the CIDOC CRM in the
7.X.X strand —for the ISO version 7.1.3, see pp. 232-233.

Decision:

HW: WS will consult the migration instruction and see whether it can be referenced without overbearing the CRM
with external references to harmonized extensions.

He will also reconsider the equivalence of “AP22 is equal in time to” and the respective temporal axiom properties,
and the examples provided by DH about the Neolithic petroglyphs of Lake Onega and the White Sea —see here.

Issue 659: Examples of P38 deassigned

The SIG approved the example proposed by WS for P38 deassigned —see below:
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https://cidoc-crm.org/sites/default/files/linkuploads/Issue%20702.pdf
https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1654/

e The merge on 11th August 2023 of duplicate entries in the DAl library catalogue for the journal article
"Studies on the post-boreal vegetational history of south-eastern Drenthe (Netherlands)" deassigned
https://zenon.dainst.org/Record/001483712 [this ID has been deprecated].

It will appear in CIDOC CRM V7.3.2

Issue 615: Scope note of E13