[bookmark: _Toc215742111]Issue 682: List of externally maintained CRM Compatible Extensions on New Section of the CRM Site
The SIG reviewed GB’s HW.
Proposal:  
· to rename the CRM Compatible Extensions section to CRM Harmonized Ontologies (according to the new definition), 
· to add a new section on the site where to list CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontologies (according to the new definition), 
· 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. 
· 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: 
· 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. 
· The process whereby an ontology is dubbed “CIDOC CRM Compatible Ontology” has been sketched, extensively reviewed, and agreed upon at the 60th CIDOC CRM SIG meeting. This has ensued in a long text, 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.
· A thing 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.
