21th Joined meeting of the CIDOC CRM SIG and ISO/TC46/SC4/WG9 and 15th FRBR - CIDOC CRM Harmonization meeting
27th, 29th of January 2010
National Gallery, Helsinki
Participants: 

Chryssoula Bekiari (ICS-FORTH, GR) [CB], Patrick Le Boeuf (National Library of France,FR) [PLB], Martin Doerr (ICS-FORTH, GR) [MD], Stephen Stead (Pavetime, UK)[SS], Mika Nyman (Synapse Computing Oy, FI) [MN], Christian Emil Ore (University of Oslo, NO) [CEO], Gordon Dunsire (Univ. of Strathclyde, UK), Frank Förster (Christian-Albrechts-Universität zu Kiel, DE), Jane Stevenson (Archives Hub, Mimas, UK), Eeva Murtomaa (National Library of Finland, FI), Christos Papatheodorou (Ionian University, GR), Pat Riva (Bibliothèque at Archives nationales du Québec, CA), Jessica Parland-von Essen (Society of Swedish Literature in Finland, FI), Bill Stockting (British Library, UK), Osmo Palonen (Mikkeli University of Applied Sciences, FI), Juha Inkari (Aimari Oy, FI), Päivi Pekkarinen (Helsinki University Library, FI), Claire Sibille (ICA/Archives, FR)
1. Licensing-Copyright : Changes proposed by MD are 
a. "paternity rights" instead of "paternal rights". 

b. instead of laws of France we apply "most applicable international laws and treaties".

These changes have been accepted. Once ICOM has transformed the SIGs into legal bodies then the “CIDOC CRM Contributor License Agreement” should be sent to all members to sign.

2. Clean up the example of P14: ‘was’ should be deleted
3. The issue 171 about the name of P44 was accepted and the name of the property  ‘P44 has condition (condition of)’ changed according to the rule to ‘P44 has condition (is condition of)’
4. The issue 169 about changing the name of the inverse label of P65 was dropped. The SIG noticed that the issue denotes a confusion with digital representations of visual items and changed the example in P65 into: ‘My T-Shirt (E22) shows visual item Mona Lisa (E38)’

5. The SIG changed the current release number to 5.0.2
6. Issue 166: The SIG decided that it is not yet mature and ready to be discussed.

7. Issue 164: Implementation of time primitive in RDF/OWL. SIG discussed about how to model primitive values in  RDFS version and proposed (1) not  to model the Primitive Values as classes, because this causes another indirection that hits heavily on query performance (2) to have a warning or explanatory text written about this. Mika will draft it.

8. Issue 165: The SIG changed the scope note of E81 Transformation for a better formulation of cardinality.

9. Issue 166: The SIG decided that it is not yet mature and ready to be discussed.
10. The SIG reviewed the text of the proposed changes by PLB and decided the following:
a. The structural issues referred to in this document are to be posted in the “work progress” in the CIDOC-CRM site as open issues except for the issues referring to P1 and P3. The issue about P3 called for a clarification that was given during the meeting.
The comment on the possible usefulness of declaring for P1 is identified by (identifies) a property P1.1 has type: E55 Type, on the same pattern as P102 has title (is title of) P102.1 has type: E55 Type, was that if this property may add semantics to the type of the identification, it is not clear yet whether this is needed.
b. The declaration of property “P3.1 has type” of P3 property in the definition of E1 CRM Entity is to be corrected.
c. The example provided for E5 Event: “the destruction of Lisbon by earthquake in 1755” should be changed, since Lisbon continued to exist and be identified as Lisbon after the earthquake, while the scope note for E6 reads: “when the initial identity of the changed instance of E18 Physical Thing is preserved, the event should be documented as E11 Modification”. The destruction of Herculaneum was suggested as a possible better example [my personal comment, off the record: the site of Herculaneum still exists and is still identified as Herculaneum nowadays, so it is not an example for destruction either; possibly better examples could be: the explosion of supernova Cassiopeia A; or the destruction of most of Carel Fabritius’s paintings caused by the explosion of the Delft gunpowder magazine on October 12, 1654; or the intentional destruction by Edgard Varèse of the manuscript score of his symphonic poem entitled ‘Bourgogne’ (which is both an E6 Destruction and an E7 Activity)]. Also, for the same reason the example “the shooting of the last wolf […]” should be removed from E6 Destruction.
d. The second and third examples of E12 Production were rephrased, because the term “edition” is ambiguous, it makes one think of E73 Information Object rather than E7 Activity.
e. The “P” from the second example for E20, “Tut-Ankh-AmunP”, was removed.
f. The 4th example for E29 Design or Procedure was reworded for more accuracy. The text of the example was modified. Also SIG proposed to add an example specific to museum practice about E29 Design or Procedure.
g. The text in parenthesis of the scope note E35 Title was rephrased for better understanding. The rephrasing was from: (the latter are common nouns and are modelled in the CRM as instances of E55 Type) to: (the latter are common nouns that stand for instances of E55 Type). Also CEO will further elaborate the scope note of E35 Title.
h. Property ‘P139.1 has type: E55 Type’ of the property P139 has alternative form (is alternative form of) E41 Appellation was added where it was missing.
i. Spelling of the terms “postquem” and “antequem” was fixed in the scope note text of E63 Beginning of Existence.
j. The 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th examples of E70 Thing were modified for better understanding

k. The singulars and plurals in the first sentence in the scope note of E67 Birth were corrected.
l. Property ‘P107.1 kind of member: E55 Type’ of property P107 has current or former member (is current or former member of) of E74 Group was added where it was due.
m. In the scope note of P107 has current or former member (is current or former member) the phrase “he or she” was removed in order not to equate E39 Actor with E21 Person.
n. The scope note of E75 Conceptual Object Appellation was reworded in order to avoid the confusion with the class E42 Identifier and correct the letter in parenthesis at the end of the second example from (E) to (F).
o. One of the two closing brackets in property P136 in the definition of E83 Type Creation was removed.
p. The period between “Michael” and “Foslie” in “Michael. Foslie” in the definition of E87 Curation Activity and in the definition of P109 has current or former curator was removed.
q. The example for P4 has time-span (is time-span of) was rephrased for better understanding since it was making use of P81 property without stating it explicitly; also, “11 February 1945” looks more like an instance of E50 Date than like an instance of E61 Time Primitive.

r. The example of P5 consists of (forms part of) was rephrased because it did not follow the usual pattern for property examples.
s. The OR between the two examples for P11 had participant (participated in) was removed.
t. It was decided that the names of the following properties would not be changed:
i. P16 used specific object (was used for)
ii. P25 moved (moved by)
iii. P31 has modified (was modified by)
iv. P33 used specific technique (was used by)
v. P35 has identified (was identified by
vi. P37 assigned (was assigned by)
vii. P38 deassigned (was deassigned by)
viii. P39 measured (was measured by)
ix. P41 classified (was classified by)
x. P42 assigned (was assigned by)
xi. P44 has condition (condition of)
xii. P92 brought into existence (was brought into existence by)

xiii. P93 took out of existence (was taken out of existence by)

xiv. P94 has created (was created by)

xv. P95 has formed (was formed by)

xvi. P99 dissolved (was dissolved by)

xvii. P108 has produced (was produced by)

xviii. P110 augmented (was augmented by)

xix. P111 added (was added by)

xx. P112 diminished (was diminished by)

xxi. P113 removed (was removed by)
xxii. P124 transformed (was transformed by)

u. Italics were introduced in the following phrases:

i.  “mode of use” in the second example for P16 used specific object (was used for).
ii. “transferred custody of” in the example for P30 transferred custody of (custody transferred through).

v. The spelling of “Tutenkhamun” in P26 moved to (was destination of) and P27 moved from (was origin of) was harmonized with all other occurrences of that name in the document.

w. The codes P90 and P91 were introduced in the examples for P43, P83, and P84.
x. All occurrences of property names in the scope note and examples for P62 depicts (is depicted by) were reset in italics.
y. The first example in P62 was reworded for better understanding.

z. The domain of P129 in P67 was corrected and the missing range of the subproperty of P52 in the definition of P105 was added.
aa. In the parenthesis inside the scope note of P81, P82 “it’s” was corrected into “its”.
ab. Double quotes (“”) were added to all appellations in the examples of the entities and properties.
The SIG discussed the points that PLB made on FRBRoo ver. 1.0. The outcome of this discussion follows:
11. There was a problem with F21 declared as a subclass of F16 Container Work because individual instances of F21 may or may not be related to expressions of other works. The SIG decided that F21 isn’t subclass of F16. F21 is subclass of F1. In the case where the recorded perdurant expresses some Work, the respective instance of F21 is also an F16 Container Work. Also additional explanation was added to the scope note of F21.
12. In the scope note of F26 Recording, it was not clear if the actual recordings are not just the result of instances of F29 Recording Event, but also of the whole process of post-production. Or is the notion of post-production implicitly included in the notion of F29 Recording Event? The SIG decided to add a sentence in the scope note of F29 declaring that these events may include postproduction.
13. R4 had been declared incorrectly as a subproperty of R41 has representative manifestation product type (is representative manifestation product type for). It is actually a superproperty of R41, and in CIDOC CRM it corresponds to a path through P128B and P2. The necessary changes were made to R4 and R41.
14. SIG continued with editorial issues submitted by PLB:
a. In F1 Work, the R2.1 property was added.

b. In F2 the 4th example was rephrased for better understanding.
c. Examples were added to F10 and the typo was corrected in F12.
d. In F23 the 3rd and 4th examples were removed.

e. In F24 the whole scope note was rephrased.

f. In R1, the example 1 is actually inaccurate, as the action of “H.—the story of Heathcliff” does not take place after the end of “Wuthering Heights”, but right in the middle of it. The SIG decided to accept the proposal of PLB for replacing this example.

g. In R8, R10, R11, R20, R26 the CRM Superproperty was added.

h. It was decided that the names of the following properties would not be changed:
i. R16 initiated (was initiated by)

ii. R17 created (was created by)

iii. R18 created (was created by)

iv. R26 produced things of type (was produced by)

v. R27 used as source material (was used by)

vi. R28 produced (was produced by)

vii. R29 reproduced (was reproduced by)

viii. R45 assigned to (was assigned by)

ix. R46 assigned (was assigned by)

x. R48 assigned to (was assigned by)

xi. R49 assigned (was assigned by)

xii. R50 assigned to (was assigned by)

xiii. R51 assigned (was assigned by)

xiv. R53 assigned (was assigned by)
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