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Chryssoula Bekiari (ICS-FORTH, GR), Martin Doerr (ICS-FORTH, GR), Steve Stead (Paveprime, UK), Mika Nyman (Synapse Computing, Finland), Christian Emil Ore (Unviversity of Olso), Thomas Wikman, (Delving B.V.),  Dominic Oldman (British Museum, UK), Gerald de Jong (Delving, NL), Oyvid Eide, Faith Lawrence (King’s College London),Kaie Jeeser (Estonia museums), Wolfgang Schmidle (DAI Bohn), Pedro Szekely (University of Southern California), Peter Andrew (DIGISAM, SE)
Thursday 6/6/2013
The meeting has been started by Martin Doerr presenting a theoretical basis for a mapping process.
Martin Doerr commented the scholarly process (slide X) and gave a presentation about use – case diagram in UML. The group discussed and agreed to the following:

1. the aggregator has to curate the cross – reference knowledge

2. the data provider should be involved in the mapping process to assure that we have understand the concepts of source correctly

3. the schema should be provided in human understandable form
4. we need to generate the required URI, while the provider generates/or has UUID

5. each aggregator manages its URIs having its URI policy which he may change it from time to time
Then we discussed the process needed to be supported by a mapping tool. 
We concluded to the following requirements:

· schema matching and URI generator have different life cycle. The aggregator normalize his URI

· The mapping definition maybe changed.

· We need a management tool for the URI generator (to change URIs or keep track of them.

· The aggregator may change the mapping definitions but it will not affect the providers URI.
· Mapping is a cognitive problem

Martin made presentation of a mapping tool. Gerald de Jong made the presentation of SIP. Then Pedro presented the Karma tool. During these presentations we  identify the following processes:
1. URI policy changes at aggregator’s side
2. Schema changes at target side

3. Provider has new data (The aggregator should decide how to update the triples, by withdraw and re ingest etc)

4. Provider changes the schema, then the mapping process should run again
5. Provider changes URI identifier policy

6. If we do real life mapping, we see that schema matching depends on terminology. We need to  identify the path of the terminology. We distinguish three cases:
a. Term=const

b. Term ≠ const

c. Term < term
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7. The provider’s terminology schema is changed

8. The provider’s terminology data is changed

9. Aggregator’s terminology is changed

10. Schema matching harmonization answering queries. This schema comes in mapping memory

11. Data cleaning workflow. It is a communication at level of provider, transformation, Aggregator
12. In target schemas, the syntax may change

13. Syntax filtering(it is a pre process stage)

General comments and proposals were expressed. These are

(a) While lots of money are spent to documentation, quick and dirty procedures are being used for mapping

(b) The providers cannot afford the cost of mapping

(c) The challenge is to have better cognitive representations, so the users to become optically aware what the mapping is.

(d) A proposal is made by Gerald de Jong from Delving to form a group CRM-LAB.

The SIG took the following decisions:

1. To upload the document of Dominic Oldman to the Mapping Technology of CIDOC-CRM site and to share a subforlder with BM to set up a wiki.
2. To form the group CRM-LAB with the aim

· to work collaboratively in order to provide to the community an open source pool of components

· Common interfaces, plug in syntax

· Coordinate complementarity of components

· Seek individually and jointly funding

Then the following assignments were made:

a. Delving, University of Southern California, Culture cloud will participate to implementation
b. FORTH will participate to design and implementation
c. Paveprime, British Museum, Culture cloud, ARACHNE will provide user support.

d. Paveprime will support the training

e. The mailing list of the CRM-LAB will be supported by Delving

f. Gerald de Jong will coordinate this group

g. Co-reference group will be co-chair

h. Dominic Oldman from British Museum will write a managerial statement,an overview
i. Gerald de Jong will write design specifications for schema matching

j. Martin Doerr will write the process model by the end of June

k. FORTH and University of Southern California will describe the R2RML mapping 

l. The name of this mapping format will be “CLML”. It stands for CRM Language for Mapping Language

Then Martin presented a proposal about the space time volume. The SIG decided 

a. to upload the technical report of FORTH about spatial – temporal model to the CRM site. 

b. To make compatibility statements in CRM for

i. Physical thing occupies Place ( implies default reference space

ii. Place “is at rest” with space physical thing E18 ( implies default reference space

iii. Period occupies space time volume

iv. E18 occupies space time volume ( ?)
v. Space time slice which slices/cuts space time volume during E52

vi. Space time space slice

vii. To examine if Allen operators are shortcuts of the above.

Also during the discussion CRM-LAB, the CRM-SIG decided to redesign the website of CRM. British Museum, Delving, FORTH and Paveprime will work together in specs and requirements, and FORTH will make the implementation.
Friday 7/6/2013
On Friday, the following CRM issues are discussed:
ISSUE 191: remains open until arguments are found.

ISSUE 195: CRM-SIG decided to examine this issue in the light of the distinctions we made, after the presentation of Spatial Temporal Model by Martin. Since new evidence are appeared about the distinction between phenomenal place-time volume.
ISSUE 199: The CRM-SIG decided to postpone this issue in order to look for evidence about the specific social meaning in the documentation in archival practice

ISSUE 202: It is decided to be resolved by email
ISSUE 203 : Øyvind Eide will check if there are some objective criteria for this new property and also  this should be combined with issue 205.
ISSUE 205: Øyvind Eide will check if there are some objective criteria.Also this should be combined with issue 203.
ISSUE 214: The SIG have decided to take from the shows feature of P130 and write the scope note of associates in design or procedure. Christian Emil Ore will write the scope note  having workflows in mind.

ISSUE 215: The revised scope note of E74 about joint pseudonyms is accepted
ISSUE 221: The issue is not accepted
ISSUE 222: The issue is not accepted, since P48 implies a default context, which cannot be assumed for appellations in general. FRBRoo completely covers the issue.

ISSUE 223: The issue is postponed until “incorporates” is defined. Then we should describe it as the temporal equivalent.

ISSUE 224: This issue should be merged with issue 199.

ISSUE 225: We should add to scope note of P56 explanation how to describe subfeatures. Martin Doerr will write the guidelines.
ISSUE 226: Explanation is sufficient, the new property “occupies” which will be added after the discussion of space-time volume will facilitate the answering to more questions. 
ISSUE 227: The CRM-SIG decided to merge this issue with 203 until to find semantics for “incorporates” in CRM to answer completeness question.
ISSUE 228: The meaning of transformation is restricted to material things.
ISSUE 229: Martin Doerr will prepare a presentation about e-science context for revising the notion of observation, measurement and data evaluation.

The CRM-SIG decided the new version of CRM-text to be the 5.1.2
FRBR issues.
ISSUE 10: F5 Item does not pertain to electronic publishing. A copy on my machine is the intellectual equivalent, but not an instance of F5. Further discussions are needed.
ISSUE 11: The issue is accepted. The example should be deleted
ISSUE 12: The CRM-SIG accepted the issue and it is decided to find a volunteer for resolving this by (e-mail).
ISSUE 13: The issue is not accepted since this notion it should be covered by F27and we should avoid to declare things twice. 
ISSUE 14: No discussion is made, since no representatives from FRBRoo

ISSUE 15: No discussion is made, since no representatives from FRBRoo
ISSUE 16: We withdraw this issue.

The CRM-SIG decided to accept the proposal of Patrick Le Boeuf about mentioning in the introduction Pat Riva   as co-chair of the FRBR/CRM Harmonisation WG .

Then we discussed the proposal of Martin Doerr about R57 and the comments about this proposal that Maja Zumer and Patrick Le Boeuf have sent and SIG decided to ask Martin to revise his proposal.

Closing this meeting,  we decided that the next meeting will be 21-24 of October in Paris or Crete and the following meeting will be 4 days starting from March 31 of 2014 with the subjects CIDOC-CRM, FRBR, Archives, CultureCloud
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