Report of Informal Joint Meeting

SC 32/WG 2 and ISO TC 37

July 12, 2007, New York, New York, USA
We discussed the topics that were sent out as a draft agenda before the meeting. The following reports the agreements made, but does not attempt to capture the discussion.

See below for a list of participants.


1. Use and definition of the terms “representation” and “meaning”.
These terms are used in the proposed ISO/IEC 11179-3 (E3) “High Level Metamodel” figure (the four quadrant figure). The terms are also in the figure labeled “Consolidated Core Metamodel”. See the Pre-CD-11179-3 3rd ed_2007_07_11. See: http://metadata-standards.org/metadata-stds/Document-library/Documents-by-number/WG2-N1001-N1050/WG2-N1031_Pre-CD1-11179-3_3rd-ed_2007-07-12.doc 
TC 37 agreed with the usage of the terms in those figures. We need to develop the definitions for the terms as used for role names in those figures. 

Sue Ellen Wright, Dan Gillman and Kevin Keck will write up a description how this impacts the TC 37 notions of Data Category and WG 2 notions of Value Meaning and Conceptual Domain.

WG 2 and TC 37 will work together to prepare a definition of “representation” and “meaning”. Don Chapin suggested that the SBVR developers will also try to sharpen up their definitions of these terms.  Don Chapin, Gerhard Budin, Kevin Keck, Christian Galinski, Frank Farance, Josh Tonkel (of Farance Inc.), and Masao Okabe will work on this.  Bruce Bargmeyer and Gerhard Budin will be “listeners” on the email.
Distribute agreements to SC32WG2-news@nist.gov.

2. Use and definition of "relation", "relationship" , and "link"

The term “link” was used as a replacement for “relationship” in proposals for the Figure “Relations regions” for 11170-3 (E3).  (See document, above). This was done because the term “relationship” was being misused or misunderstood. However, people did not like the replacement term “link”. Agreed: Use the term “Relationship” rather than “Link”. 
Proposed definition of “relationship”: an association (OED definition) among objects with defined characteristics. Tentative Definition of Relation: an abstraction of a collection of relationships that have common characteristics. OED definition of association: The action of conjoining or uniting one person or thing with another. 

The following group will work on definitions for the terms “Relation” and “Relationship”:  Kevin, Don, Frank, Harry, Gerald, and Gerhard . Listeners: Ray, Okabe, Bruce

Note that we need resolution of these definitions by August 11, just prior to the TC 37 meeting.
WG 2 may need to remove the other usage of the term “Relationship” from 11179.
Distribute agreements to SC32WG2-news@nist.gov.
3. Usage and definition of “Characteristic”  vs. “Characteristic Type”
11179 has used the term “property”, for example in the figure labeled “Types of registered items” and in “Data Element Concept metamodel region”. Now WG 2 wants to align with TC 37 terminology. Which term should WG 2 use – Characteristic or Characteristic Type ?

We noted that  characteristic is effectively has recursive  relationship with itself.

Agreed: Don’t want to use “Characteristic Type”. Not resolved as to what term to use.

4. Usage and definition of “Identifier”
We discussed the usage of identifier. Every registered item must have at least one identifier. We may want to add text and/or OCL that says an administrative item must have at least one identifier whose the scope is a register. This should be proposed as a Bugzilla issue.
Note that for changes to the ISO/IEC 11179 CD for Edition 3, we want to get more formal in the Bugzilla problem definition, proposals (figure and text changes), and Rationale.

Organization identifier has been removed from the 11179 Part 3 metamodel, with the intent of using scoped identifier to identify organizations as identified items. 

URIs are identifiers, not designations. We believe URIs can be used as identifiers within 11179.  This could impact Parts 5 and 6. We may want to specify alternate identification systems in Part 6.We note that the IRDI specified in parts 5 and 6 could be expressed as a URI. However, we would like to have any valid URI be acceptable as an identifier in 11179. Version number is a part of the IRDI in Edition 2. There is some desire to make this an optional part of the IRDI. There is also a need to group the different versions of the same administered item.
Bugzilla Issue 176 asks for administrative status and registration status to both be made part of the Administration_Record. We need more discussion to resolve that issue.


5. Usage and definition of “Property”
Property has been dropped from the proposals for 11179-3 (E3) (see item 3, above), so this no longer requires definition.


6. Usage and definition of “Sign”
It was proposed that we should use the term “signifier” rather than “sign”. Therefore, rename “sign” to “signifier” wherever it appears in 11179. Suggest that TC  37 use “signifier”  as an accepted synonym of “sign”. They might prefer to use it as the preferred term. We worked for some time, trying to develop a definition for “signifier”. One proposed is, signifier: a general concept whose extension consists of perceivable objects.  After considerable discussion, we decided to table this for now.
7. Create a thesaurus?

It was suggested that it would be useful to create a thesaurus with terms from TC 37, WG 2, OMG, WC3.

8. Topics not covered:

We ran out of time. The following topics that were on the agenda were not discussed:


Support of 11179 for the data category registry
Correspondence between TC 37 data categories and  ISO/IEC 11179 constructs
Correspondence between usage of terms by TC 37  and WG 2
Meaning and correspondence of:

Data element

Data element concept

Data category

Value domain
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