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1. Licensing-Copyright : Presentation by Prodromos Tsiavos.

a. We decided that FRBRoo should be validated against flows of rights.
b. We discussed how to apply creative common licenses for the ISO text and for the contributions to derivatives of the version 3.4.9 of CIDOC CRM (the idea is that several derivations of CIDOC CRM 3.4.9. are currently in use, including ISO 21127:2006 and CIDOC CRM 5.0.1.; we would like CIDOC CRM 5.0.1. to be copied and used as much as possible, without infringing ISO’s rights).

c. Prodromos will write a text about creative common licenses that will be sent to Nick Crofts for him to forward it to ISO

d. CEO will distribute this text to ICOM

e. Also we should find someone from IFLA as a formal liaison for initiating a common creative license for FRBRoo.

f. We should put the license notice on the web.

2. Since the TEI decided to add a list of events we decided to express in TEI headers CRM information, CEO will give us the paper and notes to put on the CRM site. 

a. Øyvind Eide will create a set of guidelines about how to create TEI documents with data extracted from a CRM-compliant data base.

b. It would be useful if some members of the CRM-SIG were willing to participate to TEI activities. Øyvind will send an invitation.

3. There is no progress of amendments submission to ISO Group. Normally the amendments for ISO21127 should be discussed about 2011, as ISO standards are revised every five years; but an exceptional revision before that term is also possible.

4. Discussion about archives.

a. We miss a conceptual model for archives and we should try to find representatives of the archival community who would be willing to discuss the importance of such a standard for archives.

b. Maja will try to contact Juha Hakala from the National Library of Finland in order to invite him to the next meeting.

c. Martin will send to Maja and Lina the text of the first draft of an archival model he was asked to prepare in Athens.

5. Discussion about URI policies:

a. We agreed that this will be a working item. A proposition was a structure like Authority  | Inventory numbers / museum id | Type 

b. We agreed that we should have a schema about how we produce museums identifiers from inventory numbers or if there is no suitable registration procedure to explore how we produce museums identifiers from inventory numbers from URL. Also we agreed that the definition of an identifier scheme is crucial for FRBR.

c. Under the light of the above we decided to do the following:

i. To collect existing practice, whatever they suggest for things and then to search for questions associated about their status and if there is any organization which works on this

ii. Each museum could point to URI name spaces. We should have a good practice recommendation by CIDOC if an organization describes its objects as tokens of a CRM schema

d. For registration policy we concluded that:

i. when someone registers an email should be sent to him with license agreement. 

ii. The existing members should signed the agreement. 

iii. We have to register to common creative’s site

iv. To send the license text for review to the CRM –SIG

6. Discussion about FRBR compatible forms. We agreed on:

a. The most important relationships are:

i. Continuation

ii. Derivation

iii. Incorporation.

b. Dolores will make an example of versions of Bible in CRM and FRBR.

7. Discussion about FRBR CORE. We decided to put priorities for the definition of FRBR_Core. These are:

· introduce FRBR_Core as a way to exchange bibliographic records with only a minimal extension to MARC

· This would make it attractive to libraries, and would be a way to increase the use of FRBR.

· Relationships are the most important thing.

· First priority: Aggregation of expressions primarily serves access to “functionally equivalent forms” according to preferences, such as: language, illustrations, particular translator,…

· Second priority: Information provenance (trust) and rights.

· Third priority: Study history of creation and derivation.

· Containment relation of expressions: where to find it.

· Nested structure of the derivation network.

· Sibling derivatives are identified via derivation from a hypothetical expression/work which is “represented” by one sibling in the cluster.

· Need to elaborate merging of derivation graphs (first priority!).

· Scenarios:

· Europeana (Integrated access system)
· TEL (intend to FRBRize).

Actions: Find examples by begin of July, and show simple linkage.
