VCoI Call Notes
15 March 2021
Attendees
· Mike Bennett
· Rob Nehmer
· Bobbin Teegarden
· Claude Baudoin
Agenda
· Wishlist
· See file made in preparation
· Have something coherent for OMG QM
Meeting Notes
Wishlist
See:
VCoI Annotations Wishlist.docx
Edits made in situ
New section: Scope (added during this call)
Discussion: What really is the scope of ‘Annotations’ – where do these begin and the so-called ‘relationships’ stuff end?
· That discussion continued below. 
Annotations v Relationships: Where this gets fuzzy
Example (from the Blockchain PSIG resource):
IA = Identification and Authentication. Where ‘Authentication’ covers the ability to use some product or service of feature or facility – therefore covers Credentialing.
 - Could be just text OR could be a link to the term ‘Authentication’ and return its definition OR its UsageNote (as an annotation of that remote term)
Deliverables Choices on This 
(and in general)
Do we
(a) Figure out exact way to do this and give guidance to TFs on dong it that way OR 
(b) Provide guidelines to TFs about how to make those decisions for themselves
MB: are these the same kind of thing differing only in their normativity?
RN: No
· In (a) exact way is what you should do; guidance is ‘here is an example of what doing that looks like
· In (b) you provide a pragmatic approach and the TF determines where the leaf case ends versus branching out to something else (the ‘Stopping Rule’)

So as a minimum we define what is meant by the Stopping Rule 
A pragmatic definition is:
An Annotation is where it stops (i.e. the content is raw text not a relationship to something else in the overall structure)
Aha moment: We define the divide between Annotations (as referred to here) and (?? / relations / metamodel features or whatever we call them), in terms of the Stopping Rule. 
· They are distinguished in this way rather than having some fundamentally different nature
Parallel Example in RDF resources / ontologies:
· Person hasName some Name 
· (where Name is a class)
· Person hasName some text
To this point, you are grounding out the semantic and having no further structure beyond that point. 
NOTE: Good paper on TLOs, that aims to articulate some of the dimensions of TLO (Partridge et al): 
https://www.cdbb.cam.ac.uk/files/a_survey_of_top-level_ontologies_lowres.pdf 
This is a key distinguishing feature of (what Partridge et al call) ontological commitment in the above paper. 
Another example: See FIBO Time (Linehan) versus Date-Time (Bennett et al). The stopping rule – where you put in RDF XML datatype versus ontological class of thing.
OMG Presentations
For presentations next week: Do we want feedback on the things we talked about today in the Wishlist or not? 
· Given we only have 15 minutes
What is the expectation? 
What resolution do we hope for from the groups we are presenting to?
Initial thing:
· Here’s where we are
· Feedback we desire
OR
· None of you have heard of this
· Overview of where we are
· Do we have any feedback on that

Original Assumption
· Present the prototypes
· On reflection not a good idea – quite varied
Better Idea
· Present an abbreviated version of the working deck
· Then present the prototypes we have done as examples
· Aha: then lock the examples into specific aspects of the overall work as described in the deck!
Shows that the different TFs’ problems have contributed to different parts of the overall thinking. 
Third and Final Idea
What if: We do all this PLUS
· Present an initial view of 
· the Annotations Wishlist
· AND
· The metamodel requirements
· And open questions
(SKOS, MVF etc. as options within these two)
Thereby making the distinction more apparent and showing where work remains, within the presented overall structure. 
· Seems to have the approval of this meeting
AoB
No.
Next Meeting
OMG QM next week – no ‘this’ call.
Week after QM  
Do we take a week off as per (same) tradition?
CB: A useful thing would be debriefing on action items based on requests people made at the QM. End of March in preparation for Q2.
No preparation needed for that. 
Proposal: We DO meet the week after OMG QM, agenda as above. 
All agree!

