CIDOC Archaeological Sites Working Group

Minutes of the Meeting held in London, 5th February 2009
Participants:

Steve Stead, Paveprime, UK (Chair),  SDS
Phil Carlisle, English Heritage, UK (Secretary), PKC
Paul Cripps, Wessex Archaeology, UK, PJC
Sarah Hammond, British Museum, UK, SH
Dan Matei, CIMEC, Romania, DM
Irina Oberlander-Tarnoveanu, CIMEC, Romania, IO-T
Trevor Reynolds, English Heritage, UK, TR
Apologies:
Gillian Grayson

Laura Phillips

Duncan Brown

Steve Stead (SDS) opened the meeting and welcomed everyone to London.

1.
The revision of the Core Data Standard
The revision of the Core Data Standard was discussed. The CDS is now available as a digital document in English and French although the French version needs to be proof-read by a native speaker as it had been revised by Phil Carlisle (PKC).

Irina Oberlander-Tarnoveanu (IO-T) asked what changes had been made between the 2006 version and the 2008 version. SDS reported that no textual changes had been made but that he has drafted a new figure 2. 

The diagram was discussed and approved
Drivers
SDS stated that the CDS is driven by the archaeological item and not the archaeological event. This needs to be clarified in the text. 

However the CDS can be mapped to the CRM .
Action: Need to add a piece about the archaeology driving the standard. And that archaeological events need to be seen as reference data.  (SDS)
Controlled Vocabularies

PKC raised the issue of controlled vocabularies for use against some of the fields in the CDS and suggested that a list of relevant vocabularies be included. It was felt that this would increase the size of the document and that a link to the CIDCO website “meta-list of lists of thesauri” should be included instead. 
Action: Add text directing to the CIDOC website list of thesauri. (Trevor Reynolds (TR) leading).

Landscape convention

I-OT raised the issue of whether the CDS could be used to record landscapes particularly with regard to the Landscape Convention and Historic Landscape Characterization. It was stated that the CDS could be used to record landscapes but that a section of text highlighting the issue should be included.

Action: Paul Cripps (PJC) to provide text (By 15th March).

Contact Details

The issue of updating the contact details was discussed and it was agreed that PKC should be added as the new contact address for comments and feedback.

Action: New contact details to be added to the master document (PKC).
Publication and Translation
The timeframe for publication was discussed and SDS suggested that the CDS should be ready for publication prior to the next ICOM Triennial Conference (Shanghai). This should also including a mapping to ISO 21127 (The CIDOC CRM).

The standard will need to be available in English and French (the official languages of CIDOC) and also in Spanish. It was agreed that the Spanish translation needs to be in place for the CIDOC Conference in Santiago, Chile in September.

PKC proposed sending the CDS to Teresa Abejon at the Spanish Institute of Documentary Studies on Science and Technology to see if she would be willing to provide a Spanish translation. PKC would also ask colleagues from the French Ministry of Culture to check the French translation 

Action:  PKC to send CDS to Spain and France for translation. 
It was proposed that a finished draft be produced by September in time for the CIDOC meeting in Santiago. This was agreed although this may be dependent on Authorisation from ICOM. 

The publication was discussed and the following questions were debated 

· Who will pay for it?

· How will it be produced?

· How will we make it available?

It was agreed that there should be a limited print run supported by a good quality PDF which would be freely available to download.

It is proposed to retain the A4 format but it was felt that the document should include more images and the font should be changed to bring it in to line with the ISO standard
A limited print run of 1000 copies will be ready for Santiago (500 in EN, 250 each in FR, ES).

IO-T suggested providing an updated bibliographic list and web addresses

to other standards.
Action: ALL to provide suggestions for inclusion in the bibliography

As part of the publication process ISBNs will need to be obtained for each language version (TR to look into).

Action: TR to look into this and report back

PKC suggested that compliance tables should be produced as a ‘quick guide’ to the standard. It was agreed that there should be a compliance table for each section and one main compliance table 
Action: PKC to produce tables (by 15th March)
Dan Matei (DM) suggested dropping ‘alphanumeric’ label from the entries. SDS explained that this was still necessary for interoperability purposes as some systems may be using numeric while others used alphanumeric. It was agreed to retain the label
The need for guidance on the types of Spatial referencing available was discussed. PJC suggested that he identify a controlled vocabulary for spatial referencing system. This was agreed.

Action: PJC to provide a controlled vocabulary.  
DM proposed that he should produce an XML Schema for the CDS. This was welcomed by the group as a useful addition.

Action: DM to produce schema (by end of March).

Examples
The original examples included in the printed version were deemed to be out of date and it was agreed that the examples of database structures be removed. 

It was decided that there should be 3 examples of recording included in the CDs and that the original example drafted by SDS would be retained and two rela life examples included based on data provided by the NMR.

Action: TR to produced simple examples (by end Feb)

Formatting

PKC suggested that the CDS could by reformatting Chapter 3 to remove the initial ‘3’ from the bullet points. This was agreed.
Action: SDS to alter the formatting and update the table of contents

PKC raised the issue that it was currently very difficult to record the type of ownership a site may fall under. It was agreed that this should be included and that Protection/designation status be changed to Protection/designation/legal status to include ownership status.
Action: SDS to make changes 

It was agreed that the introduction needed to be revised to take into account any changes in practice since the original CDS was published.
Action: PKC to revise introduction (by end March)

SDS proposed that a draft version by made available for the interim ASWG to be held at the CAA conference in Williamsburg at the end of March and that a composite, ready for publication should be produced following CAA.

Action: SDS to produce composite by 13th April

The cost of publication was discussed and DM suggested that the publication be printed in Romania as costs are likely to be cheaper. PKC offered to speak to the EH publications team to see whether any design work could be done by them as payment in kind.

Action: DM to provide cost estimates for printing in Romania.

Action: PKC to approach EH to ask about designs.

Publication timetable for the CDS.

Composite by 13th April

Comments and revision by 17th May

Candidate version 1 by 24th May

End of Vote by 6th June.

Translation by 31st July

Printing by 1st September

Santiago 28th -30th

2.
Periods and the CIDOC Periods Thesaurus
The issue of period names was discussed. SDS explained the DTD of the period thesaurus and the approach that should be taken forward to launch this project.
Sarah Hammond (SH) provided examples from the British Museum system and a general discussion of the difficulties of standardizing periods took place.

PJC suggested investigate wikis to see if a similar approach could be used.
Action: PJC to investigate and feedback

DM proposed that he would investigate the possibility of constructing an interface for the DTD produced by SDS and Martin Doerr. 
Action: DM to investigate and feedback

3.
Standards in Use
SDS introduced the standards in use project. This project is focussing on identifying those standards currently in use, whether they are industrial standards, software standards or content/data standards. A draft list was produced in Athens as part of the ASWG meeting. 

It was agreed that the group needed to produce a questionnaire/template for circulation. 
Action: PKC to mock up a questionnaire based on the Athens ‘whiteboard’ info and circulate to the group for comments.
The original survey of national inventories was discussed and it was suggested that this may be a good comparison document. Unfortunately it is uncertain where the original documents are but it was thought that there may be some documentation with English Heritage.

Action: PKC to investigate what info EH has on this.

Action: PKC Find Questionnaires for Inventory stuff.

4.
Standards for the deposition of archaeological archives

PKC to upload TR’s doc to website
5.
Multilingual Archaeological Site Type Thesaurus
List of Thesauri

Inscription
Wordhoard

Taxonomy warehouse

By Santiago get phase 1 of this up and running.

6.
Archaeological Implementations of the CIDOC CRM
STAR

Christian Emil’s stuff.

HiMat

KM to do a paragraph for STAR. 
Martin for LUPA

SDS to contact Gerald (HiMat)

PJC to contact Keith, Martin

PKC to contact Christian Emil

7.
Any other Business

None

