Making the Semantic Web Work:
How HumanML adds the Personal Dimension to Complete the Circuit
Introduction

However one expresses the vision of the Semantic Web to make the electrification or electronification of Human Communications an order of magnitude more useful to match the order of magnitude of technological development, the most important, critical and crucial piece of the puzzle has been missing. Us. 

As ever, we humans (or in the peculiarly American expression, We the People…) are usually the first target of and the last ethical consideration in the development of technological civilization. Seems rather backward, considering the extent to which technological development changes human civilization, doesn’t it? However, it is understandable. Physics leading to technology is actually much easier to understand than humans, both individually and in groups from families to clans to ethnic communities and from households to neighborhoods to cities to states or provinces to nations. Of course, physics is much more predictable than people.
At last, though, the time has come when we MUST add our pesky human factors into the mix, if we want a semantic web to work. Referring to “a semantic web” as opposed to the “the Semantic Web” is meant to convey the fact that we already have “a semantic web” by default, as we will have “a semantic web” of some variety whether we make it clearly responsive to human concerns or not. The question is, “Who is going to add these pesky human factors into the mix?”

This isn’t a lightly asked question for a couple of reasons. Those reasons are the two main consistuencies which will create de facto deliberate or haphazard standards for the many sets of factors relating to individual human beings and human groups. Either or both, together or separately or in whatever combination evolves, government and business will create these standards unless another group, with less focused interests and a broader viewpoint can be consitituted or an existing group can attract a suitable cross-section of interests in order to safeguard against the in-built vulnerabilities for abuse inherent in both government and business, or in the other human institution which might, under the right conditions, usurp the prerogatives of business and government, namely religion.
While these motivations were not the original intent behind development of the OASIS Human Markup Technical Committee, it has the virtue of being in place now, with clear lines for communication and participation from both government and business, as well as academia or religion, for that matter. The Organization for the Advancement of Structured Information Standards is probably the only context in which this effort can take place without the serious vulnerability noted while still remaining responsive to those main consistuencies. The W3C is more dominated by business and academia and ISO is specifically the domain of national governments. OASIS is international in scope, and while apparently dominated by business, it retains enough independence to serve the interests of government and academia as well as business.
