Skype conference Oct. 19th

Working group: Guido Governatori, Tara Athan, Monica Palmirani

RECAP of the decisions to propose to the next TC:

- to add ra1 in the complaint-v2.lrml example

- to change t1--> time1 and e3-->tchar3

- <lrml:DefinitionRuleText>--> <lrml:RuleText>

- <ruleml:Data xsi:type="xs:duration>P6M</ruleml:Data> or <lrml:duration>P6M</lrml:duration>

- <ruleml:Time key="time2">

      <ruleml:Data xsi:type="xs:dateTime">2012-07-11T00:00:00Z</ruleml:Data>

    </ruleml:Time>

Specify in the <TimeCharactheristics> the usage of the date: if it is a set of 24hr, or if the time is fundamental. 

<lrml:TemporalCharacteristics key="tblock1">



<lrml:TemporalCharacteristic key="e1-b">




<lrml:forRuleStatus iri="&lrmlv;#Efficacious"/>




<lrml:hasStatusDevelopment iri="&lrmlv;#Starts"/>




<lrml:atTimeInstant keyref="#t1"/>




<lrml:hasGranularity iri="&lrmlv;#24hours"/>

</lrml:TemporalCharacteristic>

[19/10/2012 20:05:34] mp: Tara: I am checking the examples aslo for preparing the BRF presentation and the tutorial of JURIX2012 and I have some doubts can I ask you in skype?

[19/10/2012 20:08:00] mp: Example complaint-v2.XML v.34

[19/10/2012 20:08:02] mp: <lrml:Associations key="sourceBlock0-v2">

  <lrml:Association>

   <lrml:appliesSource keyref="#ra1"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e3"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e4"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e5"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e6"/>

  </lrml:Association>

 </lrml:Associations>

[19/10/2012 20:10:36 | Edited 20:10:57] mp: I can't understand why there is an appliesSource with keyref="#ra1" that doesn't exist ra1. Secondary why we use ra1 associated with e3, e4, e5, e6 where those event are times and not target.

[19/10/2012 20:53:30] mp: also    </lrml:DefinitionRuleText> is better to call it lrml:ConstitutiveRuleText I guess

[19/10/2012 22:36:49] Tara Athan: A target is not any particular type (target is a role), so they can be timepoints, events, rules, atoms, etc - anything whose URI is defined in a LegalRuleML document. The source of a timepoint is the legal text where the time or date was stated.

I think we are changing all <lrml:DefinitionRuleText>s back to <lrml:RuleText> or into the new <lrml:RuleText mode="&lrmlv;none"> because <lrml:DefinitionRuleText> is part of the obsolete deontic syntax that is being modified. This is why I did not want the example approved as is.

I'll check about the keyref="#ra1".

[19/10/2012 22:38:06 | Edited 22:39:07] mp: ok for the e3 as event but I think it is better to link resource to the tblock2 not e3

[19/10/2012 22:39:23] mp: <lrml:TemporalCharacteristics key="tblock2">

  <lrml:TemporalCharacteristic key="e3">

   <lrml:forRuleStatus iri="&lrmlv;#Efficacious"/>

   <lrml:hasStatusDevelopment iri="&lrmlv;#Ends"/>

   <lrml:atTimeInstant keyref="#t2"/>

  </lrml:TemporalCharacteristic>

[19/10/2012 22:39:40] mp: because is tblock2 that includes the semantic connected with a resource

[19/10/2012 22:39:52] mp: e3 is just a time

[19/10/2012 22:41:54] Tara Athan: In the original AN, there are these lines

<eventRef id="e2" date="2008-07-11" source="#ra1" refersTo="#inforce"

          type="generation"/>

        <eventRef id="e3" date="2012-09-01" source="#ra1" refersTo="#efficacy"

          type="amendment"/>

[19/10/2012 22:43:37] mp: there are are three problem with this: <lrml:Associations key="sourceBlock0-v2">

  <lrml:Association>

   <lrml:appliesSource keyref="#ra1"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e3"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e4"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e5"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e6"/>

  </lrml:Association>

[19/10/2012 22:43:44] mp: 1. it is not clear what is ra1

[19/10/2012 22:44:01] mp: 2. e3 is a conflicting name in the lmrl example because we have also e3

[19/10/2012 22:44:10] mp:   <lrml:TemporalCharacteristic key="e3">

[19/10/2012 22:44:19] mp: 3. e3 in akoma ntoso is not a source but a metadata

[19/10/2012 22:45:35] Tara Athan: #ra1 is not defined in the original AN, that is why it is not defined in the LegalRuleML - I was not sure what it should be.

[19/10/2012 22:46:18] mp: in my opition all the block 

[venerdì 19 ottobre 2012 22:43] mp: 

<<<   <lrml:Association>

   <lrml:appliesSource keyref="#ra1"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e3"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e4"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e5"/>

   <lrml:toTarget keyref="#e6"/>

  </lrml:Association>is not necessary

[19/10/2012 22:51:19 | Edited 22:51:37] Tara Athan: It is not a conflict over the e3 : this is the place that the source of these temporal characteristics is defined. It should be possible to define a source for individual temporal characteristics instead of the tblock, because the sources for say, the time of enforceability may be different than the source for the time of efficacy.

In this case yes it would be more efficient to assign it to the tblock, but I don't see anything wrong with the syntax as is, other than #ra1 needs to be defined in a Reference or LegalStatement.

Should #ra1 refer to the AN identifer #ra1?

[19/10/2012 22:53:29] mp: The conflict exist in the matter of the fact that with is not &anx;#e3 and with two e3 with different meaning I am really confused when I check the id and the idref

[19/10/2012 22:54:11] mp: second I am not sure that this info are part of lmrl it is so true that they do not add any information at all and other standards not have this granularity

[19/10/2012 22:55:55 | Edited 22:56:04] mp: you probably wanted to say ra1 is the inspiration source for e3,e4, e5, e6 times in lrml

[19/10/2012 23:00:03] Tara Athan: Certainly we can change the LegalRuleML identifiers t1, ... e3, ... to something else so as not to cause this confusion. Do you have a preference?

The information at #ra1 started in the AN text - I was trying to mirror the granularity there. If you say it is not necessary, then I am happy to leave it out.

[19/10/2012 23:00:22] mp: ok

[19/10/2012 23:01:26] mp: the second think is often those e3,e4,e5,e6 are not marked up in AN so it is possible to miss this block, isn't it? so I mean in case of strong interpretation from the legal knowledge engineer

[19/10/2012 23:04:40] Tara Athan: I think the question is - is there a use for this information? Would there be a situation where these times are provided by an external source that could be modified independently of the AN markup, so that it would be important to indicate this source in the LegalRuleML?

[19/10/2012 23:06:54 | Edited 23:07:39] mp: sometime those events are not derived by the markup of AN but inferred by the people from the higher law (constitution), secondaly I think that the mapping are between ra1(AN) and tblock2(lmrl) because the e3 of AN include also the semantic refersTo="inforce" so the part of the lrml schema that specifyes the time+semantic (equally to the eventRef in AN) is tblock

[19/10/2012 23:08:13] mp: AN -- eventRef e3 inforce

lrml--tblock include e3 and inforce, e3 is just a time in lrml

[19/10/2012 23:08:36] mp: the mapping is not equally under semantic point of view

[19/10/2012 23:08:52 | Edited 23:09:27] Tara Athan: e4 in lrml also includes "inforce"

<lrml:TemporalCharacteristic key="e4">

      <lrml:forRuleStatus iri="&lrmlv;#InForce"/>

      <lrml:hasStatusDevelopment iri="&lrmlv;#Ends"/>

      <lrml:atTimeInstant keyref="#t3"/>

e4 in lrml is not just a time

[19/10/2012 23:09:34] mp: ok

[19/10/2012 23:10:31] mp: so the only think is to define ra1 and eventually change name, but it is clear now

[19/10/2012 23:10:57] mp: e3, e4, e5,e6 derive from ra1

[19/10/2012 23:11:47] Tara Athan: yes

[19/10/2012 23:12:30 | Edited 23:13:46] mp: ok clear, in case this block is missed, if the e3, e4,e5, e6 are just an interpretation of the legal engineer (date not written in the law)

[19/10/2012 23:14:37] Tara Athan: Proposal

In lrml, t1 -> time1,   e3 -> tchar3

[19/10/2012 23:15:05] mp: ok

[19/10/2012 23:15:24] Tara Athan: I will change now.

[19/10/2012 23:16:51] mp: did you see my email on TimePoint? I am not contrary, but ... instant is more clear to most legal people, and the date as a fixed interval of 24 hr is for me difficult to imagine in legal domain.

[19/10/2012 23:18:23 | Edited 23:18:50] Tara Athan: I did see your email. I was hoping that other people who are more experienced (than me) with temporal ontologies would speak up.

[19/10/2012 23:19:17] mp: I am really happy if it is possible to se an example with the duration.

[19/10/2012 23:19:49] Tara Athan: I don't understand Reaction RuleML well enough to construct this example.

[19/10/2012 23:20:09] mp: but ruleml per se doesn't use duration?

[19/10/2012 23:20:30] Tara Athan: It could be done in Deliberation RuleML, but it would be very long.

[19/10/2012 23:21:24] mp: ok what do you think to add new lrml:duration ? using xs:duration

[19/10/2012 23:22:26] mp: <lrml:duration>P5Y</lrml:duration>

[19/10/2012 23:22:58] mp: so we can model interval with startPoint and duration

[19/10/2012 23:23:40] Tara Athan: Oh just stating a duration is easy to do in Deliberation RuleML, it is relating it to a time interval that is cumbersome.

<ruleml:Data xsi:type="xs:duration>P6M</ruleml:Data>

[19/10/2012 23:24:36] mp: but it is better to use a tag for helping the people to use it in case of interval with unspecified date but with period

[19/10/2012 23:24:56] mp: Data is so generic

[19/10/2012 23:26:18] Tara Athan: time duration is not a legal concept

[19/10/2012 23:26:24] mp: no

[19/10/2012 23:26:44] mp: but it is nice to have a shortcut

[19/10/2012 23:27:02] mp: mnemonic

[19/10/2012 23:27:11] Guido Governatori: Once done, please post a transcript of this conversation to the OASIS LegalRuleML mailing list

[19/10/2012 23:27:39] mp: ok

[19/10/2012 23:30:15] Tara Athan: I think I should make the changes we agreed on in the complaint example, and leave the discussion of the temporal syntax to another time.

[19/10/2012 23:31:35] mp: ok for the next TC: lrml:duration it is possible to markup using ruleml, however it is nice to have a shortcut mnemonic for helping legal people to capture it

[19/10/2012 23:32:55] mp: it is important also to specify the real duration of the date (just from the hour or a full 24 hr or at the midnight of the previous day, etc.)

[19/10/2012 23:33:59] mp: publicaiton makes at 20 octobre 2012 now could be not take effect at 11.00am of today

[19/10/2012 23:34:51] Tara Athan: XSD datatypes captures all of that. You use a xs:dateTime rather than xs:date. But what if the legal text only specifies the date?

[19/10/2012 23:36:55] mp: more and more this problem arise expecially in the web site or in the digital document that has timestemp (digital signature) so a document published on the official journal on line includes also hour and it is a problem. I am looking for some case-law where the publication hour affected the case. If I made the crime at 11.00am and the law is published 11.40pm in some case-law makes the difference

[19/10/2012 23:37:05 | Edited 23:37:23] mp: for this reason the date is not a date in law is an artefact for talking about time in flexible way :)

[19/10/2012 23:41:40 | Edited 23:42:43] Tara Athan: In the AN for the complaint example, just the date is given

<eventRef id="e2" date="2008-07-11" source="#ra1" refersTo="#inforce"

          type="generation"/>

but in the LegalRuleML, I have expanded this to a dateTime

<ruleml:Time key="time2">

      <ruleml:Data xsi:type="xs:dateTime">2012-07-11T00:00:00Z</ruleml:Data>

    </ruleml:Time>

Should I leave that as is for now?

Also, I think there is a typo in the AN for this date.

[19/10/2012 23:42:09] mp: yes yes

[19/10/2012 23:43:17] mp: ok

[19/10/2012 23:44:50] mp: the point is how to express the fact that the date start exactly in this instant of time (hours) or it is considered as a set of 24 hr by defoult

[19/10/2012 23:45:12] mp: e.g. a judgment ordinance start not in the date of publication but in the date+time

[19/10/2012 23:45:18] mp: also a contract the same

[19/10/2012 23:46:07] mp: the law in general if it is published 11.45pm (like now in italy) for the civil and administrative topic it starts since the beginning of the day for the penal law the hour is important.

[19/10/2012 23:46:44] mp: I don't know if it is clear the example. An ordinance to stop trafic starts from the date+hour

[19/10/2012 23:47:09] Tara Athan: Shouldn't it be possible to state these relationships as rules in themselves, rather than trying to capture the details in each application?

[19/10/2012 23:47:27] mp: no it is better to include in the timechar

[19/10/2012 23:47:37] mp: it is an implicit rule of the law

[19/10/2012 23:47:42] Guido Governatori: From a quick look at the discussion, it seems to me that the issues are not really related to LegalRuleML. We just have to represente what is in the norms.

[19/10/2012 23:48:13] mp: no guido the date of enter into force depending to the date of publication is written in the norm

[19/10/2012 23:48:21] mp: see my examples

[19/10/2012 23:48:35] Guido Governatori: It will be an issue of reasoning and interpretation to instatntiate them properly and do the right reasoning.

[19/10/2012 23:48:37] mp: and in the UK trafic ordinance the hour is important

[19/10/2012 23:48:49] mp: nop it is written in the text

[19/10/2012 23:49:05] Tara Athan: How is it possible that these rules are not written down somewhere?

[19/10/2012 23:49:32] mp: Block the trafic for flood starting from the publication (date+time)

[19/10/2012 23:49:50] mp: plenty of this examples

[19/10/2012 23:50:03] Guido Governatori: @monica iwhat you wrote support what I have said.

[19/10/2012 23:50:42 | Edited 23:50:47] mp: the date of publication is in timeInstance and I need to capture the fact that this date is different from date as 24 hr

[19/10/2012 23:51:15] mp: Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on the date of its publication in the Official Journal of the European Union.

[19/10/2012 23:51:46] mp: Section 89

This Constitutional Act comes into force immediately.

[19/10/2012 23:52:02] Guido Governatori: If I have a piece of legislation and this has been published on  March 24, 19:23:17, then we ahv to have such information, then  the specific legal system will them me, the granualrity we have to use.

[19/10/2012 23:53:12] mp: think to the markup:  date of publication is an timeInstant with some timeChar

[19/10/2012 23:53:24] mp: date of inforce is a timeInstant with some timeChar

[19/10/2012 23:53:42] mp: so you need to specify that date of inforce is exactly the date+time

[19/10/2012 23:54:02] mp: not date as 24 hr

[19/10/2012 23:55:28 | Edited 23:55:35] mp: thanks Tara for all! your explainations are really helpfull.

