[bookmark: _Toc67908983]519: Keep or deprecate P54 has current permanent location AND P48 has preferred identifier
The SIG reviewed arguments in favor and against the deprecation of P54 and P48. 
RS made the case in favor of deprecating them as their semantics can be rendered through E55 Type. He also suggested each deprecation to be decided upon separately. 
[bookmark: _Toc67908984]P54 has current permanent location: 
SdS opposed to deprecating P54 on the grounds that it has nothing to do with the actual location of objects in the museum; rather it has to do with where the objects are logged in, to support a function within museum documentation practice. 
RS: That was what motivated his original proposal to introduce Pxxx has current permanent custodian, but his proposal was rejected. It’s like assuming double standards. 
MD: the two things are not comparable. Similarities in the logical pattern does not entail the introduction or deprecation of properties. There is some nesting involved to Pxx current permanent custodian that perplexes the situation that does not apply in the case of P54. So they are entirely different things. That something is used in museum practices is not an argument in and of itself, because CIDOC CRM is not restricted to documenting museological practices exclusively. 
SdS: Core data properties and SPECTRUM have the current permanent location. It’s about where things are meant to be, not about where they are. It relates to .3 properties (to document the temporal validity of properties), an issue that needs we need to reprise once we’re done with CIDOC CRM 7.1. 
Vote on keeping P54 current permanent location
Decision: Keep P54 current permanent location in the CRM 
[bookmark: _Toc67908985]P48 has preferred identifier 
MD: default authority on assigning preferred identifiers is the institutions that hold the objects. 
PR: LRM identifiers used as a kind of Nomen, Nomen Use Statements and their status in a system. This way you can get provenanced statements. 
Proposal: Keep the issue open; reformulate the scope note of P48 and try to find reasonable objective criteria for declaring identifiers as preferred. 
Vote on the proposal: 
Decision: P48 kept in the model. 
HW to RS and PR to provide evidence on preferred identifiers and who has the authority to declare an identifier the preferred one. If nothing of the sort can be found, maybe see if we can draw on LRMoo to express this. 

