There are a number of key considerations in determining the most appropriate home for the proposed ontology.

1)  The bulk of the content would seem to be a derived work, drawn from existing ISO/IEC standards and other sources for the definitions and relationships.

2) SDOs have already got established policies for IPR and approval procedures, so there is no need to develop our own.

3)  The market requirement is for an electronic form which is publicly available and free of charge, unencumbered by licensing, IPR or patent constraints.  Organisations such as ISO and IEC typically raise revenue from sales of standards, although there are precedents for free availability of the electronic supporting forms, such as data models.

There are several potential hosts, including but not limited to:

- OASIS, with its specifications open on the web, and good links into ISO and the Semantic Web.  The downside is that we would have to create a technical committee, but this is not difficult.  OASIS already has links to a number of ISO committees.
- ISO TC 12/IEC TC 25, who are responsible for UoM standards at present but may not have the necessary ontological expertise.  

- BIPM - source of the underlying UoM

- ISO TC 184/SC 4 - Industrial Data, although this would have to work in liaison with the other ISO and IEC groups.  It has a rapid process for harvesting appropriate material as standards, without the procedural constraints of the JTC 1 process.

- JTC1(/SC32) has its own unique “fast-track” process which requires recognition of the submitting body, before the technical aspects are considered.  Again, links to the ISO and IEC committees would be essential
- W3C has an interest in foundational ontologies, and provides a link to the Semantic Web, but may generate detailed issues related to use of URIs.  The process of reaching consensus on a recommendation is slow , and does not provide a ready link into ISO, because W3C at an upper level would have to agree to forward the work to a liaison fast-track process in an "unusual" ISO TC or SC, unless it is to be stuck in JTC1/TC37 with HTML stuff.

- OMG has an RFC process that is relatively straightforward and relatively quick, but it would require an OMG member to be a submitter and would likely require an ODM representation of the ontology.  It has links into ISO.  There is also some potentially conflicting UoM work in SysML, and concerns that we would become a test case for the evolving OMG standards architecture. 

- UN/CEFACT, which generates recommendation 20 on "Codes for Units of Measure Used in International Trade", but has limited ontological capability
On this basis,  there is a growing move towards using OASIS as the most appropriate vehicle, on the grounds of free availability and established links to ISO.
