List 11.16.1. Features of RDF data specifications that data standards lack

     1. RDF data specifications are optional. The purpose of a

        data specification is to provide an opportunity for people

        to describe their data objects. Data standards, unlike data

        specifications, are often imposed requirements.

     2. RDF data specifications are self-describing and contain

        all the information needed to interpret the contained

        information. Data files that conform to standards are often

        inscrutable and not intended to be read by humans.

     3. RDF data specifications can be interrogated by general

        autonomous software agents. Competently written general

        software agents can parse and understand any RDF document.

        This is the underlying premise of the semantic web. Files

        that conform to most data standards can only be parsed by

        software specifically written to accommodate the data

        standard.

     4. RDF specifications can reduce the complexity of data. All

        data can be described in RDF documents consisting of data

        triples. Data standards have no unifying principle of data

        description. The presence of competing standards, different

        versions standards, and proprietary extensions of standards

        have contributed to the complexity of electronic

        information.

     5. The data in a data specification can be distributed over

        multiple RDF documents.

     6. The assertions in RDF data specifications have meaning,

        and the meaning is preserved when the assertion is extracted

        from the data specification document. Data standards do not

        contain meaningful assertions. There is no general way of

        extracting components of a data standard and building

        datasets composed of meaningful assertions.

     7. A data specification can comply with multiple RDF schemas

        at once.] 

     8. A data specification can be written without violating

        intellectual property or breaching patient confidentiality.

