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Presentation and methodology

* End-of-study dissertation

* Primary sources (quantitative et qualitative)
* Tweets =216
* Facebook Posts = 1
* |Interviews = 14
* Blog post = 7



* BF =

Positives arguments

Real stockage format

* Has a very clear image of the successor of MARC

 BF is not only for libraries

* Interesting for libraries with very diversed collections (KBR in Belgium)

e BF is based on the web standards
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Medical Archivist

RDA, Bibframe et données sémantiques géospatiales: Les bibliothéques
pourront aussi intégrer les normes W3C / OGC. w3.org/2015/01/spatia...




Negatif argument

* BFistoo simple

— Autorities
— For BF 1.0 work -> instance
— The new instance « item » in BF 2.0 is not enough

* Lack of interoperability with RDA

— BF not based on FRBR
— RDA Registry as an alternative?
— Create a vocabulary based on IFLA-LRM still a possibility

* Not international enough

— In the communication
— More about MARC21 than MARC
— BF doesn’t take care enough of other standards (RDA, FRBR)



Conclusion

* BF has not yet conquered the francophone
world

— Negative arguments were more present in the
corpus

 Even if it has arguments
— Sometimes not even known by the libraries

- Need a better communication around the model
(its evolution and its arguments) and more concrete
applications (implementations)



Questions



