
Homaa22@yahoo.com



a a . 2

2

CM

m a . 2

m a . 2

cha o 2 2

1- Comunicative Methodology



lecha  2 1

eale et al.  2 1  

u o ean Commi ion  2 1

lecha  2  

lecha et al.  2 1

C

C

1- R & I Missions
2- ocial Im act en Re osito y



u o ean Commission  2 1

Ravensc o t et al.  2 1

u o ean Commission  2 1

1- BRICS Countries



Rad a e et al.  2  avies et al.  2

avidson et al.  2

Moreno- oyato et al.  2 1

FP7 1

uro ean Commission  2 1

Rau et al.  2 1

Ca r - liv  et al  2 17  Pulido et al  2 1

me  2 1

1- Framework Programmes for Research and Technological



 uro ean Commission  2 11  me  et al.  2 11  me  2 17  e  Palomar

et al.  2 1

Puigvert  2 1 Flecha & Soler  2 1  

Ca anedo & Ca llonch  2 1

me  et al.  2 11

1- in Sch t s 1 7  terms



Stolorow. et al.  1  me  et al.  2

Ha ermas  1  Soler & Flecha  2 1

me  et al.  2  2 1



ULA

 Ha ermas  1
Chomsky  1

ITA

CR

CS

Rogo  2

DIH



EEL

DK

Flecha, 2000; Mercer, 2000

Howe & A edin, 201





Den in & Lincoln, 2011



CHIPE

arc a-Carri n, 201 -201

EEL ULA

arc a-Carri n, 201 ; 1

DIH

Hargreaves and arc a-Carri n, 201

illard n- allego et al., 201

ITA



DK CR CS DIH

CHIPE

MEMO4LOVE



MEM L E

Puigvert et al., 201

MEM L E



Racionero-Pla a et al., 201

MEM L E



FP8 FP7 FP1

FP7 FP6



1. APA n.d. . Im act. APA and APA Services, Inc. Strategic Plan. Availa le online 
at  htt s www.a a.org a out a a rategic- lan im act-a a- rategic- lan. df 
accessed une 1, 201 .

2. Beck, U., iddens, A., and Lash, S. 1 . Re e ive Moderni ation. Politics, 
Tradition and Ae hetics in the Modern Social rder. Cam ridge, MA  Polity 
Press.

3. Bromme, R., and oldman, S. R. 201 . The u lic has ounded under anding 
of science. Educ. Psychol. 49, 59–69. doi: 10.1080/00461520.2014.921572

4. Bruner, . 2012 . hat sychology should udy  Int. . Educ. Psychol. 1, 5–13. 
Doi: 10.17583/ijep.2012.179

5. Ca r - liv , ., Flecha, R., Ionescu, ., Pulido, C., and Sord -Mart , T. 2017 . 
Identifying the relevance of research goals through collecting citi ens . oices 
on Social Media. Int. Multidiscip. J. Soc. Sci. 6, 70–102. doi: 10.17583/
rimcis.2017.2652

6. Ca anedo, J. M., and Capllonch, M. 2018 . Participaci n de familias en 
Educaci n F sica. ual. Res. Educ. 7, 304–334. doi: 10.17583/ re.2018.3603

7. Chomsky, . 1996 . Power and Prospects. London: Pluto Press.
8. Davidson, ., Sanson, A., and ridley, H. 2000 . Au ralian psychology and 

Au ralia s indigenous people: e i ing and emerging narratives. Au . Psychol. 
35, 92–99. doi: 10.1080/00050060008260330

9. Davies, S., McCallie, E., Simonsson, E., Lehr, J. L., and Duensing, S. 2008 . 
Discussing dialogue: perspectives on the value of science dialogue events that do not 
inform policy. Pu lic Under  Sci 18, 338–353. doi: 10.1177/0963662507079760

10. Den in, ., and Lincoln, . 2011 . The Sage Hand ook of ualitative Research. 
ew ury Park: Sage.

11. D e -Palomar, J., Sanmamed, A. F. F., arc a-Carri n, R., and Molina-Rold n, S. 
2018 . Pathways to E uita le and Su aina le Education through the Inclusion of 

Roma Students in Learning Mathematics. Su aina ility 10, 2191. doi: 10.3390/
su10072191

12. European Commission, 2010 . Conclusions: Science Again  Poverty . Paper 
presented at the Segovia Conference, La ranja, 8-9 April 2010. Availa le 
at: www.idi.mineco.go .es/ s/MICI /Presidencia 20Europea/Ficheros/
Conferencia Ciencia contra la po re a.pdf accessed January 2, 2020 .

13. ----------------------------, 2011 . Added alue of Research, Innovation and Science. 
MEM /11/520,19 July. Lu em ourg: Pu lications ce of the European Union.

14. ---------------------------, 2015 . E -po  Evaluation of Science in Society in FP7. 
Lu em ourg: Pu lications ce of the European Union.

15. ---------------------------, 2017 . Applying Relevance-Assessing Methodologies to 
Hori on 2020. Final Report. Lu em ourg: Pu lications ce of the European 
Union.

16. ---------------------------, 2018 . Monitoring the Impact of EU Framework 
Programmes. E per Report. Lu em ourg: Pu lications ce of the European 
Union.

17. Flecha, R. 2000 . Sharing ords. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Little eld.
18. ------------ 2014 . Using mi ed methods from a communicative orientation: 

researching with grassroots roma. J. Mix Methods Res. 8, 245–254. doi: 
10.1177/1558689814527945



19. Flecha, R., and Soler, M. 2014 . Communicative methodology: successful 
actions and dialogic democracy. Curr. Sociol. 62, 232–242. Doi: 
10.1177/0011392113515141

20. Flecha, R., Soler- allart, M., and Sord -Mart , T. 2015 . Social impact: Europe 
mu  fund social sciences. ature 528, 193. Doi: 10.1038/528193d

21. arc a-Carri n, R. 2013-2015 . Children s Personal Epi emologies: Capitali ing 
Children s and families  Knowledge in Schools Towards E ective Teaching and 
Learning Marie Curie Actions, FP7 . Brussels: European Commission. doi: 
10.1038/528193d

22. --------------------- 2015 . hat the dialogic literary gatherings did for me: The 
personal narrative of an 11- ear-old oy in a rural community in England. ual. 
In . 21, 913–919. doi: 10.1177/1077800415614305

23. me , A. 2015 . Communicative methodology of research and evaluation. 
a success ory,  in Education as Social Con ruction: Contri utions to Theory, 
Research and Practice, eds T. Dragonas, K. J. Gergen, S. McNamee, and E. Tseliou, 
Chagrin Falls, H: Taos In itute Pu lications/ orldShare Books , 297–314.

24. --------------- 2017 . Communicative methodology and social impact,  in 
ualitative In uiry in Neoli eral Times, eds N. K. Den in and M. D. Giardina, 

New ork: Routledge , 166–178. doi: 10.4324/9781315397788-12
25. G me , A., Padr s, M., R os, ., Mara, L., and Pukepuke, T. 2019 . Reaching 

social impact through communicative methodology. Researching with rather 
than on vulnera le populations: the Roma case. Front. Educ. 4:9. doi: 10.3389/
feduc.2019.00009

26. G me , A., Puigvert, L., and Flecha, R. 2011 . Critical communicative 
methodology: informing real social transformation through research. ual. In . 
17, 235–245. doi: 10.1177/1077800410397802

27. G me , J., Latorre, A., S nche , M., and Flecha, R. 2006 . Metodolog a 
Comunicativa Cr tica. Barcelona: Hipatia.

28. Ha ermas, J. 1984 . The Theory of Communicative Action. Reason and the 
Rationali ation of Society. Bo on, MA: Beacon Press.

29. Hargreaves, L., and Garc a-Carri n, R. 2016 . Toppling teacher domination of 
primary classroom talk through dialogic literary gatherings in England. F RUM 
58, 15–25. doi: 10.15730/forum.2016.58.1.15

30. Howe, C., and A edin, M. 2013 . Classroom dialogue: a sy ematic 
review across four decades of research. Cam . J. Educ. 43, 325–356. doi: 
10.1080/0305764 .2013.786024

31. Mercer, N. 2000 . ords and Minds: How we Use Language to Think Together. 
London: Routledge.

32. Moreno-Poyato, A. R., Delgado-Hito, P., Leyva-Moral, J. M., Casanova-Garrig s, 
G., and Montes -Curto, P. 2019 . Implementing evidence ased practices on 
the therapeutic relationship in inpatient psychiatric care: a participatory action 
research. J. Clin. Nurs. 28, 1614–1622. doi: 10.1111/jocn.14759

33. Puigvert, L. 2014 . Preventive sociali ation of gender violence moving forward 
using the communicative methodology of research. ual. In . 20, 839–843. doi: 
10.1177/1077800414537221

34. Puigvert, L., Flecha, R., Racionero-Pla a, S., and Sord -Mart , T. 2019 . 
Socioneuroscience and its contri utions to conscious versus unconscious volition 



and control. The case of gender violence prevention. AIMS Neurosci. 6, 204–218. 
doi: 10.3934/Neuroscience.2019.3.204

35. Pulido, C., Redondo-Sama, G., Sord -Mart , T., and Flecha, R. 2018 . Social 
impact in social media: a new method to evaluate the social impact of research. 
PLoS ne 13:e0203117. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0203117

36. Racionero, S., and Padr s, M. 2010 . The dialogic turn in educational psychology. 
Rev. Psicodid ctica 15, 143–162. doi: 10.1387/RevPsicodidact.808

37. Racionero-Pla a, S., Ugalde-Lujam io, L., Puigvert, L., and Aiello, E. 2018 . 
Recon ruction of auto iographical memories of violent sexual-a ective 
relationships through scienti c reading on love: a psycho-educational intervention 
to prevent gender violence. Front. Psychol. 9:1996. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01996

38. Rad ake, M., van den Heuvel- romans, E., Jeucken, N., Dortmans, K., and Nelis, 
A. 2009 . Societal dialogue needs more than pu lic engagement. Science & 
society series on convergence research. EMB  Rep. 10, 313–317. doi: 10.1038/
em or.2009.43

39. Rau, H., Goggins, G., and Fahy, F. 2018 . From invisi ility to impact: recognising 
the scientri c and societal relevance of interdisciplinary su aina ility research. 
Res. Policy 47, 266–276. doi: 10.1016/j.respol.2017.11.005

40. Ravenscroft, J., Liakata, M., Clare, A., and Duma, D. 2017 . Measuring scienti c 
impact eyond academia: an assessment of exi ing impact metrics and proposed 
improvements. PLoS ne 12:e0173152. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0173152

41. Reale, E., Avramov, D., Canhial, K., Donovan, C., Flecha, R., Holm, P., et al. 
2017 . A review of literature on evaluating the scienti c, social and political 

impact of social sciences and humanities research. Res. Evaluat. 27, 298–308. doi: 
10.1093/reseval/rvx025

42. Rogo , B. 2003 . The Cultural Nature of Human Development. New ork: 
xford University Press.

43. Sch t , A. 1967 . The Phenomenology of the Social orld. Evan on, IL: 
Northwe ern University Press.

44. Soler, M., and Flecha, R. 2010 . From Au in s speech acts to communicative 
acts. Perspectives from Searle, Ha ermas and CREA. Signos 43, 363–375. doi: 
10.4067/S0718-09342010000400007 

45. Stolorow, R. D., Atwood, G. E., and Branchaft, B. eds  1994 . The Intersu jective 
Perspective. Lanham, MD: Rowan & Little eld.

46. illard n-Gallego, L., Garc a-Carri n, R., e -Mar uina, L., and E ve , A. 
2018 . Impact of the interactive learning environments in children s prosocial 
ehavior. Su aina ility 10, 2138. doi: 10.3390/su10072138 

47. ygotsky, L. 1978 . Mind in Society. The Development of Higher Psychological 
Processes. Cam ridge, MA: Harvard University Press. 


