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OUR MORE GENERAL AIM

Abbiamo bisogno di una nuova generazione di 
comunicatori della scienza in grado di assicurare 
che “la scienza, le sue rappresentazioni e i suoi 
ruoli nella società soddisfino non solo la nostra 
intelligenza collettiva ma anche il nostro 
desiderio collettivo di governare i futuri abilitati 
dalla scienza e dalla tecnologia” 

Sheila Jasanoff (2014),A mirror of science, Public Understanding of Science, 23(1),21-26



Riferimenti bibliografici
-Bauer, M. and Gregory, J. (2007), “From journalism to corporate communication in post-war Britain”, in: Bauer, M. and Bucchi, M., (eds.) 
Journalism, science and society: science communication between news and public relations. Routledge Studies in Science, Technology and 
Society . Routledge, Abingdon, UK, pp. 33-52;
-Brown, P. (2014), “An explosion of alternatives: considering the future of science journalism”, EMBO Rep. 15(8), pp. 827-32; 
-Fahy, D. and Nisbet, M. (2011), “The science journalist online: Shifting roles and emerging practices”, Journalism 12, pp. 778-793;
-Greco, P. and Pitrelli, N. (2009), Scienza e media ai tempi della globalizzazione, Codice edizioni (in italian);
-Kahan, D. et al. (2012),  “The polarizing impact of science literacy and numeracy on perceived climate change risks”, Nature Climate Change 
2, 732-735;
-Jasanoff, S. (2014), “A mirror for science”, Public Understanding of Science, 23(1), 21-26;
-Mulder, H. A. J. et al. (2008) “The State of Science Communication Programs at Universities Around the World”, Science Communication, 
30(2), pp. 277-287;
-Nisbet, M. C. (2014), “Engaging in science policy controversies”, in M. Bucchi and B. Trench (eds.), Handbook of Public Communication of 
Science and Technology. Second Edition, pp. 173-185, Routledge;
-Pitrelli, N. (2014), “Science and society: a dialogue without communicators?”, in S. Avveduto and L. Pisacane (eds.), Portrait of a Lady. 
Women in Science: Participation Issues and Perspectives in a Globalized Research System, Gangemi Editore;
-Pitrelli, N. and Castelfranchi, Y. (2009), “Techno-scientific hybrids. Science communication in npursuit of an academic identity”, Jcom, 08 (01), 
available at: http://jcom.sissa.it/sites/default/files/documents/Jcom0801%282009%29E.pdf  (accessed March 21, 2016);
-Wynne B. (1992), ”Misunderstood misunderstanding: Social identities and public uptake of science”, Public Understanding of Science 1: 281-
304;
-Ziman, J. (2002), Real Science: What it Is and What it Means, Cambridge University Press, Routledge.


	Diapositiva 1
	Diapositiva 2
	Diapositiva 3
	Diapositiva 4
	Diapositiva 5
	Diapositiva 6
	Diapositiva 7
	Diapositiva 8
	Diapositiva 9
	Diapositiva 10
	Diapositiva 11
	Diapositiva 12
	Diapositiva 13
	Diapositiva 14
	Diapositiva 15
	Diapositiva 16
	Diapositiva 17
	Diapositiva 18
	Diapositiva 19
	Diapositiva 20
	Diapositiva 21
	Diapositiva 22
	Diapositiva 23
	Diapositiva 24
	Diapositiva 25
	Diapositiva 26
	Diapositiva 27
	Diapositiva 28
	Diapositiva 29

