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This experience is very different from the cooperation with Chile I have elaborated on in another paper (See Castela, 2008). It is not a cooperation project financed by any official ministerial committee, involving a group of researchers from both countries on a special question.

I would say that it is an individual initiative of some researchers interested in a common theoretical work. The situation is here completely symmetrical. I work within one theoretical framework (Anthropological Theory of Didactics due to Yves Chevallard) to which I try myself to contribute, my Mexican colleagues in another framework (Socioepistemology) they have developed. It is evident that these theories have many things in common but our purpose is to go further than a first superficial observation: What is really common? What is different? Each part intends to read and know more of the other’s framework, asking to the other part the questions that appear in this studying work. One very important point is that these questions coming from the Mexican colleagues induce me to come back to ATD works and get a deeper knowing of what the theory is and what it is not.

Moreover, each researcher is involved in the development process of the theoretical framework he
 has chosen. So he presents to the others the most recent questions he himself asks to his theory and each one with his background try to elaborate on these theoretical problems. 

In summary, our common work does not intend to show that one theory is better than the other, that what one proposes has already been proposed by the other. I would say that finding what is common and elaborating some kind of dictionary recording the corresponding points, concepts, vocabulary etc. is not the main interest. The most important consequence of the very intensive exchanges I have with the Mexican colleagues is that I deepen my knowing of the ATD present state, becoming aware of some gaps and that I get new ideas to develop it.

The idea that unifying two theories that have many things in common is not so important an issue may be considered as going against a scientific approach. This point of view is another consequence of my exchanges with the colleagues who initiated socioepistemology in México. They made me realize how important it is for a developing research community to take its autonomy from every other previously existing community. Creating its own theoretical framework may be one way to this autonomy. This induces that a theory should not only be assessed from within the science, according scientific criterions, but also from a social point of view: socially what part plays the elaborating of this theory? 

This asks very difficult questions to the cooperation process regarding research in maths education: 

· Which kind of cooperation prevents, hinders the development of autonomous local research communities? 

· On the contrary which kind of cooperation favours the development of autonomous local research communities? 

· What are the effects of common works where one part imposes its theories? 

· What are the effects of common works where one part imposes not only its theories but also its language, that is, its words and its manners to tell the world?

� This « he » has noting to do with the gender, I simply consider too tiresome (and difficult for may English practice) to always refer to both genders (he or she).





