
How do we engage with sustainable development in our own work? 

 

It is precisely the interactions between a top-down normative ideal (which in itself is not entirely unified) and 

its bottom-up appropriations (made of understandings and performances that are even more divergent) that 

constitute a transition process, not despite their divergences and discrepancies, but because of them.  

This transition can be directed towards increasing, structural sustainability but it can also tend towards 

continuous unsustainability: here, the analysis of chances, barriers and challenges are particularly telling. For 

this purpose, we use an extended vision of the first and most current conceptualization of sustainability, viewed 

as made up of three pillars – a social one, an ecological one and an economical one (Brundtland, 1987). These 

pillars seem like relatively unregulated, free-floating and agency-less entities and would gain to be completed 

by a fourth, performative one: a pillar of governance, as a multi-sited and multi-scalar set of strong normative 

and even regulative incentives, both top-down and bottom-up, seeking to make the others converge (see 

Yáñez-Arancibia / Dávalos-Sotelo / Day / Reyes, 2013), much in the way governmentality allies self-control with 

control of others (see Foucault, 2007). 

 

We aim at an in-depth, mainly qualitative understanding of not only the diverging notions of sustainable 

practices within Luxembourg’s food sector, but their underlying, more identity-relevant values and motifs. 

We hope to address them in a participative way, in order to assess by which types of actor-relevant 

arguments they could be enhanced in order to close the gap between responsible discourses and less 

responsible practices. 

 

We use a mixed-methods approach, including the qualitative tools of ethnography, observant participation, 

semi-structured interviews, content and document analysis etc. as well as quantitative surveys in order to 

produce representative contextual data, partly conceived as transformative research for policy-making at 

different levels. 

 

How will we contribute to the key research area on sustainability?  Forthcoming Research Lines  

Our empirical research interest evolves in a praxeological and social-constructivist framework. It focuses on 

everyday, processual dynamics of (morally motivated) attributions and (ethically realized) appropriations in a 

dialectic of power constructions and constitutions of meaning – within Luxembourg’s food sector. We are 

interested in how these learning and negotiation process operate, by which constraints and values – and 

generally by which cultural and social dynamics – they are governed and how they could be organized more 

effectively and sustainably through motive alliances. 

Europe’s food sector arises to one fifth of climate change, but it is comparably less researched that other 

alleged factors, especially in its socio-cultural dimensions. Luxembourg’s food practices  have in comparison to 

other post-industrial countries a particular unfavorable environmental balance (see Feyder, 2014). 

Given these facts, our current projects consist in researching the transition processes towards a more 

sustainable food culture and its potential optimization, by focusing on the involved actors from the four 

interdependent spheres of governance, production, diffusion and consumption – both at established 

mainstream-level and in innovative niches. The aim is to document, accompany and foster sustainable changes 



of practices that would have a positive effect on the national climate and energy efficiency as well as on social 

and environmental justice. We analyze social practices that have a favorable or unfavorable influence on 

Luxembourg’s food transition, with a particular sensitivity for social inequalities and everyday subjectivations. 

Such a praxeological approach permits to scrutinize the conscious decisions, negotiation positions and 

argumentations of the respective system members within their socio-cultural embedding. The in-depth 

understanding of chances and challenges as well as the barriers within the food transition is a suitable tool to 

help overcome lock-in situations and ultimately contribute to enhance political, economical, ecological and 

societal consolidations. 
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