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For practical reasons, we had to divide the first meeting into two groups (See the report from the 
first group). These are our responses to the input from the other group. 

 

Framing 

 The project should be clearer on what it is about. Whether there is a focus on "best 
practice", rather than concrete innovations, must be explained. 
 We will communicate the project's focus more clearly. The project is more about process 

than product innovation, and good practices for such innovation processes. 

 

Methods, perspectives and research questions 

 It is important that you build on information from previous work (and do not repeat it) and 
instead move a notch further in the work with food waste. The RRI perspective is such a further 
development. 

 We will clearly bring out the RRI perspective in processes with companies and others. 
 The project should not only look at measures, but also specifically at how they can be scaled 
up. 

 We will take this into account in the further work. 
 There are other app development projects that are based on somewhat similar ideas. Here 
one should consider cooperation. 

 We will follow this up. 
 Why are fermented foods and healthy foods included? Is there a hypothesis that there is a 
connection between nutritious food and a reduction in food waste?  

 Here we will give a clearer justification. 
 Is RRI in the project about process or outcome? This can become clearer. 

 We want to be clearer in our communication that RRI is about process in this project; 
and both the process in the BREAD project, but also in the companies' innovation work. 

 It is important to avoid greenwashing, and therefore it is good to study very specific 
processes in the project (for example in work package 3). By working with several processes at the 
same time, we may be able to bring about social change. 

  In the project, we want to study real practices, and support this input. 
 It can be useful to narrow down the project somewhat, for example to go from focusing on 
individual companies' measures to how to facilitate more collaboration through the value chains. 

  We believe this advice is good and will follow up. 

In general, we were encouraged to describe the project more clearly and in simpler words. Among 
other things: What do we want to understand? And what do we want to achieve? We will follow this 
up as best we can! 


