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FIEC position paper          01.09.2014 

Resource efficiency in the building sector: FIEC broadly welcomes 
the Commission’s communication 

 Yes, we can do more! 
 
The construction industry is not Mother Nature’s enemy!  On the contrary, it is in our interests to conserve 
natural and man-made resources as much as possible, not only because of the existing regulatory 
requirements in the EU, but also because the problem of depleting resources threatens the long term 
future and competitiveness of our industry.  Although contractors have already done much to reduce our 
impact on the environment, we share the Commission’s view that there is potential for even greater 
benefits to be gained from resource efficiency, for society, the environment and the economy.  Indeed, 
contractors stand to gain from DG Environment’s approach, but only if a new framework reduces 
fragmentation in EU policy and in the worst cases overlapping regulations, introducing instead coherent 
measures that are simple to apply, cost effective and flexible, allowing for differences in national 
circumstances that make direct comparability unrealistic. Any new framework should not increase the cost 
of constructing a building. 

 Life cycle approach 
 
Contractors understand that a building’s impact on the environment starts on the drawing board and does 
not end with demolition. We embrace the life cycle approach and we particularly acknowledge the 
important role that we play as the industry responsible for the construction phase.  We welcome relevant 
indicators and a common assessment framework and we ask that these indicators include the construction 
process used.  However, we ask the Commission to fulfil its intention, apparent in the Communication, to 
build on the existing regulatory and voluntary instruments that exist at both EU and national level.  This 
means an ongoing dialogue with DG Enterprise and DG Energy amongst others, as well as close and 
constructive co-operation with the industry.  Specifically, we ask the Commission to incorporate data that 
already exists under the Construction Products Regulation (CPR), CE Marking and standardisation, 
amongst other measures. 

 Pragmatic solutions – recognise the inevitable trade-offs 
 
FIEC is pleased to see that the Commission appears to be taking a pragmatic approach and acknowledges 
the need for evaluating the cost/benefit of any potential solutions. We would emphasise the inevitable 
trade-offs that occur in the application of resource efficiency ambitions.  The Commission’s own examples 
illustrate this well: environmental benefits vs. potential reduction in quality and safety of recycled 
construction materials; energy savings vs. reduced recyclability…  These trade-offs are not hypothetical – 
they are real. 
 
This pragmatism should also be applied to the issue of virgin materials, the use of which the Commission 
would like to reduce, in favour of secondary raw materials. As implied from the above, secondary raw 
materials may not be appropriate for every construction project.  If such materials have to be transported 
over long distances to reach the site, any potential environmental benefits from their use could be 

mailto:s.arundale@fiec.eu
mailto:info@fiec.eu
http://www.fiec.eu/


FIEC is the European Construction Industry Federation, representing via its 33 National Member Federations  
in 29 countries (28 EU & EFTA and Turkey) construction enterprises of all sizes, i.e. small and medium-sized enterprises  
as well as “global players”, carrying out all forms of building and civil engineering activities. 
 
 
Press Contact: Sue Arundale 
FIEC / Avenue Louise 225, BE-1050 Brussels  
Tel. +32-2-514 55 35 / Fax +32-2-511 02 76 / e-mail: mailto:s.arundale@fiec.eu 

FIEC - European Construction Industry Federation  
Avenue Louise 225, BE-1050 Brussels / Tel. +32-2-514 55 35 / Fax +32-2-511 02 76 / e-mail: mailto:info@fiec.eu / www.fiec.eu 

2 

 
outweighed by the emissions generated on the journey.  Similarly, technical, quality and safety factors 
must also be considered as well as the wishes of the client. Arbitrary increases in the price of virgin 
materials will inevitably increase construction costs, in some cases for no good reason.  

Therefore, we ask for caution and for very careful assessment on a case by case basis, before this 
measure is applied. We also ask the Commission to deal with other related problems first, such as the lack 
of recycling of raw materials currently being undertaken compared to the potential and the lack of 
acceptance of recycled materials by clients, who are making change in the market difficult.  

 Information deficit – quality not quantity  
 
While we applaud the recognition of consumers’ needs, we question whether there is really an information 
deficit per se.  Rather, we suspect that it is not the lack of information that is an obstacle to demand, but 
the quality.  Indeed, one could argue that there is already an information overload.  Therefore, we welcome 
any indicators that help to reduce confusion and to stimulate demand. 

 Specific indicators 
 
FIEC believes that the proposed indicators are pertinent, albeit perhaps difficult to achieve in reality.  
However, indicators for buildings are inevitably dependent on relevant data for construction products.  As 
relevant data is already collected (see above) we urge the Commission to integrate what already exists into 
any new framework for building assessment. 

 Construction and demolition waste 
 
FIEC has stated many times over the years that we need clear end of waste criteria at EU level.  We know 
that the Commission has considered this and even worked on the issue.  However, we understand that at 
best, such criteria will be available in the long- rather than the short-term and at worst, the work will be - or 
even has already been - discreetly dropped altogether.  As construction and demolition waste (CDW) is 
raised again in this Communication, we repeat our request for clear criteria and a harmonised method for 
assessing a building prior to demolition, which will enable contractors to significantly improve the treatment 
of CDW, in line with EU waste and recycling objectives. Such criteria will also enable the Commission to 
set credible targets for the reduction of CDW.  We also ask that when recycled materials are used 
underground, for example in infrastructure or foundation works, these operations are excluded from the 
concept of backfilling.  Finally, we are opposed to any new taxes for CDW, not only because of the cost for 
contractors but also because such a tax may lead to illegal waste dumping, where waste treatment 
solutions are not available near the construction site. 

 FIEC wants to be at the table 
 
The Communication on resource efficiency opportunities in the building sector is a step in the right 
direction.  Specific solutions are lacking and there is no mention of the risk of increased costs for the 
industry and for buyers1.  However, FIEC welcomes the Commission’s intention to work with industry 
stakeholders to identify the indicators for the common assessment framework and we hereby declare our 
candidacy for membership of this group. 
 

                                              
1 FIEC is not convinced that the QUALITEL study (mentioned in the Communication) adequately deals with this.  
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