
On 25 September 2014, Hungary Green 
Building Council (HuGBC) and WorldGBC 
held a workshop in Budapest to introduce 
Hungarian green building experts to the 
European Commission’s ‘Communication 
on resource efficiency opportunities 
in the building sector’ and to examine 
its proposals for an ‘EU framework’ for 
sustainable building assessment. 
The proposal in brief is to create a framework of select core 
performance ‘indicators’ (such as total energy, material use 
and their embodied impacts, water efficiency, management 
of waste, indoor comfort and various other resource focused 
indicators) to assess the performance of buildings throughout 
their lifecycle. Its core aim as a European initiative is to help 
generate more comparable data on building performance 
through assessment across the region, and subsequently 
build the case for sustainable building. 

The workshop was co-hosted by RICS Hungary and the British 
Chamber of Commerce in Hungary, and held at Kinnarps 
House. This workshop report presents a summary overview of 
the discussions; it is not presented as a formal position of any 
sort but rather aims to help inform discussions around this 
topic in Hungary and other European countries.

Aims of the Workshop
The key aims of the workshop were to:

1.  Understand Hungarian stakeholders’ views about what 
supportive EU green buildings policy would be useful in 
overcoming market barriers to green building practice.

2.  Provide information about the ‘Communication on resource 
efficiency opportunities in the building sector’ and 
understand potential implications of this new policy for the 
Hungarian market.

3.  Examine how an ‘EU framework’ of core indicators for 
sustainable building assessment might work in practice. 

4.  Discuss how Hungarian stakeholders can get proactively 
involved in the framework design process to ensure the 
right results.

Stakeholders were placed in different multi-disciplinary 
groups for several exercises. Presenting questions for further 
examination as well as suggested solutions was encouraged.

Stakeholder Views
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‘ EU Framework’ for Sustainable 
Building Assessment

http://www.hugbc.hu/
http://www.worldgbc.org/regions/europe/
http://www.worldgbc.org/
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/pdf/SustainableBuildingsCommunication.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/pdf/SustainableBuildingsCommunication.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/pdf/SustainableBuildingsCommunication.pdf


       “ Currently, there are over 40 LEED / 
BREEAM / DGNB certified buildings in 
Hungary, which is quite an impressive 
number compared to other countries 
in the CE Region. Both national and 
international real estate market 
players recognize the importance of 
the certifications as sustainability 
becomes an essential factor for 
all high-quality developments. 
According to the market trend, 
nowadays you cannot build a high-
quality office or commercial building 
in Hungary without a green building 
certification. The certification of 
existing assets is also becoming 
a more important issue as under 
current market conditions more and 
more stakeholders are concentrating 
on the economic operation and 
re-positioning of their assets. The 
commercial real estate market in 
Hungary is more advanced than state 

regulations. The Energy Performance 
of Buildings Directive 2010 is being 
implemented but it would also be 
very beneficial to implement wider 
sustainability requirements for all 
public investments and tendering 
processes. Exemplary behaviour of the 
state would not only have a positive 
effect on the wider property market 
but would also create new jobs. 

          Sustainability is a very complex 
issue and a holistic approach is 
ultimately needed. One of the most 
important tasks for the near future 
is to educate the general public 
about sustainability and to raise 
awareness about this topic. Major 
shifts towards a more environmental 
friendly and sustainable future can 
only be achieved with a society that 
understands these issues.”

Introduction to Hungarian Green Building Market by Zsombor Barta MRICS,  
Vice President, HuGBC



What Policy Is Needed To Encourage 
Green Building Practice?
Stakeholders at the workshop noted that an important 
distinction always has to be drawn in new EU policy between 
strict legal requirements, policy which can be flexibly 
adapted at national level, and policy which is more ‘advisory’ 
in nature to Member States. Advice around the kind of policy 
incentives that national markets could use to move towards 
sustainable building, and what they should incentivise, was 
considered important in the short term. In turn, regulation 
and proper enforcement were thought to have an important 
role to play over time. 

At high level, what stakeholders thought would be most 
useful is to have a very clear, transparent analysis of 
sustainability issues for the property sector at EU level and 
their order of priority. Governments and markets would then 
have a clear view on the priority focuses for initial policy 
and also eventual mandatory regulation in the event market 
failures persist.

It was noted that it would not be beneficial to the Hungarian 
commercial property market to have to apply an entirely new 
and independent EU level ‘tool’ or ‘system’ for sustainable 
building assessment, because there are already established 
systems on the market that are helping benchmark 
sustainability performance. It was requested that any EU level 
framework for building assessment should take the existence 
and design of these systems into account. 

Stakeholders also highlighted that these existing rating 
tools are relatively sophisticated, complex, and perhaps not 
as adaptable to local circumstances as any EU framework 
should be. It was suggested that an EU framework could 
act as the guiding framework under which existing building 
assessment tools could operate, and perhaps also provide 
guidance on how assessment tools could be adapted to local 
circumstances within the EU.

Tax incentives were highlighted as a very important topic of 
debate in the Hungarian market, as a form of incentive which 

moves markets, although of course tax matters are largely a 
focus of national level policy. Nevertheless, it was proposed 
that an EU framework could provide a basis for national 
policy makers to refer to when structuring green building 
tax incentives, and providing guidance at EU level on this 
matter through an EU framework would help harmonise the 
tax incentives for sustainable buildings put in place across 
the single market. It was remarked that incentives at both 
product and building level would be important, to incentivise 
overall outcomes on a building level but also incentivise 
investments in the right products to help achieve those 
outcomes.

In terms of performance issues, water efficiency was stated 
to be important for Hungary, and also the treatment of waste 
water. Participants suggested that decentralised methods 
for water collection and treatment should be encouraged 
by policy. Indoor air quality was also noted as an area that 
is insufficiently addressed in current Hungarian building 
regulation. Policy to encourage green space on building roofs 
and at settlement level should also be considered, as this is 
currently not present, and rules for dealing with embodied 
energy at EU level were considered to be an important 
priority going forwards.

Stakeholders agreed that lifecycle assessment (LCA) policies 
should be introduced on a common European basis. At the 
moment one product in Hungary may have two different 
Environmental Product Declarations (EPDs), and this is a 
problem for those involved with building design. Confusion 
is one data issue, but quality is also important. It was stated 
that only third party verified data should be encouraged 
by green building policy going forwards, as otherwise the 
reliability of data can be called into question. This raises a 
question in terms of how to lower the cost of, for example, 
commissioning EPDs from expert third parties.

On a connected note, it was thought important for Hungary 
to have a database of materials and their sustainability 
assessment data, which is sufficiently transparent and easily 
interpreted to enable building design teams to make good 
choices. 
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With regard to EU funding, stakeholders proposed that this 
could be directly connected to sustainability performance 
over time. This was thought to have potential to impact 
significantly in Hungary, where a large number of construction 
projects receive some EU funding. 

It was also acknowledged that there was a need for 
standardised sustainability indicators at urban planning level 
as well as building level, and that any framework should 
consider not just how individual building sustainability 
could be ensured – but also to consider how buildings 
connect with their context to help create sustainable urban 
areas. In connection with this, energy from transport was 
noted as an important area of resource use that buildings 
could impact, and whilst buildings and transport are being 
treated separately in the Commission’s current resource 
efficiency policy, these sectors should be working together. 
Encouraging the integration of EV charging points in homes 
was raised as one example of this.

The Communication on Resource 
Efficiency Opportunities in the 
Building Sector 
Click on the image above to see WorldGBC’s overview 
presentation on the Communication and the EU framework 
proposals given at the workshop, or visit: http://bit.ly/1orZ0UN

How Might the EU Framework Work in 
Practice?
The different potential user groups and uses of the framework 
were summarised by workshop attendees, and some of the 
differences and tensions between how these groups would 
need it to function or be presented to be useful to them 
were explored. It was felt there could be a core framework, 
but that this would need to be presented or ‘translated’ 
into different formats for different user groups dependent 
upon the functions they needed it to perform. For example, 
designers may have more technical requirements so may 
need a more comprehensive set of indicators, whist investors 
may need a more simple and smaller list of indicators geared 
around financial performance of the asset and end users 
would have another focus yet again.

The first priority use for the framework that was highlighted 
at the workshop was education. Aside from its technical 
application and use in collecting and harmonising 
environmental performance data, stakeholders thought 
this was one of the most important potential uses of the 
framework, as a structure for helping develop general, higher 
level and professional education around green building. It 
was noted that it was important that students and market 

actors develop a holistic understanding of what a sustainable 
building is, beyond the current focus on energy performance. 

Stakeholders felt it would be important for education 
materials to be produced at EU level as part of roll-out of the 
framework, to help harmonise education and understanding 
around sustainable building issues. It was also noted that it 
was not enough to educate industry using the framework, but 
education would need to be directed towards building users 
and communities, to help drive understanding and ultimately 
demand.

       “ It is absolutely essential for a 
sustainable future to create 
a framework of concise and 
understandable tools for green 
planning, design and construction. 
It should provide focus for public 
procurements, for commercial 
investments and also provide 
opportunities for everyday  
people as well.”  

              Éva Beleznay, Architect-Planner,  
Board Member HuGBC

Investors were seen as the second most important user group 
for the framework, as there is a need for them to have clear, 
performance orientated assessment data to be able to start 
integrating this within their decision-making process. It was 
noted that the kind of ‘performance indicators’ that would 
be useful to investors would be quite different to those that 
would be needed by design teams. If a robust framework 
evolves that has an impact on value then this could be used 
during the lending process for assessing developments or 
transactions and structuring green loan criteria.

Building professionals (such as valuers, architects, engineers, 
real estate agents, green building assessors etc.) are a 
big user group, with many different needs in relation to 
an EU framework for assessment. The core utility of such 
a framework was thought to be having transparent and 
comparable ‘best practice’ standards at EU level, giving 
professionals an independent benchmark to judge against. 

In terms of the public sector, national policy makers and 

http://www.worldgbc.org/files/7014/1537/4602/WorldGBC_Presentation_on_EU_Framework.pdf
http://www.worldgbc.org/files/7014/1537/4602/WorldGBC_Presentation_on_EU_Framework.pdf


municipalities were seen as important user groups with 
different needs. The former could of course create and adapt 
new national building policy around the EU framework, but 
may only be persuaded to do so once more data is collected 
by those in the private sector already doing green building. 
Municipalities may choose to use such a framework to help 
them define long-term building stock strategies and targets, 
and track progress against this, selecting performance 
indicators that are most important to them. It was thought 
that there might eventually be desire to create a ‘sustainable 
building code’ for Hungary, but that capacity within 
government in this relatively new area was quite low, so 
guidance on important elements for national codes could be 
given to Member States at EU level. 

Product manufacturers could use the framework to help 
assess their products, but it was unclear how existing forms 
of LCA analysis would plug into the envisaged building level 
framework.

Benchmarking was seen as a major function of the 
framework, and benchmarks set would need to be clear 
and different for different property types (not just new and 
existing, residential and commercial, but also in the various 
sub-groups that exist within these headings). These would 
be needed to measure the improvements that different 
sectors (and actors within sectors) were making. Also having 
baseline standards for each European country would be 
important, and the framework could assist data collection so 
that localised standards could emerge over time for different 
property types.

As a high level point, stakeholders felt that what a ‘lifecycle 
approach’ is defined as for the building sector needs clearer 
definition at EU level. As this could be incredibly complex, 
it would probably initially need to be simplified at least in 
how the framework was presented, in order to start moving 
industry this way. The operational part of the building 
lifecycle was seen as particularly important. On-going 
monitoring to make sure once the building is turned over that 
it performs optimally, having easy to use trainings for building 
users would be beneficial, suggesting how they can readily 
collect in use data and explaining what framework data really 
means for them. 

Closing – Hungarian Stakeholder 
Involvement in the Framework Design 
Process
HuGBC and its members stated they would be happy to get 
actively involved in supporting the development of the EU 
framework process, and requested that a clear timeline 
be laid out so that alongside their industry stakeholders 
and government they could input into the design process. 
Workshop attendees noted that it would be useful to have 
indications from the European Commission regarding 
what support was expected or requested from different 
stakeholders, and that we start to collectively think ahead 
to roll-out of the framework and how GBCs and other 
stakeholders could support this.

It was also noted that the development of the framework  
was intended to take place in consultation with Member 
States, but it was unclear whether the European Commission 
had identified the relevant Hungarian officials to engage.  
The importance of engaging with the demand side of the 
property sector was seen as particularly important, and 

HuGBC offered support in outreach here.

WorldGBC highlighted that the Europe Regional Network 
will be hosting workshops across around half of the EU 
Member States to engage with this issue, and attendees 
indicated initial interest in the idea of gathering a number of 
neighbouring countries for follow-up ‘regional’ workshops 
(with GBCs, industry stakeholders, associations, government 
representatives and European Commission officials). A group 
of GBCs from Hungary, Austria, Croatia, Czech Republic, 
Slovakia and Slovenia have been informally collaborating 
together as a sub-region of the Europe Regional Network for 
the past few years, and could form a platform for this sort of 
engagement.

       “ We have been waiting for this initiative 
a common European tool for building 
assessment. Our expectation is that 
this system will be introduced as early 
as possible but of course considering 
the proper selection of the core 
indicators. It has to be developed as a 
simple, useful and robust tool in order 
to set up a comparable benchmark in 
different countries.”

                András Schmidt, Sustainability Manger,  
Skanska Commercial



Workshop Partners       
A special thanks also to the workshop co-hosts:

• Zsombor Barta, Sentient Kft

• Éva Beleznay, Architect (previous Chief Architect, 
Municipality of Budapest)

• Pascal Cloix, Consultant

• James Drinkwater, WorldGBC

• Attila Ertsey, KÖR Architect Studio

• Éva Jónás, BCCH

• László Kanyuk, Knauf Insulation

• Shayna Prunier, Consultant

• Mónika Tornóczky,  Hungary GBC

• Gábor Radványi, Futureal

• András Schmidt, Skanska

• László Szekér, PAOSZt, Zero Energy Design, IV Kft

• Zsófia Végh, Napi Gazdaság

Introducing our Network
Green Building Councils are not-for-profit, member-based organisations that are driving the transformation of buildings, 
communities and users’ behaviour towards sustainability. The World Green Building Council is a coalition of over 100 national 
Green Building Councils around the world, making it the largest international organisation influencing the green building 
marketplace. Our Europe Regional Network consists of over 30 national Green Building Councils and works in collaboration 
with more than 4,500 member companies across Europe, which represent the full breadth of stakeholders in the buildings 
industry. A crucial part of Green Building is bringing the whole value chain in our industry together to provide better solutions, 
and this is exactly what we are doing through our members.  
See: http://www.worldgbc.org/regions/europe/ 

Hungary Green Building Council (HuGBC) is a non-profit professional and civil society organisation, which was launched by 
architects, engineers, designers, economists, consultants, scientists, investors, and various other actors across the building 
industry who are all committed to providing a clear direction for the sector as a whole. HuGBC is determined to campaign for 
a radical transformation of our built environment by providing information on sustainable practices and facilitating learning 
and communication between members and the industry, developing sustainable buildings policy and establishing market 
conditions that favour this process. See: http://www.hugbc.hu/

WorldGBC’s Regional Partners

Attendees
Thanks to all those who attended the workshop: 

http://www.kinnarps.com/
http://www.bcch.com/
http://www.rics.org/en/geography/?selectcountry=true&returnUrl=http://www.rics.org/en/
http://www.worldgbc.org/regions/europe/
http://www.hugbc.hu/
http://www.eon.com/en.html
http://www.saint-gobain.com/en
http://www.utc.com/Pages/Home.aspx
http://www.skanska.com/
http://www.knaufinsulation.com/

