LIST OF SUSTAINABLE CONSTRUCTION REVIEW RESPONSES.

	1
	RSKENSR ((Environmental organisation)
	Gwen Harrison

	2
	Defence Estates, MOD
	Tony Whitehead

	3
	East Midlands Development Agency (EMDA)
	Tim Embley

	4
	South West Regional Development Agency (SWRDA)
	Jim Price

	5
	Thames Water
	Carla Holdstock

	6
	Skanska
	Mathew Janssen

	7
	British Cement Association 
	David Collins

	8
	Fulcrum Consulting
	Claire Wildfie

	9
	Waste Resource Action programme (WRAP)
	Josephine Abbott 

	10
	Federation of Environmental Trade Associations (FETA) 
	Cedric Sloan

	11
	HTA (Horticultural Trade Association)
	Tim Briercliffe

	12
	CELUFORM
	L A Meredith

	13
	World Wide Fund (WWF) 
	Jo Wheeler

	14
	 Future Foundations
	Lesley Seymour

	15
	Landscape Institute
	Claire Luxton

	16
	Berkeley Group 
	Karl Whiteman

	17
	East  Midlands Development Agency (EMDA)
	Diana Gilhespy

	18
	Sustainable Development Commission (SDC)
	Elizabeth Pomeroy

	19
	Construction Products Association (CPA)
	Rita Singh

	20
	The Construction Industry Research and Information Association 

(CIRIA)
	Owen Jenkins

	21
	British Plastics Federation
	Thom Lant

	22
	Construction Industry Council (CIC) 
	Kate Dunne

	23
	Construction Confederation 
	John Peters

	24
	Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyor (RICS)
	Suzanne Lynch

	25
	Institute of Civil Engineers (ICE)
	Adrian Campbell

	26
	Glass & Glazing Federation 
	Giles Wilson

	27
	Building Research Establishment  (BRE)
	Carolyn Mathewson

	28
	The Chartered Institute of Building (CIOB)
	Rosemary Elder

	29
	British Nuclear Group (BNG)
	David Adamson

	30
	Sheffield City Council
	Andy Nolan

	31
	The Countryside Agency
	Sally King

	32
	The UK Accreditation Service (UKAS)
	Jon Murthy

	33
	Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyor - Northern Ireland
	Ann Stewart 

	34
	The British Electrotechnical and Allied Manufacturers’ 

Association (BEAMA)
	Kelly Butler

	35
	Quarry Products Association (QPA)
	Sarah Baldry

	36
	British Precast Concrete Confederation
	Martin Clarke

	37
	RENEW North Staffordshire
	Carl Bunnage

	38
	Environment Agency
	Bob Treacher

	39
	Kingspan Insulation
	John Garbutt

	40
	NHS Estates
	Lorraine Brayford



OVERVIEW OF RESPONSES

	Company
	Q1

Welcome 

SC Review?
	Q2

Coverage

Correct?
	Q3

Balance

OK?
	Q4

What

Changed?
	Q5

Future

Target & vision OK?
	Q 6

What else include
	Q7 

Comments on costs & 

Benefits
	Q8

Comments on BIA?
	Q 10

If housebuilder

Will you adopt Strategy?

	1. RSKENSR
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-

	2. MOD


	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	3. EMDA

(see 17)


	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	Yes 
	Yes 
	-

	4. SWRDA


	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes
	-
	-
	No
	-

	5. Thames Water
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	No
	No
	-

	6. Skanska


	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	7. BCA


	Yes
	No
	-
	-
	-
	-
	No
	No
	-

	8. Fulcrum

Consulting
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	-
	No
	No
	-

	9. WRAP


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	10. FETA


	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Company
	Q1

Welcome 

SC Review?
	Q2

Coverage

Correct?
	Q3

Balance

OK?
	Q4

What

Changed?
	Q5

Future

Target & vision OK?
	Q 6

What else include
	Q7 

Comments on costs & 

Benefits
	Q8

Comments on BIA?
	Q 10

If housebuilder

Will you adopt Strategy?

	11. HTA


	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	No
	No
	-

	12. Celuform


	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-

	13.WWF


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	14. Future

Foundations
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes


	-
	-
	Yes
	-

	15 Landscape 

Institute
	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	Yes
	-
	-

	16. Berkeley Group
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	17 EMDA for RDA’s


	Yes
	yes
	yes
	-
	yes
	-
	Yes.


	Yes & No?
	-

	18.SDC 


	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	-
	-
	-

	19.CPA


	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	No
	No
	-

	20. CIRIA


	Yes
	Yes
	No
	-
	- 
	-
	-
	-
	-

	21 British Plastics Fed


	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Company
	Q1

Welcome 

SC Review?
	Q2

Coverage

Correct?
	Q3

Balance

OK?
	Q4

What

Changed?
	Q5

Future

Target & vision OK?
	Q 6

What else include
	Q7 

Comments on costs & 

Benefits
	Q8

Comments on BIA?
	Q 10

If housebuilder

Will you adopt Strategy?

	22. CIC


	Yes
	-
	No
	-
	-
	-
	Yes
	No
	-

	23. CC


	Yes
	No
	No
	- 
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	24. RICS


	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	25 IstrucE


	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	-
	Yes
	-

	26. GGF


	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	-
	-
	-

	27. BRE


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	-

	28. CIOB


	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	No
	-
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	29.BNG


	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-

	30. Sheffield Council


	-
	-
	No
	-
	-
	-
	-
	No
	-

	31. Natural England
	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	Yes
	No
	-

	32.UKAS


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	33. RICSNI


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Company
	Q1

Welcome 

SC Review?
	Q2

Coverage

Correct?
	Q3

Balance

OK?
	Q4

What

Changed?
	Q5

Future

Target & vision OK?
	Q 6

What else include
	Q7 

Comments on costs & 

Benefits
	Q8

Comments on BIA?
	Q 10

If housebuilder

Will you adopt Strategy?

	33. RICSNI


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	34. BEAMA


	Yes
	No
	-
	-
	No
	-
	No
	No
	-

	35 QPA


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	36. British Precast Concrete
	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	Yes
	Yes
	-

	37 RENEW

North Staffs
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	-
	Yes
	-
	Yes
	-
	-

	38 EA


	Yes
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	39. Kingspan
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	-
	No
	No
	-

	40. SCI


	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	41. NHS Estates
	Yes
	No
	No
	-
	No
	-
	-
	-
	-


BRIEF SUMMARY OF RESPONSES

	Name of Respondee
	Comments

	RSK ENSR Ltd
	Welcome the review, broadly agrees the coverage of key/sub themes and the balance of text on issues reporting is correct.

	Defence Estates MOD
	The strategy is a useful reference document on the current state of construction and sustainability policy. However, it is deemed less successful in terms of specifics such as data and mechanisms for capturing future improvement. Areas that required more attention were climate change and zero CO2 emissions, waste, materials, whole life costs, water efficiency and DQIs. The strategy appears to fall between a vision statement and a state-of-play document.

	East Midlands Development Agency
	The EMDA response covers all of the RDAs. Strategy has been somewhat successful, however it lacks clarity and a vision that sets out clear targets. They put forward a number of findings ranging from whole life costing to the need of a clear national strategy. The response also contains a regional best practice list. EMDA also held a workshop for industry and the results from the workshop are included.

	South West Regional Development Agency
	Welcome the review, broadly agrees with the coverage of key/sub themes and the balance of text on issues reporting is correct, however feel that the review does not specify target increases for every area of activity & therefore more detail is required.

	Thames Water
	Welcome the review and broadly agree the coverage of key/sub themes, though would like to see focus broadened to aspects of the construction industry such as transport & engineering.  They question whether some of the targets are realistic and would like to see KPIs introduced into the project delivery process.

	Skanska UK plc
	Welcome the review but thinks there is inadequate coverage of key/sub themes. They do not consider the existing document an effective strategy that addresses future needs and want measurable targets set that industry can take on. Danger of strategy becoming unused and ineffective.

	British Cement Association
	Welcome the review, though would like to see some coherence in the many initiatives. Strongly believe that whole life performance should beat the heart of the strategy. Feel’s 3 key aspects are missing from the review – construction in a changing climate, sustainable local supply & sustainable communities. Welcomes the move to develop indicators for sustainable construction.

	Fulcrum Consulting
	Welcomes the review but feels the document is more of a review of work done than a strategy and should include facility management.  Monitoring of CO2 emissions is important to determining progress.

	Waste Resource Action Programme (WRAP)
	Welcome the review, and the emphasis on materials resource efficiency. They recommend greater recognition of the linkage between materials & waste and feel that further clarification on the definition of the future visions & targets is required.

	Federation of Environmental Trade Associations (FETA)
	Support the concept of whole life costing as basis for procurement.  Lack of reference to SUMMITSKILLS.  The primary responsibility for safety should be ‘the individual’.  

	Horticultural Trade Association (HTA)
	Feels the update to be timely.  Urges that more importance should given to the whole area of the development site, rather than just the building.  Want to stress the import role that plants & planting have to play in sustainable construction projects.  The review should reflect advances in the efficient use of water outside buildings.

	CELUFORM
	Welcome the review, so long as there is adequate consultation with all areas of building construction in its development.  Agree that the broad coverage of key/sub themes is correct.

	World Wide Fund
	Welcome the review and the targets set by industry though the Sustainability Forum. Disappointed that Government failed to set out its own vision & leadership role to enable & require the construction industry to reduce its sustainability impacts.  Believe Government must put in place incentives to offset build costs of developing to higher sustainability standards.

	Future  Foundations
	Welcomes the review.  The report provides a concise roundup of the current national initiatives, provides a clear benchmark which helps inform future actions.  The ‘Future’ section could usefully provide clear linkage of the delivery mechanisms of current & future work to the achievements of targets outlined. Would like to see regular reports to support progress against the defined targets.

	Landscape Institute
	Welcomes the review but feels there should be more emphasis on the “wider environment” and the skills and training agenda associated with this and not just on buildings. There is also too much emphasis on historic activities and targets are too vague.

	Berkeley Group Holdings plc
	Would like the Review to provide coherence to the numerous Government initiatives and co-ordinate the various policy areas.  Feels the targets need to be realistic and developed with full industry participation. 

	Sustainable Development Commission
	Welcome the review.  The strategy should clearly link issues relevant to construction & delivery of the UK’s sustainable Development Strategy.  The text reports past work & does not explain how progress is being made to meet industry targets. Would like to see the review directly related to what industry can deliver in the next 5 –15 years.

	Construction Products Association
	Believe the update is timely & relevant but would like it to be set within the Sustainable Development Strategy, incorporating other major initiatives. Would like to see a lot of the current regulations and initiatives reviewed. They would also like to see the Strategy Review develop incentives to aid innovation in products.  

	The Construction Industry Research & Information Association (CIRIA)
	Welcome the review and the broad coverage of key and sub themes correct.  Some areas appear to be under-represented, such as biodiversity and planning. CIRIA would also like to see DTI take greater “ownership” of the review and there is a need for a convincing business case to promote sustainability.

	The British Plastics Federation
	Support the idea of the proposed strategy but are concerned about certain aspects of the proposals.  The Review needs to have greater clarity, transparency & simplicity 

	Construction Industry Council
	Welcome the review but see it focussing too much on the past and not the future. CIC believe whole life performance needs to be at the heart of the strategy and that there are several sub themes missing from the current document and would like to see a coordinated Government approach to sustainable construction.

	Construction Confederation
	Welcome the review but see it mainly as a report of past & present Government & industry initiatives. Key/sub themes are inadequate. Document requires Executive Summary, description of Strategy & clear description of sustainable development risks & opportunities. Would like to see a more clearly defined strategy of action developed.

	Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyors
	Welcomes the broad range of themes addressed.  Believes the targets set are of the correct level but would like to see more joined up thinking between Government departments & agencies to deliver sustainability and make recommendations to improve awareness and affordability.

	IStructE SCP
	Welcomes the update though it needs to be clearly stated as either a new strategy or progress report.  Would like to see less discussion of various initiatives and more data on the impact of initiatives and their overall impact.  They feel that economic and legislative levers will deliver more change than targets alone.

	Glass & Glazing Federation
	Welcomes the update. Broad coverage of key/sub themes ok, but there are a substantial range of items that are covered by sustainability and the large number of initiatives is a problem.  There needs to be a joined up approach in Government to tackle the issue.

	Building Research Establishment 
	Welcome the update though does not feel it is a strategy. Coverage lacks clear focus & direction and there is no measure of progress. There should be more information on the levers that are to be used to help industry progress.

	Chartered Institute of Building
	Welcomes the update, though feels the document is inadequate as a strategy, heavy on content but short on clarity & strategic perspective.  Feel that the document should have linked into the Sustainable Development Strategy.

	British Nuclear Group
	Welcomes the update. Would like incentives for companies to develop new technologies for low embodied energy products & low carbon emissions for production. Government needs to adopt whole life costing when investing capital. 

	Sheffield City Council
	Welcomes the update.  It is important that sustainable construction takes on board social, economic & environmental components of sustainability.  Would like to see greater emphasis on the future and coverage of issues such as whole life costing, skills etc.  Welcome more emphasis of standards, & on role public sector play in delivering against the strategy.

	English Nature, Rural Development Service & Countryside Agency
	Welcome the update, however there is too much focus on the past.  Needs to be expanded to cover issues such as green space, biodiversity & sustainable use of soil and energy should include the contribution made by the Community Renewables Initiative.  The strategy should be consistent with other Government initiatives e.g. Code for Sustainable Homes.

	United Kingdom Accreditation Service
	Supports the update and any means by which green & sustainable methods of construction.  Believes a joined up approach is needed and would like to be involved in the accreditation of any new sustainability projects.

	Royal Institution of Chartered Surveyors Northern Ireland
	Welcome the update, the broad range of themes & the challenging targets set. Would like to see targets in other areas and greater Government measures, both regulatory and fiscal to create a culture change.

	The British Electrotechnical & Allied Manufacturers’ Association
	Welcomes the update if it is to be used as a vehicle for innovation. Believe the strategy be used to provide a framework for the development of sustainable buildings over an agreed timescale between DTI & interested parts of the industry, which encompasses all regions and devolved government. 

	Quarry Products Association
	Welcomes the review, though have some concerns on the data relating to waste. Would like a greater understanding of waste in the quarrying sector before targets are set.

	British Precast Concrete Federation
	Welcomes the review, and considers it vital that it is a coherent approach by Government, linking to other strategies. The coverage needs to be wider and report is too long. Targets should be based around the 5 guiding principles of the UK’s Sustainable Development Strategy and be voluntary not legislated. 

	RENEW North Staffordshire
	Welcomes the review but would prefer to see more information in relation to the impact of previous good practice, and how it is proposed to take measures to ensure this will be developed and progressed in the future.

	Environment Agency
	Welcomes the development of an updated strategy.  Would like to see more ambition & clearer targets across all the themes in the new strategy.  Progress needs to be monitored There should be a greater focus on SMEs and Government needs to take a greater lead.

	Kingspan Insulation
	Welcomes the review. See the Review as a limited view on sustainability – better than none at all.  Question some of the future targets relating to energy and materials.

	NHS Estates
	A very useful document which sets the scene for sustainable construction. It would benefit from a clearer structure to give leadership and direction. No reference made to the extensive work undertaken by DH re the NHS in England.


