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GENERAL Report on questionnaires addressed to professionals in

ECOBUILD project.

Question 1 What is your typical project role?

Most of the surveyed professionals are architects or building engineers.This means that
the responses collected are more focused on housing, as most responses come from
architects or engineers specialist on building.

Question 2 In which country do you normally work?

The surveys have been collected in a homogeneous way across the countries
participating in the project, so that responses have been compiled from people who
normally work in Spain, Italy, Turkey and Romania.

Question 3 For how many years have you worked linked to in construction sector?

Except for workers with less than two years' experience, there is an even distribution in
the experience of the workers surveyed between two and fifteen years, with a decreasing
presence from sixteen years of experience onwards.

Question 4 Approximately how many staff does your company directly employ?

Most of the respondents belong to companies where the number of employees is less
than 10 employees, with the participation of employees from small and medium-sized
companies standing out as well as some entrepreneurs in own company.

the selection of materials and construction products on atypical project?

Question 5 According to your profession, how much influence do you think that you have over
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About the decision to choose building materials and products in a project, according to the
profession, it is observed that the majority of professionals consider that they have a great
(strong and primary influence) and a lower percentage of professionals consider that they have
little influence.

Question 6 Who do you believe has the greatest influence over material and construction
product selection on atypical project?

There is a heterogeneous distribution between the influence they consider professionals have
according to their profession. As the most relevant indices, it is shown that architects and
engineers have a greater influence on the selection of building materials and products in a
typical project. In contrast, urban planners consider that they have no influence at all.

Question 7 What is your knowledge of the following materials and construction products?

It is observed that when answering this question, most of the answers show a basic, little or no
knowledge of this type of materials.

Question 8 For all materials for which ‘Used on project(s)’ is selected in Q7;, How often have you
used each of these materials?

Most respondents used the specified materials on several projects, followed by a smaller
percentage of professional respondents who used the specified materials on a single project;
only a residual sample of respondents used the specified materials on a routine basis.

Question 9 For all materials for which ‘Used on project(s)’ is selected in Q7; How would you rate
your experience of using each of these materials?

The level of acceptance of the materials by practitioners, once they have used them, is generally
positive.

Question 10 | For all materials for which ‘Used on project(s)’ is selected in Q7; Thinking about the
projects on which you used these materials. Why did you choose to use these
materials? * (*Multiple answers).

The responses collected present an equal level of response between several of the compiled
answers, without a clear preference for a specific option.

Slightly increased the percentage in the response Improved 'health' of building.
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materials again?

Question 11 | For all materials for which ‘Used on project(s) is selected in Q7; Would you use these

The level of acceptance of the materials by practitioners, once they have used them, is generally
positive, and they are favorable to using them again in the future.

chosen not to use these materials? * (*Multiple answers).

Question 12 | For all materials for which ‘Aware of but not used’ is selected in Q7; You stated that you
are aware of but have not used the following materials on a project. Why have you

The majority opinion regarding the non-choice of these materials falls on lack of technical
knowledge or training, costs, insufficient fit with client’s culture, and category of projects
developed.

do you believe the following factors are in preventing their use?

Question 13 | Thinking more generally about alternative materials in construction, how important

In relation to the use of alternative materials in construction and the importance of the factors
reflected in the questionnaire that led to the avoidance of their use, the majority opinion is that
all these factors are particularly important in the choice, except Bad press and the negative
perception of the industry, to which the respondents give a low ranking. Institutional culture
and established practice, Shortage of skilled labor and Lack of demonstration projects have the
highest percentage.

greater use of alternative materials and construction products?

Question 14 | How important do you believe the following developments could be in encouraging

In percentage terms, respondents give a somewhat important level with a high percentage to
the progress of High value in assessment schemes with respect to the other proposed
developments, for which respondents give a status of very important.

General conclusions of questionnaire for the project

As general conclusions, it should be noted that the majority of respondents are building
engineers and architects. This means that the responses collected are more focused on
housing, as most of the responses come from building technicians.

All the responses collected are from the consortium countries, Spain, Italy, Romania and
Turkey, as the place of work, as the surveys have been distributed by the project
participants in these countries.

We have an even distribution in the experience of the workers surveyed between 1 and
9 years, with the majority of the responses between 5 and 9 years of experience. Except
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for workers with less than two years' experience, there is an even distribution in the
experience of the workers surveyed between two and fifteen years, with a decreasing
presence from sixteen years of experience onwards.

Most of the respondents belong to small companies where the number of employees is
less than 10; some of respondents are entrepreneurs in own company.

Regarding the decision to choose construction materials and products in a project,
according to the profession, it is observed that a significant part of the professionals
surveyed consider that they have a great (strong and main influence) and the part of the
professionals who consider that they have some influence is slightly in the minority.

Although there is an equal evaluation between some influence of the sampled
professions; it is noteworthy that the majority, as the most relevant index, shows that
architects and engineers have a greater influence on the selection of building materials
and products in a typical project.

The majority of the responses are of a much lower percentage, which shows that the level
of knowledge about the alternative materials proposed in the questionnaire is basic or
almost null.

The responses collected present an equal level of response between several of the
compiled answers, without a clear preference for a specific option.

The level of acceptance of the materials by practitioners, once they have used them, is
completely positive, and 100% of respondents are favorable to using them again in the
future.

In contrast, the majority opinion regarding the non-choice of these materials falls on
durability, technical knowledge or training, insufficient fit with client's culture and
category of projects developed.

In relation to the use of alternative materials in construction and the importance of the
factors reflected in the questionnaire that led to avoidance of their use, there is a majority
opinion that all these factors are particularly important in the choice, except for
institutional culture and the negative perception of the industry, to which the
respondents give an unimportant position. The higher percentage were obtained by high
costs, lack of regulation, lack of demonstration projects.

In percentage terms, respondents give a somewhat important level with a high
percentage to the progress of reduction in material costs, more environmentally
conscious clients and more information on material performance and design.

According to the perception of the respondents in the survey based on
questionnaire we can conclude:
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In the case of barriers, the most significant one was related to technical and technological
difficulties regarding the use of green building materials.

Another significant barrier was the increase of project execution costs.

Another significant aspect was represented by the pressure to implement environmental
protection policies/legislation.

The barrier regarding the technical difficulties related to the use of green building
materials becomes even more significant in the current context of the Romanian
construction sector, where there are relatively few large construction companies able to
afford the high investment costs which involve the assimilation/implementation of new
construction technologies based on green building materials.

An additional explanation for considering this barrier—increase of project execution
costs due to the higher price of green building materials—as especially important comes
from the cost standards developed for public investment projects and the good practice
guide for reaching optimal levels; the point of view of costs of the minimum energy
performance requirements for the various categories of buildings also confirms this. The
survey respondents are involved in projects financed by local budgets, they use the cost
standards and know the level of execution costs of the construction projects that involve
green building materials and solutions.

The most significant advantage in terms of green acquisitions enablers in construction
projects refers to the following facilities:

—higher energy efficiency during the exploitation stage of construction projects

and

—use of green building materials as a competitive advantage of differentiation in the
local construction market.

The choice of —higher energy efficiency in the exploitation stage of construction
projects—is even more evident if we refer to the context of the construction sector in
Romania.

The existence of specific studies performed by the Ministry of Regional Development and
Public Administration such as the good practice guide for achieving optimal levels, in
terms of costs, of the minimum energy performance requirements of the different
categories of buildings have an important role in the respondents” perception on higher
energy efficiency during the exploitation stage of construction projects.

The existence of national and European programs (the axes of the Regional Operational
Program, the National Program for Local Development) intended to finance the projects
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for the energy efficiency of buildings has transformed the topic of higher energy
efficiency in the exploitation stage of construction projects into a major theme for all
stakeholders in the construction sector.

Moreover, the new generations consumption trends require that construction companies
differentiate themselves by using green building materials, especially those obtained
from recyclable materials.

It is noteworthy that the majority of respondents have little or no knowledge of the
materials assessed. If the teachers' knowledge of the subject is so low, it should be noted
that with such a low level of knowledge to transmit to their students, it is very difficult
for students and future professionals to have the necessary tools to have the necessary
qualification in this aspect, and thus use more environmentally friendly materials, making
construction more sustainable.

The European Commission's support for the production of this publication does not
constitute an endorsement of the contents, which reflect the views only of the authors, and
the Commission cannot be held responsible for any use which may be made of the
information contained therein
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