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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS  
 

A number of significant developments occurred in 2012, which showed that the Environmental 
Management System (EMS) of the European Parliament (EP) continued to improve in terms both of 
performance and of profile and involvement of all parties concerned.  

 

 The launch of the ‘Green Weeks’ in June 2012 was a great success, with the participation of Mrs 
Isabelle DURANT, Vice-President of the EP, Mrs Judith MERKIES, MEP, Mr Klaus WELLE, 
Secretary-General, and Mr Costas STRATIGAKIS, Director-General for Infrastructure and Logistics. 
At this event, the EMAS team presented information and other good practices and tips relating to the 
EP’s EMS and waste treatment. The Green Week also provided an opportunity for the Directorates-
General (DGs) and the political groups to make presentations on various environmental subjects. 

 The Mobility Weeks in September were again marked by active involvement of EP departments. 
Interinstitutional activities took place, particularly a walk organised by the EP Medical Service, which 
was a great success: more than 75 people took part.  

 The meeting of the Environmental Forum on 10 October 2012 saw a wealth of exchanges among the 
Directors-General, who presented environmental best practices and projects from their DGs. With the 
recommendation to create an EMAS network in each DG, this meeting of the Environmental Forum 
demonstrated the strong commitment by the DGs to the EP’s environmental aspirations.  

 Work was done in preparation for the first enlargement of the scope of the EP’s EMAS registration, 
with the addition of three new buildings (one in Strasbourg and two in Brussels). 

 The EP’s carbon footprint passed an external audit and was declared compliant with the standard ISO 
14064:2006. 

 

In 2012, reductions in CO2 emissions by the EP exceeded 26%. This result reflected the efforts made by 
Parliament’s administration in fields such as the management of infrastructure, transport, IT, printing and 
distribution of documents, etc. Nonetheless, it should be borne in mind that in 2012 there was a modified 
calendar of parliamentary sessions and that, for this reason, emissions are likely to increase in 2013. 
 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank all those colleagues who actively contributed to the EMS at the 
EP throughout 2012. Without the close cooperation of the many services which responded so positively 
and participated very actively in our events, we would never have attained this objective. 
 

I would also like to thank sincerely the active members of the EMS, especially the Bureau and its Working 
Group on ‘Buildings, Transport and a Green Parliament’ and the Environmental Forum, for their support, 
the members of the Environmental Management Steering Committee (CDME) and working parties for their 
commitment, and the internal auditors for helping to ensure the continuous improvement of our EMS. 
 

Lastly, a special word of thanks goes to colleagues in the EMAS Team, those who have left and those who 
have taken their place, as well as our colleagues in DG INLO who continued to offer me their support in 
2012.  
 

Nevertheless, it is up to each one of us to demonstrate our commitment in our workplace and to improve 
the environmental culture every day. If you are not sure how, why not get in touch with the EMAS 
representatives in each DG, or else directly with the EMAS Team in order to speak to one of our experts? 
 

 
Fernando DIAZ ALONSO, EMAS Coordinator  
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1.2 INTRODUCTION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 

 

Composition and functions 

The European Parliament (EP) is the parliamentary 

institution of the European Union, directly elected 

by the citizens of the EU every five years. It meets 

twelve times a year in Strasbourg (France); some 

of the part-sessions and most of the parliamentary 

committee meetings are held in Brussels 

(Belgium). Its secretariat is shared between 

Luxembourg, Brussels and Strasbourg. The 

European Parliament is one of the EU’s three main 

institutions, the other two being the Commission 

and the Council. The NACE code of the European 

Parliament is NACE 75 (NACE 99: extension 

application submitted). 

The EP is the assembly of the representatives of the 500 million citizens of the Union. Since 1979 they 

have been elected by universal suffrage, and their number now totals 736 from the 27 Member States. 

Parliament’s work 

The EP’s activities are those of a large-scale political institution. In general, activities include organising 

meetings (many of them with simultaneous interpreting), drafting, publishing and translating documents, 

and managing IT and telecommunications systems. 

The number of officials and temporary staff working for Parliament at its three main places of work 

exceeds 6 000. In addition to officials and temporary staff, there are also Members’ assistants and the 

staff of private service providers, who working in such sectors as building management, information 

technologies, cleaning and catering. Journalists, visitors and lobbyists also swell the numbers of people 

on Parliament's premises. At times, the total number of people working in the three main places of work 

in one capacity or another may exceed 10 000. 

The activities of the EP as a political institution require the support of a whole technical and 

administrative structure.  These activities range from the organisation of meetings (sometimes with 

simultaneous interpretation), to cleaning, catering, drafting, editing and translating documents, and 

buildings or IT management services. 

Figures 

The total number of people to be accommodated at the EP’s premises varies according to the location 

and the parliamentary timetable, as the figure for Strasbourg increases very substantially during the 

monthly part-session weeks.  
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In 2011, Parliament's activities took place in 14 buildings in Brussels, 8 in Luxembourg and 4 in 

Strasbourg.  The total area occupied by the EP, according to the DIN277 norm, is more than 

1 000 000 m2.  

Environmental impact  

Parliament's administrative and technical work comprises certain aspects that have a direct or indirect 

impact on the environment: for example, energy consumption for heating and lighting in meeting rooms 

and offices, production of waste and waste water, consumption of paper and the environmental impact 

of both means of transport and geographical distribution. 

 

1.3  HISTORY OF THE EMAS PROJECT IN THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 

 
 

The EMAS project in the European Parliament has passed through various stages. A brief history is 
given below. 
 
The European Parliament began the preparatory work necessary for the implementation of an 
environmental management system immediately after the entry into force of the EMAS Regulation.  In 
2001 it approved appropriations in the 2002 budget for an environmental study. An external consultant, 
working in cooperation with Parliament's services, performed a very detailed environmental analysis of 
Parliament's activities. 
 
On 19 April 2004 the Bureau decided to establish an Environmental Management System in 
Parliament, in accordance with the European standard, EMAS.  
 
At the time of the Bureau decision of 19 April 2004, the preparation of an Environmental Management 
System within the EP was already under way.  Parliament had been working on a preliminary 
environmental analysis with an external consultant since 2003, the purpose of which was to examine all 
environmental aspects of Parliament's activities and their direct or indirect impact on the environment.  
The analysis served as a basis for identifying a series of environmental management objectives for 
Parliament. 
 
On 9 May 2005 the Bureau set in motion a new stage of the EMAS process by approving the 
environmental objectives and asking the Secretary-General to establish the Environmental 
Management System required in order to attain them.  The first versions of the main EMAS documents 
were approved by the Bureau on 13 December 2005. 
 
The system and necessary documentation, as well as the first internal audit cycle, were put in place in 
2006. The first Management Review was carried out in June 2007. 
 
Following the decision to adjust the environmental objectives and key actions proposed in the 
Management Review, the new version of the Environmental Policy of the European Parliament was 
adopted and signed in November 2007. 
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The external audits led to ISO 14001:2004 certifications for the three sites on 17 December 2007.  The 
Secretary-General could then start the application procedure for EMAS registration for the three sites, 
which was successfully achieved in the course of 2008.  The European Parliament was EMAS 
registered in France (F0000051), in Belgium (B-BXL-00013) and in Luxembourg (L000002) until 17 
December 2010.  
 
Audits to renew the EMAS registration were carried out at the end of 2010 with positive results.  
 
On 21 March 2011, the EMAS certification was officially extended for the European Parliament’s site in 
Strasbourg, in a letter by the ‘Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable Development, Transport and Housing’. 
 
Likewise, the Brussels Institute for Environmental Management, the ‘IBGE’, extended the registration of 
the Brussels site through a letter dated 9 February 2011. 
 
Finally, a letter dated 24 February 2012 from the ‘Ministry of Environment of Luxembourg’ extended the 
certification of the Luxembourg site. 
 
This certification will be valid until 17 December 2013 for all three sites. 
 
 
On the basis of the external audit report by AIB-Vinçotte International SA dated 20 June 2011, the 
European Parliament’s 2010 Environmental Statement was validated and forwarded to the relevant 
environmental authorities of the three countries. The ISO 14001 certification for the three sites was also 
confirmed. 
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2 ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (EMS) 

2.1 SCOPE  

The EMAS system is applied to all technical and administrative 
activities of the European Parliament in its three main places of work, 
Brussels, Luxembourg and Strasbourg in the buildings indicated in the 
table below. 
 
The EMAS system now applies to the following buildings: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

These buildings are considered to be the main buildings of the European Parliament. They have a total 
surface area of around 900 000 m2 (around 85% of all Parliament’s buildings) and undergo an 
environmental analysis.  
 

It is important to note that all of the European Parliament’s buildings in the three places of work are 
taken into account when calculating the indicators and carbon footprint, as the scope of the 
Environmental Management System encompasses all of the EP’s technical and administrative 
activities. 
The other buildings will be gradually integrated so that in future the scope of the EMAS registration will 
be aligned with the calculation of the indicators. The buildings occupied by the EP in its three places of 
work as at 31 December 2012 were as follows:  
 

In Brussels: Paul Henri Spaak (PHS), Altiero Spinelli (ASP), Eastman (EAS), Remard (RMD), Atrium 
(ATR), Willy Brandt (WIB), Belgian Information Office  (BQL),1  József Antall (JAN), Montoyer 70 (MTY), 
Montoyer 63 (MON), Montoyer 75 (MOY), Montoyer 30 (MTS), Wiertz (WIE), Wayenberg (WAY), 
Trèves (TRI) and a Data Centre (Housing). 
In Luxembourg: Robert Schuman (SCH), Goldbell (GOL), Tower A (TOA), Tower B (TOB), Konrad 
Adenauer (KAD), Président (PRE), Senningerberg (SEN) and a Data Centre (REC). 
In Strasbourg: Louise Weiss (LOW), Winston Churchill (WIC) – IPE1, Salvador de Madariaga (SDM) – 
IPE2 and Pierre Pflimlin (PFL) – IPE3. 
 

                                                 
1 Consumption figures for this building included with those of WIB building 

Site Building Name 

Luxembourg KAD Konrad Adenauer  

 SEN Senningerberg Dépôt 

 SCH Schuman 

Brussels PHS Paul Henri Spaak 

 ASP Altiero Spinelli 

 ATR Atrium 

 WIB Willy Brandt 

 JAN József Antall 

Strasbourg LOW Louise Weiss 

 WIC Winston Churchill 

 SDM Salvador de Madariaga 

 PFL Pierre Pflimlin 
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2.2 STRUCTURE OF THE EMS 

The key players in the EMS are the following: 

2.2.1 Bureau 

The Bureau is responsible for approving the European Parliament’s broad environmental guidelines, in 
particular the Environmental Policy, as well as defining the strategy to be followed and the allocation of 
the necessary resources. In order to achieve the goal of cutting Parliament’s CO2 emissions by 30% 
between 2006 and 2020, the Bureau decided in 2008 to set up a working group which drew up a plan to 
reduce the CO2 emissions. The Bureau subsequently set up a new Working Group on Buildings, 
Transport and a Green Parliament. The EMAS Coordinator may also attend meetings of this Working 
Group. 
 
The Bureau’s decision of 26 June 2007 that ‘established the principle of incorporating all environmental 
initiatives into EMAS and agreed to the need to ensure the availability of resources essential for the 
improvement of EMAS’ was a vital step towards the practical implementation of the EMAS management 
system. This is in line with Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 25 November 2009 and it has enabled the EP to make significant progress in applying EMAS 
in recent years. 

2.2.2 Environmental Forum 

The Environmental Forum comprises the Secretary-General, the Directors-General and the 
Jurisconsult. It is responsible for implementing the Environmental Management System (EMS). The 
Forum meets at least once a year as part of the approval procedure for the Management Review and 
takes the necessary decisions to ensure that the EMS runs smoothly, that the environmental objectives 
are achieved and that the overall environmental performance improves. The Environmental Forum is 
kept informed of developments in the EMS through reports and indicators set, for instance, by the 
CDME (Environmental Management Steering Committee).  

2.2.3 CDME (Environmental Management Steering Committee) 

The CDME is the Environmental Management Steering Committee. It is chaired by the EMAS 
Coordinator and made up of representatives from the Directorates-General, the political groups and the 
Secretary-General’s Office. The CDME supervises the launching of the various stages of the EMS and 
drafts the annual Management Review report. 

2.2.4 The EMAS Coordination Team  

The EMAS Coordinator is responsible for the practical and operational implementation of the EMS. He 
works with his team within the General Coordination Unit of DG INLO. The Coordinator reports to the 
CDME.  

2.2.5 EMAS networks in the Directorates-General 

Depending on their individual needs and the resources available, each DG may create an internal 
EMAS network coordinated by the member(s) of the CDME, with the aim of improving environmental 
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management within the DG, enabling improvements to be made in its environmental performance, 
environmental communication and, in general, its proactive participation in the EMS. 

2.2.6 Internal auditors 

Internal auditors are specially trained staff from various services. Their main role is to determine 
(through audits) how Parliament can best reduce its environmental impact. Internal auditors check the 
‘state of health’ of the EMS and may also report on any good practices or deviations identified during 
the audits. 

2.2.7 Working groups 

The working groups are made up of staff from many EP units, who meet regularly to discuss, and 
possibly propose solutions to, the environmental problems facing Parliament, such as energy 
consumption, mobility, green procurement and waste management. 
 

2.3  BASIC EMS DOCUMENTS  

2.3.1  Environmental Policy 

 
Environmental policy is defined and approved by the Bureau. It reflects its vision of the EMS and the 
main environmental problems and objectives. It provides the framework for setting and reviewing 
environmental objectives and it must be adapted to the nature, scale and environmental impacts of its 
activities, products and services. The policy includes a commitment to continuously improve the EMS, 
to prevent pollution and to comply with all relevant legal requirements. It should be communicated to all 
persons working for or on behalf of the organisation and should also be made available to the public. 

The European Parliament’s first environmental policy was adopted by the Bureau and announced by 
the President on 19 April 2004. An updated environmental policy statement was signed by the 
President and the Secretary-General of the European Parliament on 27 November 2007. This policy 
includes Parliament’s commitment to reducing its carbon dioxide emissions. The Bureau took note of 
the environmental policy at its meeting of 30 January 2008. 

On 28 September 2010 the President of the European Parliament, Jerzy Buzek, and the Secretary-
General, Klaus Welle, again put their signatures to a statement of Parliament’s environmental policy at 
the meeting of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The policy can be downloaded from the EUROPARL website: 

 http://www.europarl.europa.eu/parliament/expert/staticDisplay.do?language=EN&id=41 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/parliament/expert/staticDisplay.do?language=EN&id=41
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THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT’S ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 

 

The European Parliament recognises that it has a duty to make a positive contribution to sustainable 

development as a long-term goal, not only through its political role and its role in legislative procedures, but 

also in the context of how it operates and the decisions that it has to take on a day-to-day basis.  

 

The European Parliament has therefore decided that its Administration will embark on the path of applying the 

EMAS (Eco-Management and Audit Scheme) standard, with the aim of continually improving its environmental 

results with regard to activities, products and services. 

 

In doing so the European Parliament hereby undertakes to: 
 

 reduce carbon dioxide emissions;  

 promote the efficient use of energy, water and paper; 

 introduce best practices with regard to waste management; 

 incorporate environmental guidelines into procurement procedures; 

 encourage responsible and appropriate behaviour by training, providing information and increasing the 

awareness of all its staff, Members and their assistants about those aspects of their activities relating to the 

environment; 

 take preventive measures to counter pollution; 

 ensure compliance with requirements laid down by environmental legislation and regulations;  

 ensure that everyone within Parliament is committed to EMAS and to the measures to improve the 

environment which it entails; 

 provide sufficient resources for its environmental management system and activities relating thereto;  

 promote transparent communication and dialogue with interested parties, both internally and externally.  

 

The European Parliament undertakes to describe, implement and pursue its environmental policy, to 

communicate it to its Members, its staff, its contractors and any other interested parties and also to make it 

accessible to the public.   

 

The European Parliament’s environmental policy is implemented through its environmental management 

system. The environmental policy and the environmental management system cover the main environmental 

aspects, both directly and indirectly, as well as their impact on the sites concerned, and make it possible to 

establish corresponding objectives. 

 

 

 

 

Jerzy BUZEK, President                                     Klaus WELLE, Secretary-General 

Brussels, 28 September 2010                           Brussels, 28 September 2010         
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2.3.2  Environmental Manual 

 

The Environmental Manual gives a very comprehensive overview of the scope of the 
management system and shows how the European Parliament implements it. The various 
elements of the Environmental Manual are formalised by the EMAS procedures, which 
describe different processes in a more detailed way. 

The structure of the Environmental Manual is as follows: 

 general requirements, 
 environmental policy, 
 planning: 

– environmental aspects, 
– legal and other requirements, 
– objectives and programmes, 

 implementation and operation: 
– resources, roles and responsibilities,  
– competence, training and awareness, 
– communication, 
– documentation, 
– control of documents, 
– operational control, 
– emergency preparedness and response, 

 checking: 
– monitoring and measurement, 
– conformity evaluation, 
– non-conformity, corrective action and preventive action, 
– control of records, 
– internal audit, 
– Management Review. 

 

The Environmental Manual and our procedures follow the principle of PLAN - DO - CHECK - 
REVIEW. 

 
Certain parts of the Manual and certain procedures describe the European Parliament’s 
methods of defining objectives and planning its EMS activities. Others describe the 
implementation of environmentally relevant measures and processes, while a third group 
specifies the methods for checking the system on an operational as well as a system level. 

Continuous 
improvement 

 

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 

ENVIRONMENTAL MANUAL 
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2.3.3. Environmental Analysis 

The Environmental Analysis is the main document for identifying the environmental aspects of 
the European Parliament’s activity. An environmental analysis is an assessment of the 
infrastructure and activities at all sites. It lists the environmental impacts as well as the means 
to control them. In case of insufficient means, the EMAS team identifies the gaps and attempts, 
in collaboration with the relevant service, to find an appropriate solution that could become part 
of the EMAS Action Plan. 
 

 
 

The environmental impacts are classified either as direct or indirect, depending on whether the 
organisation has direct or indirect control over them. The effects are also further divided into 
significant and non-significant impacts, depending on the level of risk to the environment 
associated with a certain infrastructure or activity. 
 
Impacts will be listed as significant after an evaluation based on the following criteria: non-
conformities in respect of the environmental policy, possible non-compliance with a law or an 
environmental regulation, or the existence of alternative, better solutions in terms of 
environmental protection. 
 
The European Parliament has adopted the following scheme of environmental aspects with 
significant direct or indirect impacts. 
 

Structures Aspects Environmental impacts 
Direct / 
indirect 
impact 

 
Offices/ 
administrative 
activities 

Copying and printing of documents Paper consumption (raw materials)  Direct 

Use of IT equipment Energy consumption Direct 

Public procurement procedures Environmental impacts of the products and services 
purchased by Parliament 

Indirect 

End-of-life IT equipment donated to Oxfam Disposal of hazardous waste (pollution risk) Indirect 

 
Print shop 

Production of empty ink cartridges, toner 
and other waste (solvents, etc.) 

Consumption of resources, storage of hazardous 
substances and disposal of hazardous waste 
(pollution risk) 

Direct 

Production of printing vapours Air pollution 
 

Direct 

Copying and printing of documents Paper consumption (raw materials) Direct 
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Structures Aspects Environmental impacts 
Direct / 
indirect 
impact 

 
Cafeterias/ 
Restaurants 

Maintenance of kitchen, electrical 
equipment, fridges and other equipment 
(external provider) 

Consumption of resources, consumption of energy/ 
leakage of refrigerant gases (greenhouse gases) 

Indirect 

Kitchen cleaning (external provider) Water consumption/use of cleaning products Indirect 

Collection of food and other waste (external 
provider) 

Waste (pollution risk) Indirect 

 
 
 
 
Buildings in 
general 
 

Water consumption for toilets, restaurants, 
technical facilities and plant watering 

Water consumption Direct 

Energy consumption linked to lighting, 
heating, ventilation and air conditioning 

Energy consumption and emissions of greenhouse 
gases and other pollutants 

Direct 

Maintenance of air conditioning equipment 
containing refrigerant gases (external 
provider) 

Consumption of resources, consumption of 
energy/risk of greenhouse gas leaks 

Indirect 

Waste collection, sorting and treatment 
(external provider) 

Waste (pollution risk) Indirect 

Maintenance activities relating to buildings’ 
technical facilities (external provider) 

Storage of hazardous substances and disposal of 
hazardous waste (pollution risk) 

Indirect 

Management of building use permits Risk of pollution in the case of any non-compliance 
with permit provisions 

Direct 

Security/fire services (external provider) Risk of pollution following an accident Indirect 

Car parks Car exhaust fumes Air pollution (greenhouse gases) and production of 
CO2 

Direct 

Audiovisual Use of audiovisual equipment and 
production of hazardous waste 

Energy consumption and waste (pollution risk) Direct 

Transport Transport of goods and staff travel Mobility, greenhouse gas emissions, consumption of 
natural resources 

Direct 

 
The analysis also demonstrates clearly the correlation between the environmental impacts and 
the applicable legislation. Each new building to be included in the scope of the EMS must be 
the subject of an initial environmental analysis, as must all significant changes to the existing 
infrastructure or activities. In 2012, other European Parliament buildings were included in the 
scope of the EMS, this addition being scheduled for external approval in 2013. The 
Environmental Analysis was consequently updated and extended to those buildings. On this 
occasion, the analysis was overhauled with the aim of facilitating the use of the document and 
making it clearer and therefore more useful. The Environmental Analysis is complex, which 
explains why it is not yet available on the EMAS site, although the EMAS team will provide a 
copy of it upon request. 
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3 EMAS ACTIVITIES AND OBJECTIVES 

3.1 THE EMAS ACTION PLAN 

3.1.1 Structure of the EMAS Action Plan 

The EMAS Action Plan is an instrument for the structured planning and monitoring of all actions 
that are essential to achieve the environmental objectives of the European Parliament. It is 
based on information sources such as the environmental analysis, internal and external audits, 
and reports by working groups. The EMAS team, in close cooperation with all relevant services, 
decides on the actions needed to achieve a certain objective, including the project owner, 
financial resources and deadline.  
 
The EMAS Coordination Team has its own budget heading, but the institution’s other 
environmental management expenditure is included in budgets by the various units with 
specific responsibilities within the Environmental Management System or the EMAS Action 
Plan.  
 
On 13 December 2005, the Bureau approved the first Action Plan. Subsequently, on 18 June 
2007, it approved a new set of environmental objectives and key actions. The Bureau invited 
the Secretary-General to draw up a detailed action plan. In cooperation with the various 
European Parliament services, the EMAS coordination team finalised the EMAS Action Plan for 
the 2007-2009 period on 13 November 2007 and presented it to the Secretary-General.  
 
The Bureau took note of the Action Plan during its meeting on 30 January 2008.  
 
A new EMAS action plan was drawn up in 2009 based on the working paper of the Bureau ‘The 
European Parliament’s Carbon Footprint: Proposals for measures to achieve a 30% reduction 
by 2020’, approved on 18 February 2009. All the project owners signed the Action Plan.  
 
In 2011 and again in 2012, new Action Plans were adopted, as it had been decided to renew 
the Action Plan annually (rather than every two years), with the aim of maintaining a more up-
to-the-minute document. From 2013, the Action Plan will be approved directly by the 
Environmental Forum as part of the Management Review. 
 
The actions in the previous Management Review are monitored through the Action Plan (see 
section 9.4). 
 
The EMAS Action Plan 2012 comprises the following objectives:  
1. carbon emissions; 
2. waste; 
3. water; 
4. paper; 
5. public procurement; 
6. regulatory aspects; 
7. training and awareness raising; 
8. carbon offsetting. 
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3.1.2 Key performance indicators and targets 

In accordance with the new EMAS Regulation (Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009), organisations 
applying EMAS must report on their environmental performance using core indicators. Each 
core indicator must be composed of: 
(i) a figure A indicating the total annual input/impact in the given field; 
(ii) a figure B indicating the overall annual output of the organisation; and 
(iii) a figure R indicating the ratio A/B. 
 
Annex IV to the EMAS Regulation indicates the environmental areas on which the performance 
indicators must focus. It also stipulates that the indication of the total annual input/impact in the 
given field, figure A, shall be reported as follows: 
 
 Energy efficiency: the organisation shall use indicators based on the ‘total direct energy 

use’ (total annual energy consumption, expressed in MWh or GJ) and the ‘total renewable 
energy use’ (percentage of total annual consumption of energy (electricity and heat) 
produced by the organisation from renewable energy sources). These points are covered in 
sections 3.2.2.3, 3.2.2.4 and 3.2.2.5; 

 Material efficiency: the organisation shall use indicators based on the ‘annual mass-flow of 
different materials used’ (excluding energy carriers and water), expressed in tonnes. Paper 
consumption is regarded as the most significant impact in this category. Section 3.5 covers 
the paper indicators; 

 Water: the organisation shall use an indicator based on the ‘total annual water 
consumption’, expressed in m3. Section 3.4 covers water consumption; 

 Waste: the organisation shall use indicators based on the ‘total annual generation of waste’, 
broken down by type, expressed in tonnes. All the information that we currently have on 
waste is contained in section 3.3; 

 Biodiversity: given the nature of the European Parliament’s activities and in line with the 
experiences of other similar organisations, the impact on biodiversity has not been deemed 
significant in the environmental analysis. We have not, therefore, established a biodiversity 
indicator, and there is no section devoted to this aspect. However, in order to include the 
concept of biodiversity in this report, the preservation of biodiversity has been stressed in 
relation to various activities of the European Parliament; 

 Emissions: the indicators must refer to the ‘total annual emission of greenhouse gases’, 
including at least emissions of CO2, CH4, N2O, HFCs and PFCs, expressed in tonnes of 
CO2 equivalent. Sections 3.2.2.1 and 9.6 are devoted to the greenhouse gas emissions 
indicator. The organisation shall also provide data on the ‘total annual air emission’, 
including at least emissions of SO2 (sulphur dioxide), NOx (nitrogen oxides) and PM 
(particulate matter), expressed in kilograms or tonnes. This information can be found in 
Section 9.5. 
 

The EMAS Regulation also provides that, for organisations in the non-production sectors 
(administration/services), the overall annual output of the organisation, figure B, shall relate to 
the size of the organisation expressed in number of employees. For that reason, the 
indicators are calculated based on the number of employees.  

The European Parliament is characterised by the fact that very different types of person – 
Members of the European Parliament (MEPs) and their assistants, officials, contractors, 
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visitors, etc. – occupy its buildings. It is not therefore relevant to use the ‘number of employees’ 
as the reference for representing the size of the organisation. Until 2012, Parliament used the 
‘number of employee-equivalents’ calculated by determining the contribution of each category 
of employee to each environmental impact (carbon footprint, energy consumption, water 
consumption, paper consumption, etc.). However, it was decided that this system was too 
complicated and, on the basis of a recommendation by the IBGE (Brussels Institute for 
Environmental Management) and a benchmarking study by a consultant on the indicators used 
by other organisations, the CDME proposed replacing the previous system of employee-
equivalents with a system based on FTE (Full Time Equivalents), which simplifies the 
calculations and makes the results more comprehensible (see Section 9.5). 

 
It should be stressed that all the European Parliament’s buildings at the three sites are taken 
into account when calculating the indicators, since the scope of the Environmental 
Management System covers all the European Parliament’s activities, with the exception of the 
political activities performed by MEPs within the framework of their mandate. However, only the 
buildings listed in section 2.1 are currently included in the EMAS registration. As indicated in 
this document, the other buildings will be gradually included so that the scope of the EMAS 
registration will in future be brought into line with the scope of the Management Review.  
 
An overview of the evolution of the key performance indicators between 2006 and 2012 can be 
found below2: 

                                                 
2 The figure given for each indicator in 2006 is an absolute figure expressed in the unit indicated, FTE standing for 

full-time equivalent. On the other hand, the figures for subsequent years are expressed as a relative growth in 

percent compared to 2006 (‘positive’ means an increase over the 2006 figure, ‘negative’ means a decrease since 

2006). This does not apply to the ‘waste’ indicator, for which the figure for each year indicates the percentage of 

waste recycled regardless of the previous years. A box of paper contains 500 x A4 sheets. 
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Evolution of  Key performance indicators (compared to 2006)                 

    Evolution des indicateurs de performance clés (par rapport à 2006)

-21,7%
-16,7%-5,6%

9,37 t. CO2/FTE

-18,7%
-25,5%

-27.2%

-0,6%

+14,7%

+9,5%

3,47 t. CO2/FTE

-3,0%
-6,7%

-5,9%

+9,4%

-1,3%
-3,6%

10,5 MWh/FTE

+16,9%

-13,8% +5,2%

-1,6%

+6,7%

-18,4%
5,7MWh/FTE

+7,6%
+0,9%

-5,9%

55,9%
46,3%50,5%47%

57,4% 61,9%
63,1%

-0,06%
+16,4%

+7,3%16,9m
3
/FTE

+18,0%
+6,6%

+4,5%

-36,6%

-23,3%
-16,6%

-9,5%

73,6 kg/FTE

-20,4%

-34,6%

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

CARBON 

FOOTPRINT            

EMPREINTE 

CARBONE

ELECTRICITY

ELECTRICITÉ

GAS/ 

OIL/NETWORK 

HEATING

GAZ/ MAZOUT/ 

CHAUFFAGE-

RÉSEAU

TRANSPORT OF 

PERSONS

TRANSPORT DE 

PERSONNES

RECYCLED WASTE 

DÉCHETS 

RECYCLÉS

WATER

EAU

PAPER

PAPIER

J

K

L

J

J

K

J

 
The key performance indicators were calculated using the information available on 28.02.13, which was the cut-off 
date for collecting information for the report. If more up-to-date information is communicated after that date, the 
respective amendments will be included in the report for the following year. 
 
 
The EMAS Regulation also stresses the need to set targets for the main environmental 
aspects. For this reason, in accordance with the proposals of the working groups on 
‘Environmental Indicators’ and  ‘Paper Management’ and the ‘Waste Committee’, numerical 
targets are proposed. These targets should make it possible to improve the EP’s environmental 
performance, and are shown in the following table: 
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Environmental Impact Indicator Objective 

CO2 emissions 
Carbon footprint in tonnes 
of CO2 eq. per FTE 

30% reduction between 2006 and 
2020  

Electricity consumption3 

 

Annual electricity 
consumption in kWh per 
FTE 

4% reduction between 2012 and 
2016 

Gas and district heating 
consumption2 

Annual consumption of gas, 
fuel oil and district heating 
in kWh per FTE 

5% reduction between 2012 and 
2016 

Paper consumption4 

 

Annual paper consumption 
in kg per FTE 

Stabilisation between 2012 and 
2016, including enlargement to 
include Croatia in 2013 and 
internalisation of some previously 
outsourced printing work 

Water consumption2 Annual water consumption 
in m3 per FTE 

2% reduction between 2012 and 
2016 

Waste production5 

 

Annual production of office 
and kitchen waste in kg per 
FTE 

5% reduction between 2012 and 
2016 

Waste production4 
Percentage of waste 
recycled  

68% to be attained in 2016 

 
 

3.2 CARBON EMISSIONS  

 

3.2.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

 
The European Parliament’s carbon footprint6 is calculated under Objective number 1, 
‘Reduction of carbon emissions’, of the EMAS Action Plan (see Annex 9.4), which aims to 
reduce CO2 emissions per FTE by 30% between 2006 and 2020. This objective was adopted 
following the decision of the European Parliament of 24 April 2007 on discharge in respect of 
the implementation of the European Union general budget for the financial year 2005. 
 
The Bureau of the European Parliament confirmed this commitment in its decision of 
18 June 2007, in which it invited the Secretary-General to arrange for the European 
Parliament’s carbon footprint to be assessed.  
 

                                                 
3 Proposal by the Working Group on ‘Environmental performance indicators’ 
4 Proposal by WG Paper Management 
5 Proposal by the Waste Committee 
6 Due to their activities, businesses and organisations have a real impact on global warming. Their carbon footprint 

allows this impact to be quantified, by identifying all the greenhouse gases (GHGs) generated by these activities. 

Six main gases are at the root of global warming and are expressed in the carbon footprint by their tonnes of CO2 

equivalent. The carbon footprint of a business or organisation is defined through the direct and indirect emissions 

caused by their activity. 
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In May 2008 a contract was signed with external consultants to assess the carbon footprint for 
2006 (base year) and devise emission reduction solutions. The largest reductions were 
proposed in the areas of energy consumption of buildings, computer equipment and transport. 
The external consultants also stressed that managing the CO2 emissions reduction project is 
not simply a question of technical aspects and installations. The users of these installations 
play an important role, and success also depends on their contributions: that is why 
awareness-raising and internal communication must be improved.  
 
On the basis of the report prepared by the external consultants, the Bureau’s decision of 
18 February 2009 approved an action plan for reducing CO2 emissions by 30% by 2020, which 
was incorporated in the EMAS Action Plan. 
 
Since then, the EP’s carbon footprint has been calculated each year by the EMAS Coordination 
Team and become one of the most crucial key performance indicators of the EMS.  
 

3.2.1.1 Objectives in the buildings management sector 

 
With regard to buildings management (under the responsibility of DG INLO), the associated 
target is a reduction in the ‘Carbon emissions per FTE’ of 15-20% between 2006 and 20207. 
The most important objectives included in the EMAS Action Plan 2012 are as follows:  
 
 Study per site and per building in Brussels and Strasbourg, with the following approaches 

being favoured: 
– improved shading; 
– photovoltaic energy; 
– upgraded lighting (re-lighting); 
– thermal solar energy for sanitary hot water; 
– geothermal energy; 
– upgrading to low-energy windows; 
– improved HVAC efficiency; 
– display of energy performance and smart metering; 
– passive and low-energy buildings. 

 
 in Brussels, renewal of the lighting in the ASP, WIB and JAN Buildings;  
 in Strasbourg, upgrading to more efficient lighting systems in the communal areas; 
 in Brussels, installation of photovoltaic panels in the ASP and MOY Buildings; 
 in all three places of work, installation of charging stations for electric cars; 
 installation of LED bulbs in office table lamps; 
 for Luxembourg, certification of the new KAD building project by a BREEAM assessor; 
 installation of water and energy submeters for improved management. 

 
All of the actions with a deadline in 2012 have either been completed or carried forward to the 
new version of the Action Plan with a new deadline (see Annex 9.4 for details). 

                                                 
7 Estimate established by the European Parliament’s carbon footprint study carried out by an external consultant in 

2008. This estimate should be confirmed by other more specific studies, which will be carried out under the 

responsibility of DG INLO. 
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Other actions in this field which will form part of the future Action Plan are:  
 for Luxembourg: assessment of the CO2 impact of construction work on the new KAD, 

analysis of the BREEAM certification obtained in September 2012 to improve the score and 
final BREEAM certification; 

 for Strasbourg: pilot project to install smart meters; 
 for Brussels: improvements to bicycle parking infrastructure and replacement of R22 gas. 
 

With regard to Luxembourg, the objective of the new ‘KAD building extension’ project is to 
create a single site for all European Parliament officials working in Luxembourg. The existing 
‘Konrad Adenauer’ (KAD) building, which has a surface area of 66 429 m2, will be renovated 
and extended to 259 429 m2, thus increasing the capacity of this building from 840 to 3 
000 occupants. Construction work on the new KAD building began in 2009. 

One of the main objectives of this project is to create a very eco-friendly building by using 
modern and sustainable construction materials and technologies. Due to these new 
technologies, the building will be largely self-sufficient in terms of its energy needs and will 
consume less non-renewable energy such as fossil fuels or natural gas. 
 
It is important to stress that the project particularly seeks to preserve biodiversity. 55% of the 
biodiversity lost as a result of the construction of the building will be re-established on the site 
itself by selecting appropriate options for the green spaces, internal courtyards, gardens, etc. 
The remainder (45%) will be compensated for by means of planting as part of the new 
European School project in Mamer.  
 

As regards energy, the European Parliament has adopted a new three-stage approach to 
achieve high energy standards that protect the environment: 

1.  Efficient insulation and triple glazing which reduce energy consumption, as well as 
optimised air-conditioning, lighting and heating systems. 

2.  Assessment and optimisation of energy use by applying modern technologies such as 
automatically-controlled ventilation and lighting systems. 

3.  Finally, optimisation of energy production by using renewable energy and combining 
existing energy sources with new eco-friendly technologies. The technologies that will be 
used in the energy production units in the new KAD building include: 

– tri-generation (a combination of heating, cooling and electricity production); 
– solar thermal collectors; 
– photovoltaic panels; 
– biofuel heating; 
– heat pumps; 
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– geothermal energy (heating, cooling); 
– natural cooling. 

 
Aside from EMAS, which represents the European Parliament’s general Environmental 
Management System, the new project will also be certified according to a special assessment 
for the construction of buildings known as BREEAM (BRE Environmental Assessment Method: 
see Bureau decision of 13 December 2006). This system was developed in the United 
Kingdom by the Buildings Research Establishment (BRE) and has already been applied to the 
new building of the European Investment Bank in Luxembourg. All parts and phases of the 
project that have a direct or indirect impact on the environment are assessed by an external 
auditor. Based on this assessment, BRE issues a certificate for the building indicating its 
environmental quality (acceptable, good, very good, excellent). For the new KAD building 
project, the European Parliament is aiming for the ‘excellent’ rating. 
 
The certification audit checks the environmental performance in the following areas: 
 
 project management; 
 health and well-being; 
 energy use; 
 transport; 
 water; 
 materials and waste; 
 land use and ecology. 
 
Following an invitation to tender, the company PriceWaterHouse Coopers was selected to 
manage the BREEAM certification. It is working with a subcontractor, Aecom, which is an 
English audit company accredited by BRE. 
 
At the end of the planning phase, the BREEAM certification obtained in September 2012 
indicated a score of 73.28 %. This corresponds to an ‘excellent’ environmental performance. 
Another (final) assessment is planned at the end of the construction phase.  
 

3.2.1.2 Objectives in the information technology sector 

 
The target for information technology (IT) management is a reduction in the ‘Carbon emissions 
per FTE’ indicator of 5-10% between 2006 and 20208. As regards management of information 
technologies (for which DG ITEC is responsible), all the actions with a deadline in 2012 (such 
as virtualisation of servers) have been implemented or incorporated in the new version of the 
Action Plan with new deadlines (see Annex 9.4 for details). 
 
The most important actions in the next Action Plan are: 
 establishing a plan for improvements to videoconference rooms; 

                                                 
8 Estimate established by the European Parliament’s carbon footprint study carried out by an external consultant in 

2008. This estimate should be confirmed by other more specific studies, which will be carried out under the 

responsibility of DG ITEC. 
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 studying the possibility of extending the life of certain hardware in order to reduce emissions 
derived from fixed assets. 

 

3.2.1.3 Objectives in the mobility sector 

 
The mobility and transport actions are aimed at adopting a sustainable mobility approach for 
the European Parliament and limiting the CO2 emissions generated by these activities. The 
target for mobility is a reduction in the ‘Carbon emissions per FTE’ indicator of approximately 5-
10% between 2006 and 20209. 
 
Given that the European Parliament has multiple sites, improved mobility and transport of 
persons is a key element in the EP’s strategy for achieving its objective of a 30% reduction in 
carbon emissions.  
 
There is significant potential for improvement in 
the area of mobility, as shown by the following 
examples: a Brussels-Strasbourg flight generates 
90 kg of CO2 (economy class) or 180 kg of CO2 
(business class). The same journey by car 
generates 85 kg of CO2. Travelling by train, the 
value is 15-25 kg of CO2, depending on the type 
of train used and the route taken. If a 
videoconference were organised, the emissions 
could be virtually zero. 
 
Progress has already been made in this area: 

 

 Since June 2008 EP staff in Luxembourg have been able to obtain a ‘Jobkaart’, which gives 
free access to public transport in the city of Luxembourg. This measure increased the 
number of people using the bus from 350 in June 2006 to 750 at the end of 201210. 

 Since December 2010, staff in Brussels have been able to obtain a 50% reduction on 
public-transport season tickets, and in 2011 the cofinancing system was extended to SNCB 
trains. 

 New bicycles for men and women (including electric bicycles) have been bought and are 
available in the bicycle parking spaces of the EP’s buildings. 

 Electric vehicles have been bought for mail delivery between the buildings in Luxembourg 
and Brussels. 

 Euro 5 standard vehicles have been bought for the European Parliament’s fleet. 
 Information on CO2 emissions appears in mission orders (work trips by staff). In the form for 

the approval of missions, a question is asked about replacement of the mission by a 
videoconference. 

                                                 
9 Estimate established by the European Parliament’s carbon footprint study carried out by an external consultant in 

2008. This estimate should be confirmed by other more specific studies in the area. 
10 Information extrapolated from the results of mobility surveys within the EP. 
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 Thalys express trains are now running between Brussels and Strasbourg at the time of part-
sessions to replace charter flights. It is obvious how successful this measure has been, as 
the trains are full on every journey. 

 A bus service has also been organised between Luxembourg and Strasbourg for part-
sessions. 

 In 2011, a Mobility Point was opened in Brussels to inform staff and Members about the 
environmentally soundest transport options, organising activities, events, awareness 
campaigns, etc. 

 A ‘Transport and mobility’ section has been created on the Intranet. 
 Extra two-storey bicycle parks have been created in Brussels. 
 Charging stations for electric cars have been installed in the car parks. 
 
While recognising that much remains to be done in this area, the EMAS Action Plan is highly 
ambitious and includes the following actions: 

 Creation of a car-sharing website. 

 Conduct of regular surveys on mobility at the three places of work. 

 Promotion of teleworking by means of pilot projects. 

 Promotion of more eco-friendly means of transport for visitors. 

 Improving the environmental performance of the EP fleet by means of incentives for 
choosing low-emission cars. 

 Promotion of more eco-friendly interpreting services and installation of new videoconference 
equipment for interpreters. 

 Promotion of more environment-friendly travel outside the three places of work: 

 promotion of buses and public transport for local transportation of delegations, 

 provision of information on carbon emissions for each request for a meeting away from 
the three places of work. 

 Individual videoconference equipment for heads of unit with staff in Brussels, Luxembourg 
and/or Strasbourg. 

 Promotion of car-sharing in DG PRES. 

 Improvements to bicycle parks and to signage in Brussels. 

 Purchase of additional electric vehicles for the EP fleet. 

 
All of the actions with a deadline in 2012 have either been completed or carried forward to the 
new version of the Action Plan with a new deadline (see Annex 7.4 for details). Many actions 
have been converted into continuous actions at the request of the departments responsible, 
demonstrating their commitment to continuous improvement. 
 
As indicated above, one of the main actions in the field of promoting sustainable mobility was 
the Mobility Point in Brussels. 
 
As it is already in its second year, an assessment of its main achievements, statistics on the 
number of visitors it receives and challenges for the future can be drawn up between 1 January 
and 31 December. 
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1. The main achievements of the Mobility Point in 2012: 
 On-going: Promotion of sustainable modes of transport by means of personalised advice 

on the spot, by telephone or by e-mail. 
 Creation of a ‘Mobility News’ sent approximately every two months to people on the mailing 

list of the Mobility Point. 
 Writing of a ‘Mobility Alert’ in an emergency (e.g. public transport strike, high pollution 

levels). 
 Organisation and promotion at the EP of ‘Bike Experience’, intended to encourage drivers 

to switch to cycling. 
 Mobility Point stand during Mobility Week with the 

theme 'Preventing bicycle theft’: engraving bicycles 
as a theft prevention measure, information about 
bicycle security, competition with 10 bicycle locks as 
prizes. 

 Collaboration in the design of the new two-storey 
bicycle park in the ASP car park and production of 
communication material before the work was carried out (posters, fliers, e-mails). 

 Analysis of, and advice on, the establishment of a car-pooling platform within the EP.  
 
2. Statistics on numbers of visitors to the Mobility Point 
 
In 2012, the Mobility Point responded to 2 320 inquiries. The numbers of inquiries handled by 
the Mobility Point have grown considerably: on average, 10 per day, as against an average of 
between 6 and 6 in 2011 (between June and December). The various promotional and 
communication campaigns by the Mobility Point in 2012 clearly helped to increase the use 
made of it. The closure of the tunnels in Brussels in the summer of 2012 also persuaded some 
car-drivers to seek advice from the Mobility Point in an attempt to find alternatives to using their 
cars. Inquiries relating to internal mobility (directions to buildings, meeting rooms, internal 
departments, etc.) are the biggest single category of inquiry, accounting for one in three. Many 
people ask the Mobility Point for information because they cannot find their way inside the EP 
itself. Some of these people are likely to return to the Mobility Point later in search of other 
information relating to mobility external to the EP. 
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3. The Mobility Point in 2013 
 
In 2013, the main aims of the Mobility Point are:  
 To increase the number of people on the mailing list (500 people were on it at the end of 

2012).  
 To continue to raise the profile of the Mobility Point. 
 
In order to attain these aims, various courses of action will be pursued:  
 Communication: greater cooperation with Newshound to publicise what the Mobility Point 

does and particularly the existence of the mailing list. 
 Events: participation in sustainable mobility campaigns: 2nd Bike Experience campaign at 

the EP and ‘Car-free commuting’ during Mobility Week. 
 New services (under discussion): ‘mobility visit’ during the lunch-hour to introduce EP staff 

(particularly new recruits) to the mobility solutions and services which exist at the EP and 
nearby (bicycle park, service bicycles, station, bus routes, shared vehicles, Villo, etc.). 
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3.2.2 Figures and comments  

3.2.2.1 Carbon footprint of the European Parliament 

 
The indicator for monitoring the evolution of this impact is ‘Carbon emissions in tonnes of CO2 
equivalent per FTE’ (see Section 7.5). The following table shows the evolution of the carbon 
footprint indicator during the 2006 to 2012 period: 
 

Carbon emissions per FTE 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Carbon footprint (tonnes of CO2 
equivalent) 11 
 100 138 108 873 97 701 92 990 100 245 95 928 91.893 
Number of full-time equivalents 
(FTE) 10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 
‘Carbon emissions per employee-
equivalent’ indicator (tonnes of 
CO2 equivalent/FTE)7  
 9.4 8.9 7.8 7.3 7.6 7.0 6.89 
% change with respect to 2006 
(%) ---- -5.6% -16.7% -21.7% -18.7% -25.5% -26.4% 

 
Certain changes have been made to the carbon footprint measurement to increase its reliability 
and improve its quality (see section 9.6.1). In 2012, there was a switch from Version 6 to 
Version 7 of the Bilan Carbone, which entailed numerous modifications. Consequently, the 
carbon footprint for the reference year (2006) was recalculated using the new Version 7 in 
order to guarantee that the emission reductions in 2012 in relation to 2006 were compared 
under the same conditions. On the other hand, emissions during the intermediate years were 
not updated using Version 7: only the indicator was subjected to a general recalculation12. 
These data are presented purely indicatively.  

                                                 
11 Air travel by Members between their place of origin and Brussels/Strasbourg is not covered.  
12 In order to take into account the change from Version 6 to Version 7 of the Bilan Carbone, the indicator in 

tonnes CO2/FTE for 2007-2011 has been recalculated so as to multiply it by the ratio between the emissions in 

2006 calculated using Versions 6 and 7 of the Bilan Carbone 
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Between 2006 and 2012, the indicator fell by approximately 26.4%, which was mainly due 
to: 
 
1. the introduction of ‘green’ electricity in the three places of work; 
2. projects to improve the energy efficiency of the technical installations (such as the new 

heat pumps in the PFL Building or new, more efficient cooling systems in the ASP 
Building); 

3. the reduction of more than 1 million km in staff travel on mission between the three places 
of work; 

4. replacement of charter flights by Thalys trains between Brussels and Strasbourg; 
5. a reduction of approximately 200 000 km in staff missions outside the three places of work 

between 2011 and 2012; 
6. reduced use of service cars by Members (600 000 km less in 2012 than in 2006) and use 

of more efficient service cars; 
7. mobility projects (e.g. cofinancing of public transport). 

 
The trend in the indicator has been very positive so far. Nonetheless, it should be borne in 
mind that in 2012 there was a modified calendar of parliamentary sessions, which 
necessitated fewer journeys to Strasbourg. The 2013 calendar is likely to be similar to those in 
previous years, which means that emissions caused in this way are liable to be greater than in 
2012. 

 
For a detailed analysis of the evolution of the carbon footprint, see Annex 9.6. 
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3.2.2.2 Carbon footprint of the new KAD building project 

 
A separate assessment of the carbon footprint has been made as part of the new KAD building 
project in Luxembourg. The BREEAM environmental certification system requires the quantity 
of carbon emissions produced by building work to be calculated. The table below presents the 
results for the period 2009-2012. 
 

Carbon emissions in tonnes of CO2: construction of the new KAD Building13 
 

2009 2010 2011 2012 

Energy consumption of construction machinery and site offices  322 1045 1503 206 

Transport of materials to and from the site  475 657 484 23 

Total 797 1702 1987 229 

 
The results indicate that in 2012 energy consumption generated 206 tonnes of CO2 and 
transport activities generated 23 tonnes. 2012 was marked by a temporary halt to the work, 
while several public procurement procedures were relaunched which had not yielded results 
the first time.  
 
The general earthworks and most of the geothermal drilling have already been completed. 
 
Construction site emissions are not included in Parliament’s general carbon footprint. If they 
were, it would become impossible to make valid comparisons between the figures for different 
years. They are recorded and will be accounted for in the section ‘fixed assets – construction of 
buildings’ when the building enters service (writing them off in accordance with the Bilan 
Carbone™ method (see 9.6.3.7)). 
 
 

3.2.2.3 Total energy consumption and proportion of renewable energy used 

 
This indicator represents the total quantity of energy consumed at the European Parliament 
and the proportion of green energy. 
 

Total energy consumption 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Electricity (kWh) 111 937 621 115 947 188 120 608 112 122 979 669 124 741 808 125 341 558 131 393 481 

Gas, fuel oil and urban 
heating/cooling (kWh) 

60 740 113 53 262 330 70 795 031 73 493 134 81 544 249 62 809 920 84 428 214 

Total final energy used 
(kWh) 

172 677 734 169 209 518 191 403 143 196 472 802 206 286 057 188 151 478 215 821 695 

Energy from renewable 
sources (kWh) - purchase of 
green electricity 

0 19 310 851 120 608 112 122 979 669 124 741 808 125 341 558 131 393 481 

Percentage of renewable 
energy 

0.0% 11.2% 66.0% 62.6% 60.5% 66.6% 60.8% 

 

                                                 
13

 Information supplied by the Luxembourg Building Projects Unit. 
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As the table shows, total energy consumption increased between 2006 and 2012, due to the 
entry into service of several new buildings. Since 2008, the percentage of renewable energy 
consumed has stabilised at around 60%, because since 2008 Parliament has bought 100% of 
its electricity from renewable sources.  
 
Apart from the electricity purchased, account should be taken of the production of geothermal 
energy by the heat pumps in Strasbourg. It was decided not to show this information in the 
previous table, in order to avoid mixing purchased energy with the thermal energy from the 
heat pumps, which is heat that is produced. This production is shown in the following table: 
 
 
 
 
 

 Thermal energy produced in MWh 

 LOW heat pump PFL heat pump 

 
Period from 1/01/2012 to 

31/01/2012 

Periods from 1/01 to 24/04 and from 31/07 
to 31/12 (i.e. 38 weeks of records)

14 
 

Energy for 
heating 

10 489 698 

Energy for 
cooling 

21 496 455 

 
No geothermal energy meters have been installed in the WIC and SDM buildings, for which no 
readings are therefore available. 
In addition to the heat pumps, the thermal solar panels on the WIB and JAN Buildings in 
Brussels should be taken into account. As the system does not have meters and its yield 
depends on various factors and variables, it is not possible to supply data on the quantity of 
energy produced in 2012. These solar panels produce hot water for the toilets. There are 6 
panels measuring 4.32 m2 each, i.e. 25.92 m2 of surface area per building. 
 
Section 9.5.1 provides detailed information on the energy consumption of the various buildings.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
14 Between April and July, no records from the PFL meters are available. The energy for cooling in the PFL is 

therefore underestimated. 
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3.2.2.4 Electricity consumption 

The chosen indicator is ‘Electricity consumption per full-time equivalent (FTE)’ (see 9.5), the 
target being to achieve a reduction of 4% between 2012 and 2016. The trend in the indicator 
between 2006 and 2012 was as follows: 
 

Electricity consumption 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Total electricity 
consumption (kWh)15 
 111 937 621 115 947 188 120 608 112 122 979 669 124 741 808 125 341 558 131 393 481 

Number of full-time 
equivalents (FTE) 10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 

‘Electricity consumption per 
FTE ’ indicator (kWh/FTE) 10 472 10 100 10 333 10 406.6 10 162.7 9 774.2 9 853.6 

% change with respect to 
2006 (%) -- -3 .6% -1 .3% -0 .6% -3 .0% -6 .7% -5 .9% 
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The data reveal that electricity consumption per FTE fell by approximately 5.9% between 
2006 and 2012, a highly positive development, particularly bearing in mind that five new 
buildings entered into service between 2007 and 2012 (approx. 90 000 m2).  
 
Several energy saving projects had a favourable impact on the development of this indicator: 

 In Brussels, favourable effects were observed due to improvements in energy 
management by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Unit (new cooling units in 
the ASP, a relighting project which made it possible to replace the bulbs in communal 

                                                 
15 Information communicated by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units. 
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areas with low-energy bulbs, better management of the lighting in meeting rooms, limiting 
its use as much as possible while still meeting users’ needs, etc.). However, between 
2011 and 2012 a small rise in the indicator was observed. The positive impact of the 
energy management projects mentioned above was offset negatively by other users, 
particularly by the increase in IT power in recent years;  

 In Strasbourg, electricity consumption in the PFL Building has fallen considerably since 
2006 due to the installation of heat pumps that are more efficient than the previous ones. 
In the LOW Building, photoelectric cells were installed which adapt the intensity of the 
lighting system to the daylight intensity. This system can achieve up to 50% energy 
savings in lighting and will therefore be extended to other parts of the building. However, 
in the case of the PFL Building, higher consumption was observed throughout 2012, and 
it was found that the heat pumps needed regulating. This action is already under way; 

 In Luxembourg three buildings are heated by cogeneration (TOA, TOB and PRE), two of 
which are heated and cooled by tri-generation (TOA and TOB), which ensures optimal 
primary energy use. Due to construction work on the new KAD building, new buildings 
had to be occupied by the EP, which increased energy consumption as a result. 
However, following the entry into service of the new KAD Building, a major reduction in 
energy consumption is expected. In 2012, electricity consumption in the buildings in 
Luxembourg fell due to changes to the regulation parameters of the technical 
installations. Only the consumption of the RECE Building increased, because the surface 
area rented rose (to accommodate additional IT hardware). 

 

 

3.2.2.5 Gas, fuel oil and district heating 

The chosen indicator is ‘Gas, fuel oil and district heating consumption per full-time equivalent 
(FTE)’ (see 9.5), the target being to achieve a reduction of 5% between 2012 and 2016. District 
cooling is considered separately, and only the raw data are shown with the indicator 
‘Consumption of district cooling per FTE’. There is no target for this indicator, because it is only 
relevant to two buildings in Luxembourg. 
 

The trend in the indicator between 2006 and 2012 was as follows: 

Gas, fuel oil and district heating 
consumption 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Total consumption of gas, oil and district 
heating (kWh)16 
 

60 740 113 53 262 330 70 795 031 73 493 134 81 544 249 62 809 920 79 696 887 

Number of full-time equivalents (FTE) 10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 

Indicator ‘consumption of gas/oil/district 
heating per full-time equivalent’ (kWh/FTE) 

5 682 4 640 6 066 6 219.0 6 643.4 4 897.9 5 976.7 

% change with respect to 2006 (%) -- -18.4% 6.7% 9.4% 16.9% -13.8% 5.2% 

 

                                                 
16 Information provided by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units. It was necessary to recalculate the 

values for 2006, 2007 and 2008 so as to include the new information supplied by the Buildings Management Unit 

on consumption by the heating/cooling network in Luxembourg. The influence of the cold could be taken into 

account on the basis of degrees per day. Unfortunately, the methods of standardisation are different in the three 

places of work, and this would enormously complicate the calculations. It was therefore decided to keep the raw 

data without standardisation and to provide explanations about the deviations observed because of the variations in 

the weather. 
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Gas, oil and urban heating                                          

Gaz, mazout et réseau de chaleur
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Between 2008 and 2010, fossil fuel consumption rose significantly for health and safety 
reasons (it was necessary to increase the humidification of the buildings) and because of the 
entry into service of the new buildings. On the other hand, there was a reduction between 2010 
and 2011, mainly because the winter was significantly less cold in 2011 than in 2010. In 2012, 
the winter was colder and a new building was inaugurated. Consequently, consumption rose 
again. For example, in Brussels the number of unified degree-days 15/15 was 27% higher in 
2012 than in 2011 and 17% lower than in 2010, which means that the 2012 winter was colder 
than that of 2011 and less cold than that of 2010. Although in Brussels the energy efficiency of 
the new gas condensing boilers installed in the WIB and JAN Buildings was greater than that of 
the traditional gas boilers, consumption figures rose owing to lower temperatures. 
 
In Luxembourg, although 2012 as a whole was less cold than 2011, the increase was smaller 
than it should have been if one takes into account the rigours of the weather. There were 2 328 
unified degree-days 15 in Luxembourg in 2012, as against 2 001 in 2011 – a theoretical 
increase of 16%, while the rise in consumption in Luxembourg was only 7%.  This is partly 
owing to the installation of a more efficient condensation boiler in the KAD for priority operation. 
 
On the other hand, the SCH Building consumed more than the other buildings. The reason for 
this increased consumption was that it was the only building that the EP had to heat due to a 
specific request from the Unit for Prevention and Well-being at Work because the summer was 
very cool. 
 
As regards fuel oil in Luxembourg, the slight increase in consumption was also due to the 
weather, as in the case of district heating (PRE, TOA and TOB Buildings).  
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In Strasbourg, February 2012 was very cold, particularly in the run-up to the part-session, 
which was reflected in a rise in consumption.  
 
 

3.2.2.6 Mobility 

The indicator chosen for monitoring the evolution of this objective is ‘Carbon emissions 
generated by the transport of persons per full-time employee-equivalent’ (see section 9.5). The 
trend in the indicator between 2006 and 2012 was as follows: 
 

Carbon emissions: transport of persons  
(DAF 2) 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Carbon emissions generated by the transport of 
persons (tonnes of CO2) 37 119 43 661 46 496 40 366 45 875 44 932 44 785 

Number of full-time equivalents (FTE) 10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 
‘Carbon emissions generated by the transport of 
persons per FTE’ indicator (tonnes of CO2/FTE) 3.5 3.8 4.0 3.4 3.7 3.5 3.36 

% change with respect to 2006 (%) ---- +9.5% +14.7% -1.6% +7.6% +0.9% -3.43% 

 

As indicated above, there was a change of version of the Bilan Carbone, which entailed 
numerous modifications. These changes have resulted in a recalculation of the carbon footprint 
for the reference year (2006) to ensure comparability. On the other hand, the intermediate 
years have not been updated. These data are provided on a purely indicative basis.  
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Carbon emissions transport of persons              
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The figures show that emissions per FTE fell by 3.43% between 2006 and 2012. 
 
For a more detailed analysis of the various emission flows in the area of mobility, see 
section 9.6.3.4. 
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3.3 WASTE 

3.3.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

The objective of increasing the percentage of waste recycled is set out in Planning Sheet No 2, 
‘Waste’, of the EMAS Action Plan. A Waste Committee was set up in 2009 to discuss the 
general problems involved in waste management. This committee took over from the ‘Waste’ 
working group. Its aim is to improve the existing system, identify the various actors in this area 
and coordinate their actions. 
 
The EMAS Action Plan for 2012 sets out the following objectives: 

 Introduce a harmonised waste collection system at the three places of work. 
 Organise events regularly to raise awareness of waste. 
 Establish a quantitative target for waste. 
 Study a system to convert organic waste into biogas in Luxembourg. 
 
With regard to harmonisation of the waste collection system at the three places of work, the 
pilot project has been completed and a final report drafted. The file on the subject will now be 
submitted to the political authorities for a decision.  
 
The 2012 Green Weeks were devoted to the subject of ‘waste’, making it possible to raise 
colleagues’ awareness of this problem. 
 
In Luxembourg, organic waste has been sent for biogas production since the middle of 2012, 
which has made it possible to increase the percentage of waste recycled. 
 
Quantitative targets have been proposed in order to increase the fraction recycled and reduce 
the quantity of waste. 
 

3.3.2 Figures and comments 

The waste generated in all the European Parliament’s buildings is taken into account for the 
purpose of monitoring this objective. The two indicators used are the percentage of waste 
recycled and the quantity of office and kitchen waste per full-time equivalent. The targets are, 
respectively, to recycle 68% of waste by 2016 and to reduce the quantity of waste per FTE by 
5% between 2012 and 2016. The trend in the indicators17 between 2006 and 2012 was as 
follows: 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
17 The percentage of certain indicators was recalculated using a new volume/weight conversion factor based on 

actual data supplied by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units in 2009 (see 7.5.3 for details of the 

procedure used to calculate waste volumes). 
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Waste recycling18 

 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 

2012 

Quantity of waste 

generated (tonnes) 
2 896 2 796 3 028 3 776 3 502 2 798 3 061 

Quantity of waste recycled 

(tonnes) 
1 361 1 412 1 403 2 112 2 009 1 731 1 930 

Percentage waste recycled 

(%) 
47.0% 50.5% 46.3% 55.9% 57.4% 61.9% 63.1% 

Percentage waste not 

recycled (%) 
53.0% 49.5% 53.7% 44.1% 42.6% 38.1% 36.9% 

Quantity of office and 

kitchen waste19 (kg) 

 

2 260 923 2 236 258 1 924 084 2 171 478 2 568 489 2 119 886 2 439 988 

Number of full-time 

equivalents (FTE) 
10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 

Indicator for office and 

kitchen waste (kg per FTE) 
212 195 165 184 209 165 183 

% change with respect to 

2006 (%) 
----- -7.9% -22.1% -13.1% -1.1% -21.8% -13.5% 
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18 Information provided by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units. 
19 This waste comprises the following categories: paper/cardboard, plastic/PMC, glass, organic waste used for 

biogas production and mixed waste incinerated. 
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The figures show that the percentage of waste recycled grew over this period (the 
percentage of non-recycled waste fell by more than 16% between 2006 and 2012). (For further 
details on waste, see section 9.5.3.) Hazardous waste accounts for approximately 1.05% of the 
total waste generated. 
 

The Waste Committee has become an important platform for discussing, communicating and 
exchanging best practices. For example, in order to introduce a harmonised data collection 
system and identify all waste generators in the EP, a new procedure entailing a common data 
flow has been set up by the committee. As a result, figures for the volume of waste generated 
in the printing and IT sectors became available in 2012. During that year the printshop 
generated 2.7 tonnes of hazardous waste, and the IT sector reported that 17 tonnes of 
packaging waste had been recycled, of which 14 tonnes had been processed by a contractor 
for which DG ITEC was responsible. The IT departments also keep a record of electronic 
equipment that is donated for re-use outside Parliament, and have quoted a figure of 102.2 
tonnes.  
 
The quantity of office and kitchen waste per FTE was also reduced by 13.5% between 2006 
and 2012, which is a very positive result. 
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3.4 WATER 

 

3.4.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

In this area, awareness raising actions have already been carried out. For example, stickers 
have been placed in all the toilets at the three places of work to highlight the need to save 
water, water dispensers have been installed in training rooms, and so on. 
 
Objective number 3, ‘Water’, of the EMAS Action Plan 2012 principally aims to reduce the 
European Parliament’s water consumption. It consists of the following actions: 

 analyse and optimise water management and consumption in Strasbourg; 
 install water submeters in buildings for improved management. 
 
The first of these two measures has already been introduced, and it has been decided that it 
should be implemented on a long-term basis as part of ongoing efforts to improve water use. 
The first phase of studies in the project for the installation of submeters has been completed. 
The second phase will take place in 2013 and 2014. These meters will make it possible to 
obtain more detailed information that will be used to ensure that a tighter control is kept over 
water use.  

3.4.2 Figures and comments 

The indicator chosen for monitoring the evolution of this objective is ‘water consumption in m3 
per full-time employee-equivalent’ (see Section 9.5). The trend in the indicator between 2006 
and 2011 was as follows: 
 

Water consumption 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Total water consumption (m3)20 
 180 832 208 284 229 797 199 793 244 966 231 350 235 637 

Number of full-time equivalents 
(FTE) 10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 

‘Water consumption per FTE ’ 
indicator (m3/FTE) 16.9 18.1 19.7 16.9 20.0 18.0 17.7 

% change with respect to 2006 (%) --- +7.25% +16.38% -0.06% +18.0% +6.6% +4.5% 

                                                 
20 Information provided by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units, on the basis of bills and the 

readings taken by the maintenance firm. As the invoices for the final months of the year were not available when 

this information was forwarded, the figures for those months have had to be extrapolated. 
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The data show that water consumption per person increased by 4.5% between 2006 and 
2012. This was mainly due to the occupation of the new buildings and the implementation of 
the legionella prevention programme, which was necessary in order to maintain a satisfactory 
water quality. The findings of the legionellae risk audit in Brussels (08/2011) showed that the 
intermittent use of hot water supply points, particularly in Members’ toilets, gives rise to a very 
high level of risk. At present, flushing is the only way of averting the risk of legionella.  
 
However, water consumption is becoming increasingly stable, thanks to better management. 
Water consumption fell between 2010 and 2012 as a result of action taken to ensure that the 
WIB and JAN buildings, which had been in use since 2007 and 2008 respectively, were 
managed better, the resolution of a problem in the ATR Building and a temporary halt in the 
production of steam for humidification purposes in the PHS Building, owing to maintenance 
work. 
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3.5 PAPER 

3.5.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

Objective number 4, ‘Paper’, of the EMAS Action Plan is basically to promote better use of 
paper and reduce consumption in the European Parliament’s printshop and distribution 
services, despite the increase in the number of official languages. In recent years more 
particularly, when Parliament has had to serve 27 countries rather than 15 (and use 23 
languages rather than 12), paper consumption in the printshop has continued to fall regularly, 
from 502 tonnes of paper in 2005 to 377 tonnes in 2012. 
 
It should be noted that all A4 paper used in the EP’s offices is 100% recycled after use and is 
non-chlorine bleached. The paper used in the printshops is either recycled or comes from 
sustainably managed forests (to protect biodiversity). More particularly, 82% of the paper used 
in the printshop in 2011 was 100% recycled and 17% was FSC (Forest Stewardship Council) 
certified. 
 

3.5.2 Figures and comments 

The ‘paper consumption per full-time employee-equivalent’ indicator (see Section 9.5) takes 
into account the paper used at the three main places of work (A4 printing paper) and the 
special paper consumed by the printshop. The aim is to stabilise paper consumption between 
2012 and 2016 at the same time as a new Member State (Croatia) joins and printing work 
which is currently outsourced is brought in-house. A box contains five reams of paper, each 
comprising 500 A4 sheets, and weighs 11.25 kg. The trend in the indicator between 2006 and 
2012 was as follows: 
 

Paper consumption 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Total paper consumption21 786 653 764 959 716 133 666 938 718 928 617 055 621 945 

Number of full-time equivalents 
(FTE) 

10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335 

‘Paper consumption per FTE ’ 
indicator (kg/FTE) 

73.59 66.63 61.36 56.44 58.57 48.12 46.60 

% change with respect to 2006 (%) --- -9.5% -16.6% -23.3% -20.4% -34.6% -36.6% 

                                                 
21 Information supplied by the Management of Goods and Inventory Unit (Directorate-General for Infrastructure and Logistics). 
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The figures show a reduction of some 36.6% in paper consumption per FTE, meaning that 
the trend is very positive. This extremely positive development shows that the efforts made by 
the various departments (in particular the print shop and distribution units) have been a 
success. The print shop cut its absolute consumption by 39%, using 260 tonnes of xerographic 
paper in 2012, as against 401 tonnes in 2006. It should be borne in mind that Parliament’s work 
fluctuates and that paper consumption depends on that work. 
 
The various departments (other than the print shop+) used 245 tonnes of xerographic paper in 
2012, as against 310 tonnes in 2006 – a reduction of 65 tonnes. 
 
The European Parliament’s paper consumption includes paper used in external printing work or 
printing work performed using paper purchased externally for the political groups and MEPs. A 
system has been introduced to collect information on external printing carried out for the 
political groups. The data gathered for 2012 show that, altogether, some 18 800 kg of paper 
was used in 2012. In the future, when this system has become properly established and the 
information received covers most of the political groups, these data can also be included in the 
indicator. 
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3.6 GREEN PROCUREMENT 

3.6.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

Objective number 5, ‘Green Procurement’, of the 2012 EMAS Action Plan seeks to promote the 
inclusion of environmental considerations in public procurement procedures. It includes 
measures to improve communication between the EMAS team and the departments that draw 
up invitations to tender, to manage green space in Brussels in accordance with the 
requirements of the EVE (Espace Vert Écologique) scheme or similar schemes and to look into 
the possibility of including in tender documents provisions seeking to reduce and neutralise 
CO2 emissions. DG PRES has launched a campaign to promote the inclusion of environmental 
clauses in its invitations to tender. The green space management project is still in progress, 
while the other projects have been either completed or incorporated in the new Action Plan. 
Several projects have been converted into long-term measures in order to ensure that steady 
improvements are made in this area. 

 

Some progress has been made in this field in recent years, including the following:  
 new specifications for maintenance and cleaning, waste management and the upkeep of 

green spaces at the buildings at the three places of work have been introduced, laying down 
important environmental and quality requirements, in particular as regards the resources 
brought to bear by the contractors (specialist staff) and performance in relation to energy, 
waste, comfort and well-being and reporting; 

 invitations to tender for furniture purchases now include a clause to guarantee that the wood 
used comes from sustainably managed forests. This is important for biodiversity protection; 

 cooperation between the EMAS team and the relevant departments to enable the European 
Parliament to include stricter clauses on office supplies and IT consumables; 

 every contract signed in open procedures contains general environmental clauses. In 
addition, all EP contractors have received information on the EMAS requirements when 
signing a contract;  

 greater emphasis on environmental considerations in invitations to tender for paper, 
biodegradable bags are replacing plastic bags in the supermarket in Luxembourg, and eco-
labelled cleaning products are now being used in the EP’s restaurants and offices; 

 Parliament is making a continuous effort to comply with the latest environmental standards, 
one example being the measures taken to promote the purchase of low-emission vehicles 
when replacing vehicles in Parliament’s fleet, in accordance with the Bureau decision of 10 
November 2010; 

 use on several occasions of the CO2 offsetting clause and writing of clearer instructions. 
However, its use could be further promoted by means of short courses for authorising 
officers. 
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3.7 REGULATORY COMPLIANCE 

Parliament has set up a system to identify and provide information on the legal requirements 
applicable to its activities and premises, in line with the following EMAS Regulation 
requirements: 
EMAS-registered organisations must establish and maintain (a) procedure(s) to: 
1. identify and have access to the applicable legal requirements and other requirements to 

which the organisation subscribes related to its environmental aspects (as identified 
during the environmental review provided for in Annex I to the EMAS Regulation); 

2. provide for legal compliance with environmental legislation, including permits and permit 
limits; 

3. and have procedures in place that enable the organisation to meet these requirements 
on an ongoing basis. 

 
In early 2012, the corpus of environmental legislation in the legal watch database consisted of 
334 texts applicable to Parliament’s main sites and services. New environmental requirements 
(82 in 2012) are forwarded to the relevant departments on a monthly basis. The environmental 
compliance database can be accessed on the internet, at the following address: 
http://www.registre-emas.eu/login.php.  
 
DG INLO (Directorate-General for Infrastructure and Logistics) has also concluded a contract 
for technical compliance monitoring services.  
 
In 2011 a new contract was signed with an environmental consultancy for the provision of 
compliance monitoring services to Parliament. Over and above these services, the contract 
covers the provision of assistance in interpreting, introducing and implementing legal 
requirements, as well as the performance of annual legal audits in order to steadily improve 
performance in this area. The services to be provided include: 
– drafting of legal check-lists; 
– consultancy services; 
– regulatory audits. 
 
The situation regarding environmental permits for the nine buildings covered by the EMAS 
system (see section 2.1) is as follows: 
 
Brussels:  EMAS registered buildings   (PHS, ATR and ASP) have a valid environmental 
permit, as do the WIB and JAN which are due to become EMAS in 2013. 
 
Strasbourg:  
Equipment installed in European Parliament premises, that is to say gas-fired boilers, battery 
charging facilities and devices containing refrigerating fluids, including heat pumps, is subject to 
declaration as facilities classified for environmental protection purposes (ICPE). 
  
The prefectural decision awarding a thermal drilling operating licence under the Water Act was 
published in November 2012. 
 
 

http://www.registre-emas.eu/login.php
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Luxembourg:  
The KAD Building has a valid environmental permit. 
The SEN Building is not a classified building and therefore does not require an environmental 
permit. 
The SCH Building belongs to the Luxembourg State and comes under the responsibility of the 
Luxembourg Public Buildings Authority.  
 
 

Legal conformity / Conformité réglementaire
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Two minor instances of non-compliance were identified during the external audits in 2012, and 
two instances of non-compliance were identified during the internal audits in 2012.  
The legal audit reports for 2012 contained 10 remarks.  
This shows that the audits – one of the key tools for identifying opportunities to improve 
environmental management – are becoming more rigorous. 
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3.8  TRAINING, INTERNAL/EXTERNAL COMMUNICATION AND 
AWARENESS RAISING 

3.8.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

 
All of the actions with a deadline in 2012 have either been completed or carried forward to the 
new version of the Action Plan with a new deadline (see Annex 9.4 for details). 

3.8.2 Figures and comments  

The EMAS team attaches particular importance to awareness-raising and maintaining open 
communication channels with staff. With this in mind, the team has focused its awareness-
raising actions on four main areas. The following table and graph indicate the number of 
actions organised by the EMAS team each year since 2006. It can be seen that there has been 
a large increase in the number of individual actions since 2006, when the EMAS team was first 
formed, stabilising in the range of 60 to 80 actions per annum, which is fairly impressive. These 
actions include emails to staff and MEPs, poster campaigns, document production, training, 
and organisation of awareness-raising events.  
 

Number of training and awareness-raising actions organised 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

49 30 57 70 72 60 77 

 

 

Environmental training and awareness raising                           

Formation et sensibilisation environnementale

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

T
ra

in
in

g
 a

n
d

 a
w

a
re

n
e
s
s
 r

a
is

in
g

 a
c
ti

o
n

s
 o

rg
a
n

is
e
d

  
  

  
 

A
c
ti

o
n

s
 d

e
 f

o
rm

a
ti

o
n

 /
 s

e
n

s
ib

il
is

a
ti

o
n

 o
rg

a
n

is
é
e
s

 
 



 48/117 DV\1002480EN.doc 

EN 

 

3.8.3 Awareness-raising 

3.8.3.1 Internet and Intranet 

Intranet  

The EMAS website has been on the European Parliament’s Intranet since 2010. It is available 
in three languages – English, French and German – at the following address: 
http://www.epintranet.ep.parl.union.eu/intranet/ep/lang/fr/content/practical_life/environmental_
management 
 
The EMAS team regularly updates the website with any issues of interest to staff and any 
changes to the main EMAS documentation. Staff can also submit suggestions or ideas to the 
EMAS team via the Intranet site.  

 

It should also be stressed that the political groups and DGs use the EMAS logo in their 
environmental communications or on their websites. The S&D, ALDE and Green Groups 
already use the EMAS logo for some information measures or on their websites. 

 
Internet 
The EMAS team has had a page on the EP’s website at the following address since 2008: 

 
This page contains a brief description of EMAS activities, as well as links to several key 
documents. 
 

3.8.3.2 Campaigns and events 

‘Green Week’ at the European Parliament has now become an important and well-established 
annual awareness-raising event. In June 2012 the team set up stands in Brussels, Luxembourg 
and Strasbourg. The Green Weeks were officially opened by Mr Klaus Welle, Secretary-
General, and Ms Durant, Vice-President of the European Parliament, during a ceremony held 
at the Mobility Point stand in Brussels. The theme of this year’s event was ‘Waste 
Management’. 

  

 

Together with the EMAS team, several organisations in the three countries took part in the 
events designed to provide staff with information on how to improve their carbon footprint.  

http://www.epintranet.ep.parl.union.eu/intranet/ep/lang/fr/content/practical_life/environmental_management
http://www.epintranet.ep.parl.union.eu/intranet/ep/lang/fr/content/practical_life/environmental_management
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Bins with recycled plastic wheels and recycled pencils and pens were distributed to visitors to 
the stand. The videoconferencing service was also present. DGs INLO, ITEC, COMM and the 
political groups had stands, too.  
 

The team has created various presentations and publications to advertise the event and 
generally raise awareness of EMAS in the EP, for example: 

 email campaigns to inform staff about various issues, and a monthly newsletter sent to all 
members of staff and to MEPs and their assistants; 

 publication and updating of various publications, notices, posters, brochures and leaflets to 
provide information on EMAS in the EP and to keep staff informed about best practices, 
news and important initiatives. Those publications include:  

- EMAS – Environmental Management in the European Parliament  
- EMAS – Objectives and Achievements in the European Parliament 
 

 
 

 
 
In May the EMAS team took part in the European Parliament Open Day in Brussels in order to 
give members of the public an insight into the environmental management best practice used 
by Parliament. 
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In September the EMAS team also organised stands at the three places of work in order to 
promote sustainable mobility as part of ‘European Mobility Week’. This event has become an 
important and well-established annual awareness-raising event. Various Brussels-based 
associations promoting cycling were invited to take part in the event. The EMAS team also set 
up a stand inside the Gare de Luxembourg in Brussels as part of this external event. 

 

 

  
 

In 2012, the European Parliament also took part in the international 
event ‘Earth Hour’. Through this event the European Parliament 
showed its commitment to the general objective of energy saving by 
switching off lights. 
  

3.8.4 Training  

The initiatives begun in 2008 to expand the choice of training courses offered to staff were 
continued in 2012, and various training courses and presentations were organised in the 
following areas: 

 half-day training courses, open to all members of staff, on all aspects of the EMS at the EP, 
particularly best practices in the office and how to react in emergencies; 

 short presentations were offered to all new arrivals as part of the EPIC training programme; 
 a working group was set up to improve environmental training in the EP.  
 
Over the coming year the EMAS team will continue to offer a wide range of training courses 
intended for all staff. 

3.8.5 Staff suggestions  

The EMAS Regulation stipulates that ‘employees shall be involved in the process aimed at 
continually improving the organisation’s environmental performance’ (EMAS Regulation, 
Annex II, B.4.3). 
 
To encourage this approach, the EMAS website includes an option called ‘Ideas Box’, where 
anyone working on European Parliament premises can post their suggestions or comments. In 
addition, EMAS has an email address facilitating contacts with all internal and external 
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partners. The EMAS team encourages staff to use this facility to offer their ideas and 
suggestions. This email address is: emas@europarl.europa.eu  
 
During any promotional events, such as Green Week, a suggestions book is made available to 
staff. Its contents are appended to the procedure together with any suggestions received via 
email or the website. 
 
Since these two communication tools were put in place, the EMAS Coordination Team has 
received a large number of suggestions on how environmental management could be improved 
at the European Parliament. Every general communication from the EMAS team to the 
European Parliament results in a rise in the number of suggestions received. 
 
During 2012 the EMAS Coordination Team received and dealt with 119 internal suggestions 
and 6 external suggestions. The system for following up suggestions has improved, which 
has made it possible to act on, and reply to, most of them, in cooperation with other 
departments.  
 
This year shows staff's stable interest in EMAS-related matters and their active involvement in 
the system, possibly also reflecting the fact that EMAS is better known and is constantly 
tackling problematic issues. The total number of suggestions received remained at much the 
same level as in the previous year (148 in 2011). The fall in the number of suggestions mainly 
occurred in the field of mobility. This was presumably due to the establishment of the Mobility 
Point, which colleagues now visit or contact directly to ask questions about mobility (see the 
Activity Report of the Mobility Point). 
 
The main issues addressed in the suggestions made by staff in 2012 were: 
 

Suggestions treated by category

CO2 = 2

Divers = 21

Communication = 9

Mobility = 20

Pollution control = 1

Training and 

awareness = 1

Procurement = 2

Waste management = 

34

Energy, water and 

paper = 35
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A majority of suggestions concerned ‘energy, water and paper’, with all three issues being 
addressed more or less evenly. The second most popular focus of the staff suggestions and 
questions was waste management. Both categories are also frequently addressed in EMAS 
communication campaigns (the Green Weeks, for example, and the periodical EMAS 
InfoSheets). The third most popular subject was mobility, which had previously come second 
but fell into third place due to the establishment of the Mobility Point.  
 
As the list of suggestions is very long, it has not been appended to the Management Review. 
You can request a copy of this list from the EMAS Coordination Team at the following address: 
emas@europarl.europa.eu 

3.8.6 External communication, complaints  

As indicated above, six external suggestions were received, some of which asked for specific 
information about the environmental management system in the Parliament, while others drew 
attention to problems.  
 

mailto:emas@europarl.europa.eu
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3.9 OFFSETTING 

3.9.1 Objectives of the Action Plan 

The procedure for achieving carbon neutrality comprises the following stages: 
 
1. Set a CO2 emissions reduction target (30% by 2020 in Parliament's case); 
2. Calculate the initial carbon footprint (total emissions for the base year, which is 2006 in 
Parliament’s case); 
3. Draw up an action plan and introduce emissions reduction projects (in Parliament’s case, 
EMAS Action Plan, revised annually); 
4. Recalculate the carbon footprint at periodic intervals in order to assess the volume of 
emissions remaining, and put forward proposals for further projects (annual updates in the 
Management Review in Parliament's case); 
5. Introduce a system for offsetting emissions over and above the reduction target. 
 
Parliament has now already completed all the stages and is setting an example by moving 
towards carbon neutrality. 
 
It should be stressed that carbon offsetting has not counted towards the target of a 30% 
reduction, but is used only for the remaining emissions. 
 
On 12 September 2011 Parliament’s Bureau approved the establishment of a CO2 emissions 
offsetting scheme to cover energy consumption in Parliament’s buildings and emissions from 
cooling systems, official staff transport and official cars, which account for some 25-30% of 
Parliament’s carbon footprint. In 2012, emissions from 2011 were offset, amounting to 25 959 
tonnes of CO2. A direct contract was signed in December 2012 with an offsetting company and 
29 959 Gold Standard credits were withdrawn from the market for Parliament’s account on 13 
December 2012. 
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4  AUDITS AND REGISTRATION 

4.1 EMAS REGISTRATION AND ISO 14001 CERTIFICATION 

On 21 March 2011 the European Parliament’s Strasbourg site obtained an extension of its 
EMAS registration by official letter from the French Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable 
Development, Transport and Housing. 

The Brussels Institute for Management of the Environment extended the validity of the 
registration for the Brussels site by letter of 9 February 2011. 

Finally, by letter of 24 February 2012, the Luxembourg Ministry of the Environment extended 
the validity of the registration for the Luxembourg site. 

This registration for all three sites will be valid until 17 December 2013. 

On the basis of the external audit report by AIB-Vinçotte International SA dated 2 July 2012, 
the European Parliament’s 2011 Environmental Statement was validated and forwarded to the 
relevant environmental authorities of the three countries. The ISO 14001 certification for the 
three sites was also confirmed. 
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5 INTERINSTITUTIONAL ACTIVITIES 

5.1 GIME 

The EMAS Coordinator is involved in the work of the Interinstitutional Environmental 
Management Encounter Group (GIME), an interinstitutional working group. The GIME is 
currently chaired by the Committee of the Regions and the European Economic and Social 
Committee. 
The objective of this group is to meet at regular intervals to exchange information and good 
practices in the areas of environmental protection and environmental management systems.  
The GIME comprises the following institutions:  
 European Parliament; 
 Council of the European Union; 
 European Commission; 
 Joint Research Centre; 
 European Court of Auditors; 
 Court of Justice; 
 Committee of the Regions; 
 Economic and Social Committee; 
 European Investment Bank; 
 Eurocontrol; 
 European Central Bank; 
 European Training Foundation; 
 European Environment Agency; 
 European Ombudsman; 
 European Medicines Agency; 
 Scientific Institute of Public Health; 
 European Patent Office; 
 European Railway Agency. 

 

5.2 ECO-NET 

The EMAS team is also involved in the work of the ‘ECO-NET’ group, which is based in 
Luxembourg and comprises the following institutions: 

 European Parliament; 
 European Commission; 
 Court of Justice of the European Union; 
 European Court of Auditors; 
 European Investment Bank; 
 Eurocontrol; 
 Publications Office. 
 
This group serves as a forum for exchanges of ideas and good practices within these 
institutions, based on local knowledge. Under the auspices of the group, interinstitutional 
activities were organised during Mobility Week in September 2012.  

Groupe de Coordination Interinstitutionnelle «Management environnemental» 
Inter-institutionnal « Environmental management » Encounter Group 

Parlement européen, Conseil de l'Union européenne, Commission européenne, Comité Economique et Social des Communautés européennes,Comité 
des Régions de l'Union européenne, Cour de Justice des Communautés européennes, Cour des Comptes européenne, 

Banque européenne d'Investissement, Eurocontrol, Banque Centrale Européenne, European Training Foundation, European Environment Agency, 
Médiateur européen, European Medicines Agency, European Patent Office, Europol, European Railway Agence 

GIME 
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6 CONTACTS 

Specific information on EMAS can be sent to the EMAS Coordinator and his team at the 
following address:  
EMAS Coordination Team / Équipe de Coordination EMAS 
European Parliament, General Coordination Unit (DG INLO) Konrad Adenauer Building, 
Plateau de Kirchberg, L-2929 Luxembourg  

 Tel.: +352 4300 22500 emas@europarl.europa.eu 

 

7 REFERENCES 

Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 25 November 
2009 on the voluntary participation by organisations in a Community eco-management and 
audit scheme (EMAS), repealing Regulation (EC) No 761/2001 and Commission Decisions 
2001/681/EC and 2006/193/EC.  
 

8 ENVIRONMENTAL VERIFIER'S DECLARATION ON 

VERIFICATION AND VALIDATION ACTIVITIES  

AIB-Vinçotte International s.a., EMAS environmental verifier operating under accreditation 
number BE-V-0016, accredited for activities, 10, 11, 13, 16, 18, 19, 20 (excl. 20.51), 21, 22, 23, 
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30.2, 30.9, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 47, 49, 52, 
53, 58, 59, 60, 70, 71, 74, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 90, 94, 95, 96, 99 (NACE code), 
declares having verified that the sites listed in the Environmental Statement of the European 
Parliament with registration numbers BE-BXL-000013, LU-000002 and FR-000051 comply with 
all the requirements of Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 25 November 2009 on the voluntary participation by organisations in a Community 
eco-management and audit scheme (EMAS).  
 
By signing this statement, I certify that: 
- the verification and validation has been carried out in full compliance with the requirements of 
Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009,  
- the outcome of the verification and validation confirms that there is no evidence of non-
compliance with applicable legal requirements relating to the environment,  
- the data and information provided in the organisation’s environmental statement reflect a 
reliable, credible and correct image of all the organisations’ activities, within the scope 
mentioned in the environmental statement. 
 
This document is not equivalent to EMAS registration. EMAS registration can only be granted 
by a competent body under Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009. This document shall not be used 
as a stand-alone piece of public communication. 
 
Done at Brussels,  
 
Signature 
ir. Paul Olivier, 
Chair of the Certification Committee 

mailto:emas@europarl.europa.eu
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9 9.   ANNEXES 

 

9.1 EMAS REGISTRATION OF THE STRASBOURG SITE 

 
REPUBLIC OF FRANCE 

MINISTRY OF ECOLOGY, SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT, TRANSPORT AND HOUSING 
 

Sustainable Development Directorate 
 
Department for the Economics, Assessment and 
Integration of Sustainable Development 
Subdepartment for the Integration of Sustainable 
Development Measures by Economic Operators 
Consumption and Responsible Production Section 
 

Decision 
 
Our ref.: SEEIDD/IDAE4/11/03/1694 
Your ref.: 
Desk officer: Philippe Supplisson 
[Contact details] 
 

Subject: Decision No FR 000051 on the renewal of EMAS registration No 1221/2009. 
European Parliament, Strasbourg site, France 

 
The Minister for Ecology, Sustainable Development, Transport and Housing, 
 
Having regard to Council Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of 25 November 2009 on the 
voluntary participation by organisations in a Community eco-management and audit scheme 
(EMAS),  
 
Having regard to the regulatory compliance audit performed on 11 October 2011 by the 
inspection agency AIB-Vinçotte International NV, Diamant Building, A. Reyerslaan 80, B-1030 
Brussels, and l’APAVE Alsacienne, identifying three points requiring attention and one potential 
instance of non-compliance, 
 
Having regard to the environmental declaration by the European Parliament, Strasbourg site, 
validated on 25 October 2010 by the inspection agency AIB-Vinçotte International NV, 
 
Having regard to the audit report of the European Parliament, Strasbourg site, drawn up on 26 
November 2010 by the inspection agency AIB-Vinçotte International NV, stating (page 32) that 
no request for corrective action remained open, 
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Having regard to the reply from DREAL Alsace (chronic risks centre) of 8 March 2011 informing 
us that the operation of the classified installations of the European Parliament, Strasbourg site, 
had been issued with prefectural authorisation on 5 February 1998, but that since 1 January 
2011 these installations were no longer classifiable under the authorisation scheme, falling 
instead under the system of mere declaration, 
 
Decides: 
 
Article 1 
 
The organisation European Parliament, Strasbourg site, is reregistered pursuant to the 
aforementioned Regulation for a period of 3 years (Article 6), i.e. from 17 December 2010 to 17 
December 2013. 
 
Article 2 
 
The continuation of this registration is conditional on compliance with the requirements of the 
aforementioned European Regulation and with national environmental legislation. 
 
Article 3 
 
This decision will be communicated to the European Commission under reference number FR-
000051 for information, pursuant to Article 12 of the aforementioned Regulation. 
 
Done at Paris, 
 
For the Minister, 
[signed] 
Michèle Pappalardo 
General Commissioner for Sustainable Development 
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9.2 EMAS REGISTRATION OF THE BRUSSELS SITE 

 
Letter of 9 February 2011 from Eric Schamp and Jean-Pierre Hannequart, Brussels 
Environmental Management Institute, to Costas Stratigakis, Director-General for Infrastructure 
and Logistics, European Parliament 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------- 
 

Translation 
 
Subject: Renewal of the registration of the organisation European Parliament, rue 
Wiertz, 1047 Brussels, pursuant to Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 25 November 2009 on the voluntary participation by 
organisations in a Community eco-management and audit scheme (EMAS), repealing 
Regulation (EC) No 761/2001 and Commission Decisions 2001/681/EC and 2006/193/EC 
 
Further to your letter of 6 December 2010 applying for renewal of the registration of the EP in 
Brussels on the list of organisations participating in the Community eco-management and audit 
scheme (EMAS), we have the honour to inform you that the Brussels Environmental 
Management Institute, as the body competent for the territory of the Brussels-Capital Region as 
referred to in Article 11 of the Regulation: 
 
- has renewed for 3 years from 17 December 2010 the registration of the organisation 

‘European Parliament’ pursuant to Article 14 of the Regulation; 
 
- demands that the validated updates of the environmental declaration concerning the 

functioning of the scheme during the 2010-2012 cycle, reporting the data for 2010 and 
2011, be forwarded to it in each case during the second quarter of the year following 
that in which the activities took place; 

- demands that the new environmental declaration drawn up concerning the renewal of 
the registration initiating the third cycle (2013-2015) be submitted at the latest in the 
fourth quarter of 2013; 

- calls for the annexed sheet to be kept up to date and forwarded to Mr Jean-François 
Doat as soon as possible when any change is made to the data it contains, and at the 
latest when each forthcoming validated update of the environmental declaration is 
submitted; 

- submits for your consideration, and for the record, the remarks made in the capacity of 
an interested party – as referred to in Article 12(1)(a) of the Regulation – which appear 
in the annexed note concerning the form and content of the document ‘Environmental 
Declaration 2010 of the European Parliament for the year 2009’. 
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(Closing formula and signatures) 

Annexes 

1. Remarks on the form and content of the ‘Environmental Declaration 2010 of the 
European Parliament for the year 2009’ 

2. Sheet to be kept up to date and returned to jdo@ibgebim.be 

mailto:jdo@ibgebim.be
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9.3 EMAS REGISTRATION OF THE LUXEMBOURG SITE 

 

Decision of 24 February 2012 by Marco Schank, Minister for Sustainable Development 
and Infrastructure of the Grand-Duchy of Luxembourg 
 
The Minister for Sustainable Development and Infrastructure, 
 
Having regard to Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council 
of 25 November 2009 on the voluntary participation by organisations in a Community eco-
management and audit scheme (EMAS), repealing Regulation (EC) No 761/2001 and 
Commission Decisions 2001/681/EC and 2006/193/EC, 
 
Having regard to the Law of 28 July 2011 laying down certain provisions concerning the 
application of, and penalties for infringement of, Regulation (EC) No 1221/2009 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 25 November 2009 on the voluntary participation by 
organisations in a Community eco-management and audit scheme (EMAS), repealing 
Regulation (EC) No 761/2001 and Commission Decisions 2001/681/EC and 2006/193/EC,  
 
Having regard to the Grand-Ducal Regulation of 28 July 2011 rescinding the Grand-Ducal 
Regulation of 19 April 2002 laying down certain provisions concerning the application of, and 
penalties for infringement of, Regulation (EC) No 761/2001 of the European Parliament and of 
the Council allowing voluntary participation by organisations in a Community eco-management 
and audit scheme (EMAS), 
 
Having regard to the application of 6 December 2010 by the European Parliament, 
 
Having regard to the opinion delivered on 9 January 2012 by the Interdepartmental Committee 
instituted by the aforementioned Law of 28 July 2011, 
 

Decides: 
 
Article 1 
The European Parliament in Luxembourg is registered pursuant to the aforesaid European 
Regulation until 17 December 2017. 
 
Article 2 
The registration is conditional on compliance with the requirements of the aforesaid European 
Regulation and the legislation applicable to environmental matters. 
 
Article 3 
This decision shall be registered under No L-000002. 
 
(signed) 
Marco Schank 
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9.4 OVERVIEW OF ACTION TAKEN UNDER THE EMAS 
ACTION PLAN 2012 
Note: unless otherwise indicated, people in a post previously held by a Director-General responsible for 
actions under the EMAS plan or by a person responsible for running a project have the same 
responsibilities. 
 
 

Objective ACTION  
PERSON 

RESPONSIBLE (NAME 
& TITLE) 

DG DEADLINE 
STATE OF 

PROGRESS REMARKS 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Overall study per site 
and per building in 
Brussels and Strasbourg, 
consisting of the 
following projects: 
- improved shading, 
- photovoltaic energy, 
relighting, 
- thermal solar energy for 
sanitary hot water; 
- geothermal energy, 
upgrading to low-energy 
windows 
- improved HVAC efficiency 
- visualisation of energy 
performance, smart metering 
- passive and low-energy 
buildings. 

P. DE BACKER 
(Infrastructure 

Coordination Unit) 
INLO 2014 Ongoing 

The studies of the WIC, SDM and ATR 
are already finalised, the LOW, ASP, 

PFL are ongoing. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Relighting Brussels 
(ASP, WIB, JAN) 

C. CHAMPETTER 
(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2012 
Action finished 

and to be 
continued 

Action integrated with a new action 
comprising a study of Phase II of the 

project 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Relighting Strasbourg 
D. TENEZAKIS 

(Strasbourg Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing Preliminary studies ongoing 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Relighting - LEDs in the 
desktop lamps, following 
the advice of the CPPT 

Jean-Pascal LANGE 
(Purchases, 

Management of 
Goods and Inventory 

Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing 
Replacements to be made on a 

voluntary basis, deadline extended to 
2013 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Installation of 
photovoltaic panels in 
Brussels (ASP and 
Montoyer 75 Buildings) 

X. LACROIX 
(Brussels Building 

Projects Unit) 
INLO 2013 Ongoing 

The invitation to tender has already 
been issued, but the deadline has 

been extended to 2013 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Power outlets for 
recharging of private 
electrical cars 

STR: D. TENEZAKIS 
(Strasbourg Buildings 

Management and 
Maintenance Unit) B. 

LIPPERT 
(Luxembourg 

Buildings 
Management and 

Maintenance Unit) P. 
DE BACKER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2012 
Action finished 

but to be 
continued 

Work completed at the three places of 
work - other outlets can be installed in 

future. Communication undertaken 
during Mobility Week in September: 

http://www.inloweb.ep.parl.union.eu/inl
oweb/webdav/site/inloweb/shared/Ne
ws_Archives/Events/2012/Brochure_D

G_Inlo_en.pdf 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

KAD extension project:  
Stage B: construction 
stage 
               B.1. Evaluation 
CO2: impact of works  
               B.2. Analysis of 
certificate issued in 
September 2012 to 
improve overall score 
               B.3. Final 
BREEAM certification 

O. PESESSE 
(Luxembourg Building 

Projects Unit) 
INLO 

B1: 2013 
B2: 2013 
B3: 2019 

New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Improve measuring tools 
for the use of existing 
video-conference 
facilities in meeting 
rooms 

A. PUCCIO (ITEC 
ITIM) 

ITEC Continuous Ongoing 

The tools for measuring the use of 
videoconference systems have been 

finalised. It remains to organise 
submission of a 

monthly report to inform EMAS about 
this. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Analysis of 
technologies/devices in 
order to reduce the 
amount of embedded 
carbon emissions in 
personal IT equipment by 
reducing the number of 
redundant desktops 

P.PARIDANS (ITEC 
ISMS) 

ITEC 2013 Ongoing 
A study has already been launched, 

but its completion is scheduled only for 
2013 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Get approval to 
implement a coordinated 
printing strategy (network 
printers instead of 
personal printers) by 
means of a working 
group of DG INLO/ITEC 

Working group on the 
printing strategy 

ITEC 
INLO 

2014 Ongoing 

The working group has already been 
set up, and its first meetings have 

been held. A deadline should be set 
for the group’s conclusions in 2014. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Energy 
consumption (IT) 

b) shared infrastructure 
strategy 

R. RUIZ DE LA 
TORRE (ITEC ITO) 

ITEC 2013 Ongoing 

In 2012, the work was done in the field 
of storage and backup (e.g. revision of 

infrastructure policies and updates, 
implementation of tools for better 
monitoring of use and to provide 

information for use in reviewing the 
policy, etc.) 

In 2013, activities in the field of 
capacity management and formulation 

of policies on the use of shared 
infrastructure (e.g. e-mail policy, 

mobile equipment policy) are also 
scheduled. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Online training – virtual 
classes. 

Susanne 
ALTENBERG 

(Acting head of unit, 
Online Training Unit) 

INTE Continuous Ongoing  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

iCoach - virtual courses 
A. GRAVES 

(Training and Contact 
with Universities 

Service) 
INTE Continuous Ongoing 

Two people have been employed part-
time on this project. 

Four interpreters have been 
designated as assessors. 

In the future, it is intended that there 
should be an E-Learning Unit. 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Promotion of flexitime 
and teleworking: 
development of pilot 
projects 

Y. QUITIN 
(Director-General, DG 

PERS) 
PERS 2014 Ongoing 

The deadline needs to be put back to 
2014, as the flexitime projects have 

been halted for the time being. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Encouraging Ecological 
Transport (transport by 
Thalys train Bxl-Str, 
buses Lux-Bxl and Lux-
Str, Economy instead of 
business class and 
proposing offsetting to 
travellers) 

K. SNIJDERS 
Travel Office and 

Members' 
Professional Training 

Unit 

FINS Continuous Ongoing 

Since 2012 all the means of transport 
have been provided. Communications 
(posters) have been organised, but it 

is necessary to continue with this 
promotional work in the context of 

existing events. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Visitors: promotion of 
more environment-
friendly means of 
transport for visitors (i.e. 
rail) 

K. Loeffler 
(Visits and Seminars 

Unit) 
COMM Continuous Ongoing 

Information about transport is 
available on the website, but 

promotional work is a continuous 
activity. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Performance of regular 
surveys on mobility at the 
three places of work 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO Continuous Ongoing 

Surveys have already been held at the 
three places of work. They must be 

repeated regularly. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Links to websites 
showing less polluting 
types of vehicles 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO 2012 Removed 

This action was removed because if 
one creates links for less polluting 
types of vehicles, there is always a 

risk that this will be regarded as 
publicity for certain types and makes 

of car. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Consideration of a 
possible increase in EP 
involvement in the 
Mobility Committee of the 
Brussels Capital Region 
and City of Luxembourg 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO 2012 

Action 
completed  

The EP is already attending meetings 
of these committees when there are 

items which concern it.  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Creation of a car-sharing 
website 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO 2013 Ongoing 

Deadline put back to 2013, as the 
project is under way. Documents 
defining the project have been 

created, and the problem of protection 
of personal data is being studied. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Setting-aside of parking 
spaces in Brussels for 
staff who car-share 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO 2013 Completed 

Proposals were made, but the Security 
Service expressed doubts about the 

extra human resources required.  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Send a proposal to the 
EMAS coordinator to 
reserve parking spaces 
for staff who car-share in 
Brussels  

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) 

INLO 2013 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Organisation of eco-
driving courses 

D. WILS 
(Goods Transport 

Unit) 
INLO 2013 Ongoing 

Action by the Professional Training 
Unit awaited. Deadline put back to 

2013. 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Incentives for a move 
towards low-emission 
cars for the EP's fleet, as 
decided by the Bureau 
on 10 November 2012 

H. TORREKENS 
(Passenger Transport 

Unit) 
INLO 2012 Completed. 

Our fleet already complies with the 
strictest environmental standard 

(EURONORM 5). 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Installation of fixed video-
conferencing equipment 
in meeting rooms 
(development and 
installation of an 
integrated 
videoconferencing 
solution covering a 
number of meeting 
rooms in Brussels and 
Strasbourg) 

N. GHEYSEN 
(Meetings and 

Conferences Unit ) 
INTE 2012 Completed 

The conditions for the use of the new 
equipment and the types of meeting 
concerned are being assessed. The 
operational implementation of this 

solution took place at the beginning of 
2013.  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Promotion of more 
environment-friendly 
travelling outside the 
three places of work. 
Promotion of use of 
coaches and public 
transport for on-the-spot 
transport of delegations 

N. GHEYSEN 
(Meetings and 

Conferences Unit ) E. 
ROMANO 

ENVI Committee B. 
HELLOT 

(Finance Unit) 

INTE 
IPOL 
EXPO 

Continuous 
Action finished 

but to be 
continued 

Promotion is a continuous activity, and 
it is therefore retained in the action 

plan 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Promotion of more 
environment-friendly 
travelling outside the 
three places of work: 
provision of information 
on carbon emissions for 
each request for a 
meeting outside the three 
places of work 

N. GHEYSEN 
(Meetings and 

Conferences Unit ) E. 
ROMANO 

ENVI Committee J. L. 
BERTON (Director of 

Resources, DG 
EXPO) 

INTE 
IPOL 
EXPO 

Continuous 
Action finished 

but to be 
continued 

Promotion is a continuous activity, and 
it is therefore retained in the action 

plan 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Installation of electricity, 
natural gas, and energy 
sub-meters, with data 
management software, in 
order to improve energy 
management (together 
with action 3.2). 

C. CHAMPETTER 
(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 

Phase 1: 2012 
- study 

2013 - works 
Phase 2:  

2014 - works 

Ongoing First phase of the study completed. 
The work is scheduled for 2013. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Set up an 
interdisciplinary group to 
set precise quantitative 
targets for the key 
performance indicators 
‘electricity consumption, 
gas, oil or district heating 
consumption, air 
conditioning and water 
consumption’ and study 
the implementation of a 
coordinated printing 
strategy 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 
ITEC 

2012 
Action finished 

and to be 
continued 

The working group has been set up, 
and the results of its work are 

expected in 2013 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Renovation of lifts in the 
KAD, complex D 
(replacement of the 
electronic control system 
will make it possible to 
achieve energy savings) 
- Luxembourg 

Eric RICCA 
(Luxembourg 

Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing 
Because of a problem with the public 
procurement procedure, the deadline 

had to be put back to 2013. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Ultra-fast sectional door 
for the TOA and TOB 
underground car parks 
(thermal insulation) being 
planned - Luxembourg 

Eric RICCA 
(Luxembourg 

Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing Tower A has been dealt with; Tower B 
is ongoing. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Replacement of air 
conditioning equipment 
in the ATR Building with 
more efficient equipment 
- Brussels 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 

(signature of 
contract in 

2012) 
Works in 

2013 

Ongoing 
Contract signed: work to be performed 

in 2013 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Feasibility study of the 
installation of green 
facades, roofs and other 
surfaces for the EP’s 
buildings in Brussels 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2013 
Action not 

started 

The team responsible for the project 
has been selected, the feasibility study 

will be performed in 2013, and the 
invitation to tender will be issued 

afterwards. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Study for the ‘Relighting 
II’ project (replacement of 
lighting systems which 
consume most energy 
with low-energy models) 
- Brussels 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 
2013 (study) 
2014-2015 

(works) 

Action not 
started 

The team responsible for the project 
has been selected, the feasibility study 

will be performed in 2013, and the 
work will be performed between 2014 

and 2016. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Improving insulation of 
the entrance to the ASP 
car park (rue d’Ardenne) 
- Brussels 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 

2013 
(dependent 
on invitation 
to tender to 
be issued in 

2013) 

Action not 
started 

This project is now conditional on the 
availability of the budget. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Study with the aim of 
improving environmental 
conditions (heating, 
replacement of windows, 
insulation under the 
galleries) of the 
accreditation centre and 
the Info Point - Brussels 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 

2012 (study). 
Work 

scheduled 
for 2013-

2014, 
subject to 

invitation to 
tender in 

2013 

Ongoing 

The study has been completed. 
Invitation to tender unsuccessful. A 
fresh invitation to tender will have to 

be issued in 2013. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Project to renovate the 
PHS Building, 
incorporating the study 
entitled ‘Possibility of 
BREEAM certification for 
the project’ - Brussels 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2014 Ongoing 

Four scenarios have been submitted 
to the political authorities for a 
decision. The preparations for 

BREEAM certification are in progress. 
An invitation to tender for BREEAM 
consultancy work will be issued in 

2013. 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Project to renovate the 
EAS Building - House of 
European History, which 
will include, inter alia: 
- effective use of natural 
light (many glass 
surfaces, awnings, etc.); 
- effective insulation 
(double skin façade, 
triple glazing, insulation 
of old walls by the 
interior); 
- condensing boiler; 
- heat pumps; 
- cogeneration using 
rapeseed oil; 
- geothermal probes; 
- rainwater harvesting; 
- advanced centralised 
management of 
installations;  
- advanced energy and 
water metering system. 

Xavier LACROIX 
Brussels Building 

Projects Unit 
INLO 2014 Ongoing  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Renovation of lifts in the 
PFL, SDM and WIC - 
Strasbourg 

Dimitri TENEZAKIS 
(Strasbourg Buildings 

Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2012 Completed Work completed in November 2012 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Draw up a planning 
document for the 
introduction of IT projects 
to reduce carbon 
emissions as referred to 
in the general study of 
individual equipment and 
the use of 
videoconferencing. For 
projects requiring further 
study before they can be 
launched, perform these 
studies as soon as 
possible. 

J.M. MARIOTTI 
(Individual 

infrastructure 
management) 

ITEC 
1 year after 
the end of 

Project 1.10 

Action not 
started 

Projects relating to individual 
equipment can begin only once the 

changes to be made have been 
identified. 

They will mainly be derived from the 
study provided for at 1.9, which must 

define how the individual 
equipment is to be replaced. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Study the possibility of 
incorporating in public 
procurement conditions 
criteria to reduce the 
carbon footprint 
associated with the 
manufacture of IT 
hardware, particularly 
PCs and flat screens. 

J.M. MARIOTTI 
(Individual 

infrastructure 
management) 

ITEC 2013 
Action finished 

and to be 
continued 

Virtually all our contracts for individual 
IT hardware are prepared by the 
Commission in interinstitutional 

invitations to tender. Each time, DG 
ITEC asks the Commission to apply 

more stringent environmental 
constraints in invitations to tender, but 

this adds to the cost to all the 
European institutions and agencies, 

including those which are not involved 
in EMAS. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT) 

Switching off computers: 
proposal by the LSA 
team in DG COMM for 
altering the switching-off 
time of PCs 

Carmelo ATTARDO 
(IT Unit) COMM Continuous 

Action finished 
but to be 
continued 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Obtain more detailed 
information on the means 
of transport used by 
subsidised visitors to 
travel to Parliament by 
carrying out regular 
surveys. 

F. PIPLAT 
(Visits and Seminars 

Unit) 
COMM 2013 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

A questionnaire has been handed to 
visitors, and data on the means of 

transport used have been obtained. 
Further efforts could still be made to 

improve the precision of the data. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

For Brussels, study the 
possibility of extending 
cofinancing of public 
transport subsidies to rail 
transport 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO 2012 

Action finished 
and closed 

The cofinancing has already been 
instituted. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Set up and coordinate a 
working group to study in 
detail CO2 emissions 
derived from mobility at 
the EP and propose 
measures to reduce CO2 
emissions in this field. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2013 Ongoing 

The working group was set up in 
September 2012, and several 

meetings have been held. The results 
are expected by the end of 2013. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

In Luxembourg, consider, 
in future, the possibility of 
extending the range of 
the ‘Jobkaart’ free travel 
card to make it valid 
throughout the country, 
and the possibility of 
concluding an agreement 
with the city bicycle 
scheme (Vél’oh!). 

A. MANTZOURATOS 
(Mobility Coordinator) INLO 2013 

Action to be 
removed 

The Court of Justice is the lead actor 
in this project in Luxembourg. 

Affiliation to this system by all the 
institutions represented in the country 

would substantially cut the costs to 
users, but some institutions cannot 

afford to finance this. It is therefore not 
possible to consider it an objective to 

establish a project whose 
implementation depends on four other 

institutions. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

With regard to Members’ 
travel to meetings 
outside the three places 
of work, information on 
the class of flight booked 
(economy or business) 
should be included in the 
forms for reimbursement 
of expenses. Efforts 
should be made to raise 
Members’ awareness of 
the fact that they can, on 
a voluntary basis, opt to 
travel economy class on 
short-haul flights in order 
to reduce CO2 emissions. 

Working group on 
mobility-related CO2 

emissions 
INLO 2013 

Action not 
started 

 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Encourage staff to travel 
by train rather than car, 
particularly between 
Luxembourg and 
Brussels 

P.A. BARTHELEMY 
(Missions Unit) PERS 2013 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

A video to promote less 
environmentally damaging missions 

has been made by the Missions Unit in 
cooperation with the EMAS 

Coordination Team 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Propose a set of criteria 
to be considered when 
selecting meeting places 
outside the EP’s places 
of work (accessibility by 
public transport, links to 
the rail network, etc.) 

Working group on 
mobility-related CO2 

emissions 
INLO 2013 

Action not 
started 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Policy Hub with the 
Congressional Research 
Service in Washington 
the Egyptian elections 

Etienne BASSOT and 
Pekka HAKALA 

(thematic external 
relations department) 

EXPO 2012 
Action 

implemented  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Policy Hub with the 
Congressional Research 
Service in Washington 
on Asia 

Etienne BASSOT and 
Pekka HAKALA 

(thematic external 
relations department) 

EXPO 2013 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Policy Hub with the 
Parliamentary Research 
Service of the Indian 
Parliament on India 

Étienne BASSOT and 
Manuel MANRIQUE 

GIL 
(thematic external 

relations department) 

EXPO 2013 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Possible presentations of 
studies/papers via 
videoconference 

Étienne BASSOT 
(thematic external 

relations department) 
EXPO 

From mid-
2013 to 2017 

New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Development of 
teleworking in DG TRAD 

Chantal 
WIAZMITINOFF 

(Human Resources 
Unit) 

TRAD 2012 
Action not 

started 

Human resources have been devoted 
to this project, and communication 

campaigns have been organised. The 
deadline has been extended to 2013. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Consider the possibility 
of extending teleworking 
in DG ITEC 

W. PETRUCCI 
(Director of 
Resources) 

M.KOHNNER  
(Human Resources) 

F. DEPUYDT 
(Distribution Unit)  

ITEC - 
INLO 

2013 
Action not 

started 

A draft decision was approved by the 
Secretary-General on 20 September 
2012 concerning teleworking for staff 
in DG ITEC. This draft was forwarded 
to the Legal Service for an opinion. A 
pilot project will be organised in 2013. 

The project will subsequently be 
evaluated, and decisions will be taken.  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Sharing of trunks: 
sharing of trunks would 
not be imposed, but 
encouraged on a 
voluntary basis with the 
aid of awareness 
campaigns which also 
provide information about 
articles not to be 
transported in trunks 
(e.g. blank paper, fragile 
equipment, personal 
effects, etc.)  

Dieter WILS 
(Goods Transport 

Unit) 
INLO Continuous Ongoing 

An awareness campaign has been 
organised by Isabel Durant, Vice-

President, and other measures may 
be proposed by the Mobility and CO2 

Working Group. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport 

Improve the 
management and 
formulation of 
quantitative reduction 
targets for missions while 
measuring and 
supervising their impact. 

Marie-France Collart, 
(Planning Unit), 

EMAS correspondent 
Directorate F – Isabel 
DAZA (Transparency 

Unit), member of 
CDME 

PRES Continuous Completed 

Counting and assessment of CO2 
emissions derived from missions and 

videoconferences have been 
performed. 
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Other 

With regard to 
procurement of external 
services, find a way of 
calculating more 
precisely the emissions 
generated by this 
category.  

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO Ongoing Ongoing 

Some external services are already 
calculated using a more precise 

procedure.  Others can be 
incorporated in future. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Other 

 Continue to promote 
low-carbon diets and 
study possibilities of 
making progress in this 
field. 

P. ZEBST 
(Catering Unit) INLO Continuous 

Action finished 
but to be 
continued 

Posters are being displayed in the 
canteens with the colour codes.  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Other 

Display information about 
CO2 emissions 
associated with meals 
served in the EP’s 
canteens 

Gonzalo Alabart, 
Jacques Reynen, 

Pierre Zebst 
(Catering Unit) 

INLO 2012 
Action finished, 

but to be 
continued 

Action carried out in Strasbourg and 
Brussels, and the possibility of 
extending it is being studied.  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Other 

Set quantitative targets 
for reductions in CO2 
emissions in DG PERS 

Olivia Ratti, Lambert 
Kraewinkels 

(Directorate for 
Management of 

Support and Social 
Services) 

PERS 2013 Ongoing 
A working group has been set up 

within DG PERS to study this 
question. Deadline put back to 2013. 

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Other 

Improve environmental 
performance of business 
processes  

Gregor ERBACH, DIR 
C, EMAS 

correspondent - Isabel 
DAZA MORENO 

(Transparency Unit), 
CDME member  

PRES 2014 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Forecast energy 
consumption in 2020, 
based on planned 
renovations and 
acquisitions of new 
buildings  

P. DE BACKER 
(Infrastructure 

Coordination Unit) 
INLO 2014 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT)  

Study the possibility of 
extending service  life of 
IT equipment (PCs and 
screens) to reduce 
emissions linked to fixed 
assets 

J.M. MARIOTTI 
(Individual IT 
infrastructure 
management) 

ITEC 2014 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT)  

Implement a pilot project 
to encourage the use of 
personal 
videoconferencing 
equipment (between 
PCs).  

A. PUCCIO (ITEC 
ITIM) 

ITEC 2014 New action  
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1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT)  

Rationalise use of 
printers (for IT Unit) - 
reorganise use of black 
and white and colour 
printers for the DG; 
replacement by network 
printers and/or scanners 
easily accessible by all 
staff  

IT Unit - LSU team 
(DG INTE) 

INTE 2013 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption (IT)  

Automatic shutdown of 
PCs (for IT Unit) - 
automatic switch-off of all 
DG INTE PCs at night  

IT Unit - LSU team 
(DG INTE) 

INTE Continuous New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport  

Individual 
videoconference 
equipment (for IT Unit) - 
installation of individual 
videoconference 
equipment for Heads of 
Unit with staff in 
Luxembourg and/or 
Strasbourg. 

IT Unit - LSU team 
(DG INTE) 

INTE 2013 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 
Transport  

Carpooling in DG PRES: 
environmentally friendly 
and sustainable way to 
travel to work. 

Petko PETKOV 
(Quality Unit), DIR B 
EMAS correspondent 

-Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit) 
CDME member  

PRES 2013 New action  

1. Carbon 
emissions / 

Energy 
consumption 
(Buildings) 

Replacement of R22 
cooling gas. 

Claude 
CHAMPETTER 

(Brussels Buildings 
Management & 

Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2014 New action  

2. Waste 

Use of organic dishware 
in Brussels, both in the 
training rooms and in the 
sandwich-bar 

P. ZEBST (Catering 
and Staff Shops Unit) INLO Continuous 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

 

2. Waste 

Introduction of a 
harmonised colour 
coding system for waste 
sorting at the three 
places of work 

P. DE BACKER 
(Infrastructure 

Coordination Unit) 
Directorate B 

INLO 2013 Ongoing 

The pilot project has been assessed, 
and a report was drafted in February 
2013. The proposal now needs to be 

submitted to the political authorities for 
a decision. 

2. Waste 
Annual awareness 
campaign 

P. DE BACKER 
(Infrastructure 

Coordination Unit) 
INLO 2013 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

In 2012, DG INLO took an active part 
in the Green Week devoted to waste. 

2. Waste 
Organise an event to 
raise awareness of waste 
management 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

In 2012, the EMAS team organised 
the Green Week devoted to waste. 
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2. Waste 

Ensure the continuation 
of the work of the Waste 
Committee, in particular 
to ensure the 
implementation of the 
new waste procedure 
and the new harmonised 
system 

Waste Committee INLO 2012 Action finished  

2. Waste 

Study the possibility of 
using ceramic instead of 
disposable dishware in 
the ASP, PHS and JAN 
Buildings in Brussels.  

P. ZEBST (Catering 
and Staff Shops Unit) INLO 

2012 
(Decision by 
the political 
authorities 
pending) 

Action 
completed 

The possibility has been studied, and 
ceramic dishware is to be used only in 
the self-service canteens and the bars. 

2. Waste 

Make efforts to continue 
to improve the data flow 
and encourage better 
sorting of recyclable 
materials  

Waste Committee INLO 2013 Ongoing  

2. Waste 

An indicator and an 
objective with regard to 
the quantity of waste 
generated should be 
introduced into the 
system in order to reduce 
the waste generated 

Waste Committee INLO 2013 Action finished 
The Committee proposed the 

objective. 

2. Waste 

Pilot project: Study the 
possibility of 
biogasification of food 
waste from the self-
service canteens in the 
KAD and SCH Buildings. 
The quantity of food 
waste is estimated at 400 
kg/day, or 100 
tonnes/year. 

Eric RICCA 
(Luxembourg 

Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2012 
Action 

completed System established. 

2. Waste 

Continue to improve 
waste management 
through the Waste 
Committee. 

Waste Committee INLO 2013 New action  

2. Waste 

Encourage staff to 
recycle and re-use office 
supplies: more reuse = 
less waste + lower CO2 

emissions! 

Fran PEYRO LLOPIS 
(adviser), EMAS 
correspondent 
Directorate A – 
Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit), 
CDME member 

PRES 2013 New action  

2. Waste 
Reduce the amount of 
wrapping paper used in 
the sandwich bar. 

Stefana Di Battista, 
Pierre Zebst (Catering 
and Staff Shop Unit) 

INLO 2013 New action  
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3. Water 

Analyse and optimise 
water management and 
consumption in 
Strasbourg. 

D. TENEZAKIS (Head 
of Strasbourg 

Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO Continuous Action 
completed  

Return flow from the sprinkler network 
in the Tower - return flow of sanitary 
hot water to the LOW kitchen. Action 
to be continued with the installation of 

meters. 

3. Water 

Installation of water sub-
meters, with data 
management software, in 
order to improve water 
management (together 
with action 1.31). 

C. CHAMPETTER 
(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 
Phase 1: 

2012 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

First phase of the study completed. 

3. Water 
KAD: reduce the flow of 
water from the taps to 7 
seconds. 

Eric RICCA 
(Luxembourg 

Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2012 
Action finalised 

but not 
implemented 

Because of complaints from users, the 
project has not been implemented 

permanently. 

3. Water 

Study the feasibility of 
introducing water 
consumption targets – 
Working Group on 
Environmental Indicators 

Working Group on 
Environmental 

Indicators 
INLO 2013 New action  

4. Paper 

Prepare a series of 
guidelines, tips and tricks 
or good practices 
addressed to printshop 
customers, especially in 
relation to Committee 
and Delegation meetings 

R. DUBOIS 
(Head of the 

Printshop Unit) 
DEPUYDT 

(Head of the 
Distribution Unit)  

ITEC 2012 
Action 

completed 

We have carried out a model action for 
the reuse of document packages at 

more than one meeting and in different 
rooms without having to reprint them, 

thanks to ergonomic document 
trolleys. EMAS has produced a ‘good 
practices’ newsletter on this subject. 

4. Paper 

Enhance online visibility 
of policy departments in 
DG IPOL and EXPO so 
they can promote their 
publications using non-
paper alternatives, such 
as QR codes. 

 

Mr 
WUERTTEMBERGER 
(Staff Unit, DG IPOL) 

IPOL 2014 Ongoing  

4. Paper 

Recommendation to DG 
IPOL and EXPO to 
revise their indicators: 
- establish a split 
between paper 
consumed as a 
consequence of 
parliamentary and 
secretarial activities, 
- avoid taking the number 
of pages produced as a 
productivity indicator. 

Mr 
WUERTTEMBERGER 
(Staff Unit, DG IPOL) 

IPOL 2014 
Part 2 of action 

completed 
DG IPOL no longer uses the number 

of pages as an indicator. 

4. Paper 

Green paper 
management in EP 
Committees: application 
of best practices for the 
best environmental 
performance. 

E. ROMANO 
(ENVI Committee) IPOL Continuous 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

Since 2012, ITRE, TRAN and ENVI 
have taken initiatives to reduce paper 

consumption at parliamentary 
committee meetings. Exchanges of 
good practice will continue in future.  
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4. Paper 

Analyse the possibility of 
centralising purchase of 
paper and high-speed 
laser edition copy 
machines under the 
responsibility of DG 
ITEC. This question 
should be studied by 
means of a DG 
INLO/ITEC working 
group 

M. LAMOUR 
(Cross-media Printing 

Unit) 
ITEC 
INLO 

2013 
Action not 

started 

Deadline to be extended to 2013. A 
working group has been set up to 

study this question. 

4. Paper 

Print single eco-friendly 
files (electronic 
assembly, single print 
per language) for the 
Bureau, Conference of 
Presidents and 
Quaestors meetings, as 
is already done for 
Committee and 
Delegation meetings. 

F. DEPUYDT 
(Distribution Unit) ITEC 2013 

Action not 
started 

This action will begin in January 2013. 

4. Paper 

Implementation of the 
electronic signature 
(VISA and Signature) in 
GEDA for internal 
dossiers until final 
signature on paper / 
Inter-DG project 

I. DAZA MORENO 
 (Transparency Unit) PRES 

To be 
determined Ongoing 

This project is under way, but 
problems have been identified, and it 
has not yet been formally approved 

with a set budget. 

4. Paper 
Computerising medical 
files 

Olivia Ratti 
(Director of Social 

Services) 
PERS 2013 Ongoing 

Ongoing project: deadline extended to 
2013. 

4. Paper Paperless programme 
F. AOUADI 

('Service for Client 
Relations and 

Projects Office') 
ITEC 2014 Ongoing 

The bulk of the ‘eCommittee’ 
programme has been implemented. 

This will provide the basis for 
continuing towards ‘eMeetings’, being 

tested by 16 members (JURI and 
DEVE Committees), using ipads. 
Afterwards, the application will be 

extended to other tablets in 
subsequent months. 

4. Paper 

Clients' portals: these 
portals will enable the 
clients of DG FINS to 
access various types of 
information (individual 
financial entitlements, e-
forms, rules, notices, 
etc.) and to interact with 
the administration by 
submitting information 
and completing forms 
online, to request 
electronic documents 
(e.g. attestations), 
download documents 
and consult documents. 
The effect will be a 
considerable reduction in 
the quantity of paper 
documents and in 
transport of forms and 
documents between the 
administration and 
clients.  

Angel GUILLEN-
ZANON - Director for 
Members' Financial 

and Social 
Entitlements 

FINS 2014 Ongoing 

In cooperation with DG ITEC, this 
project has already made it possible to 

save 5 000 pages per month (270 
kg/annum) 
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4. Paper 

Include special paper 
consumption by the 
printshop in the overall 
indicator for paper 
consumption. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2013 Ongoing 

General indicator established from 
2013. 

4. Paper 
Laptops for interpreters - 
paperless meetings 

Bernard Gevaert 
(IT and IT Support 

Unit) 
INTE 2014 Ongoing 

Project awaiting migration to Windows 
7. Deadline extended to 2014. 

4. Paper 
Reduced paper 
consumption in DG 
TRAD's financial circuit 

Jesper MADSEN 
(Financial Resources 

Management and 
Audit Unit) 

TRAD 2013 
Action not 

started 

Financial and human resources have 
been allocated to this project. The 

deadline for its completion has been 
extended to 2014. 

4. Paper 

Re-engineering of the 
EP's central Financial 
Information Systems 
(FIS) 

Emile CEUPPENS 
(unit responsible for 

reorganising financial 
information systems) 

FINS 2013 Ongoing  

4. Paper 
Analysis of the locations 
of printers within DG 
COMM 

Carmelo ATTARDO 
(IT Unit) COMM 2012 Ongoing 

In the area of the PFL passerelle in 
Strasbourg, the number of printers has 

been halved 

4. Paper 

Improve the 
management and 
formulation of 
quantitative reduction 
targets for paper 
consumption by 
measuring annual 
consumption. 

Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit) 
PRES 2013 Ongoing 

Figures are already available for 2011 
and 2012. From now on, DG PRES 

will be able to observe trends and set 
targets. A table will be published 

annually on the EMAS Intranet site of 
DG PRES.  

4. Paper 

PaperSmart WG (for the 
Directorate-General) - 
creation of internal WG to 
explore the possibilities for 
interpreters and other staff to 
prepare and work 
electronically as far as 
possible. 

Izabela 
WISNIEWSKA 

(Director of resources) 
INTE 2014 New action  

4. Paper 

Install a video projector in 
the smaller meeting room in 
TRI to avoid the need for 
print-outs for meetings in 
that room. 

IT Unit – LSU team INTE 2013 New action  

4. Paper 
Consider the possibility of 
using lighter paper (80 g/m2) 
in certain cases. 

M. LAMOUR 
(Printing Unit) 

ITEC 2013 New action  
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5. Green 
Public 

Procurement 

Discussions with the 
departments concerned 
in order to include in 
invitations to tender an 
optional award criterion 
to promote reductions in 
CO2 emissions and 
carbon offsetting. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO Continuous 

Action finished 
but to be 
continued 

This clause has been proposed, and 
advice on its application has been 

drawn up. Discussions have been held 
with various authorising officers to 
encourage the application of the 

clause. Awareness will need to be 
cultivated further in the future. 

5. Green 
Public 

Procurement 

Enhance communication 
between the EMAS 
Coordination Team and 
the services most 
involved in the field of 
public procurement to 
improve cooperation and 
performance 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO Continuous  

Action finished 
but to be 
continued 

Discussions have been held with 
various departments to encourage the 
application of environmental clauses. 

A working group on public 
procurement will have to be set up in 

future. 

5. Green 
Public 

Procurement 

Management of green 
spaces in Brussels in 
accordance with the 
conditions of the EVE 
(Espace Vert 
Écologique) label or 
similar. 

C. CHAMPETTER 
(Brussels Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing  

5. Green 
Public 

Procurement 

As regards purchases of 
furniture, continue to use 
clauses ensuring the 
sustainable management 
of forests and consider 
introducing other clauses 
for other materials (e.g. 
metals, plastics).  

J.P. LANGE 
(Acquisitions and 
Management of 

Goods and 
Inventories Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing  

5. Green 
Public 

Procurement 

Step up the inclusion of 
environmental clauses in 
public contracts in 
cooperation with the 
EMAS Service.  

Marie Cécile Bernard 
(Head of Planning, 

Budget Management 
and Contracts Unit, 
DG PRES, Isabel 

DAZA 
(Transparency Unit) 

PRES 2013 Ongoing 

General information has been 
disseminated and contacts between 

DG PRES and EMAS have been 
taken place. This action must be 
supplemented with more specific 

information in 2013.  

5. Green 
Procurement 

Consider setting up a 
working group to look 
into increasing the 
number of environmental 
criteria in procurement 
procedures. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2013 New action  

5. Green 
Procurement 

Consider the possibility 
of introducing criteria to 
encourage EP 
restaurants to purchase 
of local and seasonal 
food. 

Stefana di Battista, 
Georges 

Vassilopoulos, Pierre 
Zebst 

(Catering and Staff 
Shop Unit) 

INLO 2014 New action  

5. Green 
Procurement 

Consider the possibility 
of including a new point 
in the official check-lists 
from DG FINS asking if 
the possibility of 
including environmental 
clauses has been looked 
into. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  
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5. Green 
Procurement 

Consider the possibility 
of including a member of 
the EMAS Team in the 
Public Procurement 
Forum. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

Maintaining and 
improving the legal 
monitoring system and 
ensuring that the 
environmental analysis is 
regularly updated. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO Continuous 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued. 

Deadline to be 
set as 

continuous. 

These aspects have been 
incorporated into the new regulatory 

monitoring contract. 

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

Establish a centralised 
intranet register for 
MSDS (Material safety 
data sheets) for the three 
places of work 

A. LOMMEL (Unit for 
Prevention and Well-

being at Work) 
PERS 2012 

Action 
completed 

This register has already been 
created. Certain sheets have yet to be 

inserted. 

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

Ensure that 
environmental permits for 
the KAD building in 
Luxembourg always 
comply with the law 

Didier 
URBAIN(Luxembourg 

Buildings 
Management and 
Maintenance Unit) 

INLO 2013 Ongoing  

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

An external legal 
consultation service 
should be established to 
answer questions about 
environmental legislation 
in the three countries. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action 
completed 

These aspects have been 
incorporated in the new compliance 

monitoring contract. 

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

Checklists concerning 
legal provisions should 
be drawn up to facilitate 
the application of 
legislation. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

These aspects have been 
incorporated in the new compliance 

monitoring contract. 

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

Draw up a plan for 
monitoring external 
audits to ensure that the 
recommendations made 
by the auditors are acted 
on. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action 
completed 

This monitoring plan has been drawn 
up and distributed to all DGs under 
cover of note GEDA D(2012)42991. 

6. Regulatory 
Aspects 

Annual follow-up to 
contract for regulatory 
monitoring, consultancy 
and legal audits. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO Continuous 
To be 

continued 
 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Promoting economy 
class flights rather than 
business class 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO Continuous 

Action finished 
but to be 
continued 

This is done continuously in the 
annual report of the Environmental 
Declaration and in brochures made 
available in Parliament’s buildings. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Encouraging reductions 
in document transport, 
replacing it with 
electronic transmission. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team  INLO Continuous 

Action finished 
but to be 
continued 

This is done continuously during 
training sessions or events, for 

example the 2012 Green Week, where 
USB sticks were distributed. 
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7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Inclusion of the EMAS 
logo (with link to the 
EMAS website) on the 
home page of every DG 

Directors-General 
(PERS and FINS) and 
Secretaries-General 
of the S&D and PPE 

political groups 

PERS 
FINS 
S&D 
PPE 

2012 
Action finished 

and closed 
All the DGs already have a link to the 

EMAS Intranet site. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Training of the EMAS 
liaison officers in each 
Directorate-General. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO Continuous 

Action not 
started 

After the establishment of EMAS 
networks in each DG, this action will 
only make sense once the networks 

are operational.  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Dissemination of EMAS 
audiovisual material 

A. CHRONOPOULOU 
(IT Unit) COMM Continuous 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

DG COMM has carried out an internal 
awareness-raising campaign 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Assistance in the 
development of an 

internal and external 
communication plan 

A. CHRONOPOULOU 
(IT Unit) COMM Continuous Ongoing 

In 2013, DG COMM will carry out an 
awareness campaign as part of the 
Green Weeks or Mobility Weeks. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Holding of a workshop on 
the EMAS 
Implementation in the 
European Parliament - 
Exchange of best 
practices for the best 
environmental 
performance, to be 
undertaken through 
bilateral contact between 
the EMAS Coordinator 
and MEPs 

E. ROMANO 
(ENVI Committee) IPOL 2012 

Action finished 
and closed 

This project was organised by means 
of an exchange between the EMAS 
Coordinator and the Vice-Chair of 

ENVI responsible for EMAS.  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Pilot project: internal 
awareness campaign 
(within DG COMM) 

A. CHRONOPOULOU 
(IT Unit) COMM 

Continuous 
(2012-2014) Ongoing 

Actions have already been carried out, 
with the creation of stickers or 

environmental messages. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Need to step up 
cooperation with DG 
COMM in order to 
improve internal 
communication on 
EMAS. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action 
completed 

Enhanced cooperation took place in 
the context of DG COMM projects. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Need to cooperate more 
closely with Intranet 
service and Newshound 
to improve internal 
communication on 
EMAS. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  
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7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Include in the 
communication plan 
additional awareness-
raising measures, 
particularly in fields 
where carbon emission 
reductions have not led 
to actions because of a 
lack of understanding. 
Members’ awareness 
should also be raised, as 
their impact in terms of 
mobility is considerable. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action finished 
and closed 

Communication measures were 
carried out in 2012, and others are 

planned for 2013, as part of the 
regular events organised by the EMAS 

Coordination Team. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Step up cooperation with 
the Mobility Point to find 
synergies in the field of 
awareness-raising. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2012 

Action finished 
and to be 
continued 

Cooperation with the Mobility Point 
has been stepped up with the 

exchange of the activity report and 
regular mention of the Mobility Point in 
training sessions organised by EMAS 
and in the material distributed to newly 

recruited staff. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Creation of a DG PRES-
EMAS e-mail account for 
communication and 
awareness-raising in 
each department. 

Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit) 
PRES 2012 

Action finished 
and closed 

The mailbox has been created and is 
being used to send messages about 

EMAS. 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Creation of a web page 
containing, inter alia, 
information, good 
practices, links to EMAS, 
etc. 

Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit) 
PRES 2012 

Action finished 
and closed 

Page created on the Intranet site of 
DG PRES: 

http://www.presnet.ep.parl.union.eu/pr
esnet/cms/cache/offonce/EMAS  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Recommend that all DGs 
take environmental 
training 

Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit) 
PRES 2012 

Action finished 
and closed  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Exchange information on 
the KAD extension 
project with staff and 
interested parties on a 
regular basis. 

O. PESESSE 
(Luxembourg Building 

Projects Unit) 
INLO 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Improve communication 
about environmentally-
friendly technical 
installations in buildings, 
such as solar panels in 
Brussels and geothermal 
energy in Strasbourg.  

P. DE BACKER 
(Infrastructure 

Coordination Unit) 
INLO 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Follow up and 
communicate about the 
benefits of teleworking 
projects. 

M. FLAVIAN TRAD 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Propose communication 
and awareness-raising 
tools in relation to waste. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  

http://www.presnet.ep.parl.union.eu/presnet/cms/cache/offonce/EMAS
http://www.presnet.ep.parl.union.eu/presnet/cms/cache/offonce/EMAS
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7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Propose communication 
and awareness-raising 
tools in relation to water. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Propose communication 
and awareness-raising 
tools in relation to paper 
consumption. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Draw up a proposal for 
placing awareness-
raising stickers in 
meeting rooms. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Draw up a proposal for 
promoting the use of the 
EMAS logo in 
Parliament’s 
environment-related 
communications. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2014 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Create an EMAS network 
in each DG and discuss 
the main roles of these 
networks in the CDME. 

All DGs on basis of 
experience of 

DG PRES 
All DG 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Propose giving MEPs a 
questionnaire on their 
perception of 
environment-related 
issues: temperature in 
meeting rooms, use of 
showers, etc. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2014 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Propose that any project 
having a significant 
environmental impact 
should be presented to 
the Bureau with an 
environmental impact 
assessment form.  

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2014 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Include more 
environmental training 
courses in Streamline, 
(e.g. training for 
environmental auditors). 

E. LANDI-GIETEMA 
(Professional Training 

Unit) 
PERS 2014 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Organise a training 
session for 
environmental auditors. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team 

INLO 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Promote environmental 
actions and awareness-
raising in areas of paper 
consumption, transport, 
energy, CO2 and waste. 
Gather ideas to pass 
onto EMAS Team or 
promote within the DG. 

Izabela 
WISNIEWSKA 

(Director of 
Resources) 

INTE 2013 New action  
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Objective ACTION  
PERSON 

RESPONSIBLE (NAME 
& TITLE) 

DG DEADLINE 
STATE OF 

PROGRESS REMARKS 

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

For EMAS, 
communication is the 
name of the game. 

Jeanette BELL, 
(Interinstitutional 

Cooperation Unit), 
EMAS correspondent 

Directorate D – 
Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit),  

PRES 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

DG PRES intends to take 
part in annual EMAS 
activities in Parliament. 

Jeanette BELL, 
(Interinstitutional 

Cooperation Unit), 
EMAS correspondent 
Directorate D – Isabel 

DAZA MORENO 
(Transparency Unit),  

PRES 2013 New action  

7. 
Training/aware

ness 

Increase awareness in 
one pilot unit per 
directorate 

Marie-France Collart, 
(Planning Unit), 

EMAS correspondent 
Directorate F – 
Isabel DAZA 
MORENO 

(Transparency Unit).  

PRES 2013 New action  

8. Offsetting 
carbon 

emissions 

Implement Parliament’s 
annual offsetting 
programme. 

EMAS Coordination 
Team INLO 2013 

Action finished 
for 2012; new 
action for 2013 

Offsetting carried out in 2012. System 
needs to be set up each year. 
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9.5 CALCULATION OF KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS22 

This section explains how the key environmental performance indicators (expressed as a ratio 
between the total annual environmental impact and the number of full-time employee-
equivalents) are calculated in the European Parliament. Sections 7.5.1 to 7.5.3 set out the 
detailed data concerning absolute consumption used to form the indicators. Section 7.5.4 
outlines the method for calculating the number of full-time equivalents. As stipulated in section 
3.1.2, all of the buildings at the three main places of work are taken into consideration when 
calculating the indicators, as all of the European Parliament’s activities are covered by the 
EMS.  

9.5.1 Energy and water 

Annual consumption of electricity, water, gas, oil and urban heating and cooling is presented in 
the tables below23:    BRUSSELS24 

EMAS building: PHS (Paul-Henry Spaak)  EMAS building: ASP (Altiero Spinelli) 

PHS Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas  
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Networ
k 

heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 ASP Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas  
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Networ
k 

heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 13 176 113 8 922 910 - - 16 236  2006 33 400 729 21 280 661 - - 62 897 

2007 12 406 856 7 818 972 - - 24 212  2007 33 983 574 21 705 420 - - 69 641 

2008 12 046 676 10 903 409 - - 29 310  2008 33 887 508 25 432 143 - - 81 061 

2009 11 593 059 11 037 680 - - 25 199  2009 30 608 196 26 128 571 - - 69 623 

2010 11 240 239 11 304 177 - - 26 600  2010 29 579 912 29 417 750 - - 81 921 

2011 11 983 701 8 728 237 - - 21 513  2011 30 007 536 24 186 889 - - 91 569 

2012 12 551 583 10 933 599 - - 24 871  2012 32 988 033 31 487 653 - - 98 425 

            
 
 

                                                 
22 Based on the information available on the date on which the report was drawn up. 
23 Information supplied by the Infrastructure Coordination Unit and the Property Management and Maintenance Units at each of the places of 
work. 
24 WIE estimate based on the area in comparison with the MOY between 01/2012 and 05/2012. Since 06/2012, data on actual consumption 

have been available. 
EAS: consumption until 10/2012, because of subsequent work, contractor responsible for consumption. 
MTS: occupied only since 10/2012 
 
Gas and oil: 
- The number of unified degree-days 15/15 was 27% higher in 2012 than in 2011 and 17% lower than in 2010, which means that the 2012 
winter was colder than that of 2011 and less cold than that of 2010.  
 
Electricity: 
- In general, consumption in 2012 was slightly higher than in 2011, in line with previous years. 
- The positive impact of various energy management projects carried out by the Property Management Unit (new cooling equipment in the 
ASP, relighting project, management of the lighting of meeting rooms, etc.) was offset by the negative impact of other users. 
 
Water:  
- Consumption figures given by contractors as at the end of the year, because the invoices had not yet been received. 
- Water consumption is becoming increasingly stable, thanks to better management.  
- The main reason for the rise in water consumption in nearly all the buildings lay in the legionella prevention programmes which were 
necessary in order to maintain good water quality. The findings of the legionellae risk audit in Brussels (08/2011) showed that the intermittent 
use of hot water supply points, particularly in Members’ toilets, gives rise to a very high level of risk. At present, flushing is the only way of 
averting the risk of legionella.  
WIE: Estimate based on the area in comparison with the MOY; comparisons between years are not possible.  
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EMAS building: ATR (Atrium)  Other buildings: RMD (Remard) 

ATR Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 RMD Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 4 921 356 2 843 982 - - 4 024  2006 368 530 706 225 - - 1 853 

2007 5 131 608 2 678 937 - - 5 168  2007 529 725 706 613 - - 1 853 

2008 5 254 160 2 880 491 - - 5 035  2008 695 878 878 156 - - 2 501 

2009 5 633 729 3 776 679 - - 3 597  2009 695 557 767 276 - - 1 570 

2010 5 820 598 4 460 718 - - 5 841  2010 693 700 893 828 - - 2 294 

2011 5 248 872 2 759 048 - - 4 858  2011 700 059 850 688 - - 2 106 

2012 4 740 909 2 407 056 - - 4 115  2012 678 551 766 907 - - 2 339 

             

Other buildings: MON (Montoyer 63)  Other buildings: MTY (Montoyer 70) 

MON Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Networ
k 

heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 MTY Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 965 736 - 
649 
020 

- 3 805  2006 312 771 543 248 - - 539 

2007 976 728 - 
310 
000 

- 3 805  2007 491 942 519 570 - - 539 

2008 818 618 - 
310 
000 

- 2 574  2008 451 871 556 926 - - 753 

2009 818 475 - 
705 
600 

- 1 480  2009 466 423 534 681 - - 570 

2010 777 570 - 
1 023 
120 

- 1 731  2010 428 527 635 667 - - 587 

2011 830 498 - 
730 
901 

- 2 548  2011 434 043 508 860 - - 684 

2012 1 053 425 - 
933 
660 

- 1 770  2012 448 830 486 464 - - 733 

             

Other buildings: MOY (Montoyer 75)  Other buildings: EAS (Eastman) 

MOY Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Networ
k 

heatin
g 

(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 EAS Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 930 052 761 798 - - 1 382  2006 398 210 916 561 - - 2 432 

2007 1 175 756 900 256 - - 1 382  2007 382 626 897 235 - - 2 432 

2008 1 215 381 964 196 - - 2 249  2008 425 881 1 120 813 - - 2 761 

2009 1 138 322 920 991 - - 1 678  2009 382 052 1 036 736 - - 4 159 

2010 1 208 339 1 182 321 - - 1 444  2010 400 505 1 346 303 - - 3 443 

2011 1 238 196 995 553 - - 1 703  2011 400 239 1 137 642 - - 3 960 

2012 1 306 917 1 413 331 - - 1 678  2012 305 874 909 787 - - 3 051 
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Other buildings: WIE (Wiertz)  Other buildings: WAY (Wayenberg) 

WIE25 Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 WAY Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 - - - - -  2006 278 842 - - - - 

2007 454 125 237 074 - - -  2007 331 607 374 000 - - 1 644 

2008 232 121 184 148 - - 430  2008 323 231 415 291 - - 2 324 

2009 707 546 572 460 - - 1 043  2009 326 702 424 000 - - 1 771 

2010 916 911 897 168 - - 1 096  2010 361 382 582 000 - - 2 544 

2011 1 024 539 823 765 - - 1 409  2011 359 537 496 000 - - 3 479 

2012 1 045 883 1 126 320 - - 5 205  2012 364 193 632 121 - - 2 915 

             

Building covered by EMAS: WIB (Willy Brandt)  Building covered by EMAS: JAN (József Antall) 

WIB Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 JAN Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 - - - - -  2006 - - - - - 

2007 3 474 261 2 245 858 - - 1 966  2007 - - - - - 

2008 4 723 800 4 770 005 - - 9 447  2008 5 144 118 3 388 052 - - 5 334 

2009 4 504 271 3 796 596 - - 2 404  2009 8 837 690 4 979 636 - - 10 793 

2010 4 446 149 3 937 029 - - 14 028  2010 8 175 914 4 280 714 - - 20 527 

2011 4 604 040 2 707 358 - - 6 967  2011 7 626 750 2 777 787 - - 5 440 

2012 5 416 306 4 196 498 - - 6 897  2012 7 592 317 4 349 060 - - 5 763 

             

Other buildings: TRI (Trier)  Other buildings: Data Centre (Housing) 

TRI 
Electricity 

(kWh) 
Gas 

(kWh) 
Oil  

(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 Housing 
Electricity 

(kWh) 
Gas 

(kWh) 
Oil  

(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 - - - - -  2006 - - - - - 

2007 - - - - -  2007 - - - - - 

2008 - - - - -  2008 - - - - - 

2009 - - - - -  2009 - - - - - 

2010 - - - - -  2010 - - - - - 

2011 282 602 572 384 - - 766  2011 673 861 - - - - 

2012 507 251 734 202 - - 975  2012 2 433 150 - - - - 

             

Other buildings: MTS (Montoyer 30-Sciences)        

MTS 
Electricity 

(kWh) 
Gas 

(kWh) 
Oil  

(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

       

2006 - - - - -        

2007 - - - - -        

2008 - - - - -        

2009 - - - - -        

2010 - - - - -        

2011 - - - - -        

2012 115 277 81 861 - - 104        

 

                                                 
25 The leased surface area for the WIE building has increased since 2006. 
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STRASBOURG
26

 

 

EMAS building: LOW (Louise Weiss)  
EMAS buildings: WIC(Winston Churchill) 

+ SDM (Salvador de Madariaga) 

LOW Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 

WIC  
+  

SDM 

Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Network 
heating 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 29 271 349 9 517 057 122 811 - 39 103  2006 9 551 426 - 34 640 - 18 530 

2007 27 814 805 3 355 540 - - 46 759  2007 9 126 842 - - - 18 979 

2008 25 971 694 5 839 164 118 783 - 41 663  2008 9 471 927 - 38 707 - 13 616 

2009 26 161 186 5 067 455 - - 40 921  2009 9 984 903 - - - 11 039 

2010 27 501 008 5 794 626 118 783 - 39 339  2010 10 629 114 - 38 707 - 11 338 

2011 27 652 909 2 322 784 118 783 - 41 968  2011 10 174 705 - 38 707 - 9 017 

2012 27 727 749 4 975 699 71 812 - 31 689  2012 10 336 732 - 20 966 - 10 551 

             

Building covered by EMAS: PFL (Pierre 
Pflimlin) 

       

PFL Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

       

2006 3 550 513 - 20 160 - -        

2007 2 873 899 - - - -        

2008 3 058 271 - - - 2 493        

2009 2 623 129 - - - 2 562        

2010 2 192 757 - - - 2 264        

2011 2 083 661 - - - 1 896        

2012 2 367 261 - 6 222 - 1 822        

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
26 Gas: February 2012 was very cold, especially during the period when the part-session was being prepared (fewer 

degree-days).  

Electricity for the PFL: higher consumption throughout the year; need to regulate the heat pumps - action already 

in progress. 
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LUXEMBOURG
27

 

EMAS building: KAD (Konrad Adenauer)  EMAS building: SCH (Schuman) 

KAD Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

 SCH Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil  
(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 7 680 000 2 948 000 - - 16 105  2006 2 558 720 5 407 560 - - 3 498 

2007 7 938 861 2 685 100 - - 15 607  2007 2 561 280 4 423 980 - - 3 162 

2008 7 884 418 3 032 370 - - 14 441  2008 2 480 002 4 944 670 - - 2 869 

2009 8 069 066 2 852 370 - - 10 073  2009 2 546 672 4 553 220 - - 2 729 

2010 7 702 822 3 024 660 - - 11 138  2010 2 613 280 5 065 410 - - 9 102 

2011 7 024 730 2 487 240 - - 12 153  2011 2 491 060 3 918 550 56 448 - 6 549 

2012 6 718 520 2 517 230 - - 12 063  2012 2 352 700 4 984 260 - - 6 392 

             

EMAS building: SEN (Senningerberg Depot)  Other buildings: TOA (Tower A) 

SEN Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3)  TOA Electricity 

(kWh) 
Gas 

(kWh) 
Oil 

(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 107 733 - 631 102 - 66  2006 1 222 279 - - 1 801 122 3 559 

2007 133 553 - 602 824 - 80  2007 1 506 420 - - 1 425 748 3 559 

2008 148 465 - 540 000 - 128  2008 1 533 832 - - 1 498 248 3 462 

2009 192 745 - 505 724 - 164  2009 1 519 138 - - 1 718 029 1 912 

2010 200 765 - 603 379 - 101  2010 1 760 798 - - 1 756 499 2 160 

2011 180 180 - 472 097 - 125  2011 1 637 490 - - 1 307 459 3 532 

2012 172 560 - 519 594 - 131  2012 1 412 250 - - 1 323 425 2 975 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

          

                                                 
27

 Gas: Overall, 2012 was colder than 2011. The increase is less than it should have been purely in the light of the 

weather.  

On the other hand, the SCH Building consumed more than the other buildings. The reason for this increased 

consumption was that it was the only building that the EP had to heat due to a specific request from the Unit for 

Prevention and Well-being at Work because the summer was very cool. The figures for the GOL correspond to 

those submitted by the maintenance company (DALKIA), as the statement of account for 2012 from the company 

LEO had not yet been received on the date when the data were gathered. 

Fuel oil: the slight increase in consumption was due to the weather. 

District heating: the increase in consumption was due to the weather in the case of TOA, TOB and PRE.  

Rigours of the weather: The unified degree-days 15 in 2012 came to 2 328, as against 2 001 in 2011. 

This represents a theoretical rise of 16% in consumption for the purpose of heating the various buildings.  

Consumption rose from 13 054 534 kWh to 13 978 519 kWh in 2012, an increase of 7%.  

It may therefore be concluded that total consumption of heating fell by 9% between 2011 and 2012.  

District cooling: the fall in consumption was due to more favourable weather conditions. Tower B was less 

affected than Tower A, because the majority of consumption in Tower B was constant. 
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Other buildings: TOB (Tower B)  Other buildings: GOL (Goldbell) 

TOB Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

 Water 
(m3)  GOL Electricity 

(kWh) 
Gas 

(kWh) 
Oil 

(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 2 217 100 - - 2 493 590 5 180  2006 1 026 162 1 139 666 - - 1 623 

2007 3 204 500 - - 1 481 880 5 180  2007 1 448 220 893 323 - - 2 316 

2008 3 382 741 - - 1 739 630 5 787  2008 1 457 519 1 239 830 - - 1 560 

2009 4 121 700 - - 2 407 970 4 747  2009 1 481 696 1 239 830 - - 1 759 

2010 4 931 340 - - 2 944 460 3 572  2010 1 514 500 1 110 420 - - 1 910 

2011 5 141 000 - - 2 771 330 4 658  2011 1 524 500 1 138 630 - - 3 390 

2012 4 840 310 - - 2 818 650 4 389  2012 1 485 110 1 014 090 - - 3 439 

             

Other buildings: PRE (President)  Other buildings: Data Centre (REC) 

PRE Electricity 
(kWh) 

Gas 
(kWh) 

Oil 
(kWh) 

Heatin
g 

networ
k 

(kWh) 

Water 
(m3)  REC Electricity 

(kWh) 
Gas 

(kWh) 
Oil 

(kWh) 

Heating 
network 
(kWh) 

Water 
(m3) 

2006 - - - - -  2006 - - - - - 

2007 - - - - -  2007 - - - - - 

2008 - - - - -  2008 - - - - - 

2009 567 411 - - 
467 
630 

-  2009 - - - - - 

2010 1 181 928 - - 
1 126 
510 

1 986  2010 463 750 - - - - 

2011 1 116 450 - - 
902 
780 

1 060  2011 900 400 - - - - 

2012 1 151 260 - - 
986 
420 

3 345  2012 1 280 530 - - - - 

District cooling is used by only two buildings: Towers A and B. Consumption of district cooling 
was as follows: 

District cooling 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Tower A 1 214 686 909 637 541 443 668 829 966 935 885 106 570 878 

Tower B 1 837 958 2 008 663 2 294 123 3 198 793 3 992 926 4 723 612 4 160 449 

Total 3 052 644 2 918 300 2 835 566 3 867 622 4 959 861 5 608 718 4 731 327 

The increase is due to the addition of areas with IT servers in Tower B. 
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EMISSIONS OTHER THAN GREENHOUSE GASES 

As regards emissions of gases other than GHGs (greenhouse gases), the following pollutants 
were taking into consideration: SO2, NOx and suspended particles. The proportion of these 
materials in fuel oil and gas is determined on the basis of the following factors: 

Quantity of atmospheric pollutants produced by gas and fuel oil combustion Natural gas Fuel oil 

SO2 (sulphur dioxide, kg/kWh) 9.30E-07 1.74E-03 

NOx (nitrogen oxides, kg/kWh) 1.43E-04 6.94E-04 

PM (suspended particles, kg/kWh) 1.08E-05 1.30E-04 

 
This information is taken from the report Natural Gas 1998: Issues and Trends (1998), Energy 
Information Administration's Office of Oil and Gas, United States Department of Energy. 
(http://www.eia.doe.gov/pub/oil_gas/natural_gas/analysis_publications/natural_gas_1998_issues_trends/p
df/chapter2.pdf). 

The total quantity of atmospheric pollutants generated (in kg), calculated on the basis of gas 
and fuel oil consumption, is indicated in the following table: 

Emissions were higher than in 2011 because of the colder winter.  

Atmospheric pollutants  2006 total 2007 total 2008 total 2009 total 2010 total 2011 total 2012 total 

SO2 (sulphur dioxide, kg) 2 585 1 633 1 813 2 169 3 170 2 516 2 769 

NOx (nitrogen oxides, kg) 8 851 7 682 10 186 10 490 11 778 9 025 11 519 

PM (suspended particles, kg) 786 655 853 892 1.034 796 990 

http://www.eia.doe.gov/pub/oil_gas/natural_gas/analysis_publications/natural_gas_1998_issues_trends/pdf/chapter2.pdf
http://www.eia.doe.gov/pub/oil_gas/natural_gas/analysis_publications/natural_gas_1998_issues_trends/pdf/chapter2.pdf
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9.5.2 Paper 

Total annual paper consumption is indicated in the table below28: 

Annual paper consumption 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Evolve A4 business paper 100% recycled (kg) 711 653 650 959 628 133 552 938 616 928 512 055 
504 
945 

Special paper used by the printshop (kg) 75 000 114 000 88 000 114 000 102 000 105 000 
117 
000 

Total (kg) 786 653 764 959 716 133 666 938 718 928 
 

617 055 
621 
945 

9.5.3 Waste 

As indicated above, the key performance indicators for waste are expressed as a function of 
the percentage of recycled waste29: 

 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Total quantity 
(tonnes) 2 896 2 796 3 028 3 776 3 502 2 798 3 061 

Recycled quantity 
(tonnes) 1 361 1 412 1 403 2 112 2 009 1 731 1 930 

Percentage waste 
recycled (%) 47.0% 50.5% 46.3% 55.9% 57.4% 61.9% 63.1% 

Because of the improvement in the waste monitoring system, more detailed data can be 
presented: 

Waste (2012) Brussels (kg) Luxembourg (kg) Strasbourg (kg) Total (kg) 

Paper (recycled) 584 400 151 960 57 450 793 810 

Cardboard (recycled) 97 141 56 864 46 320 200 325 

PMC plastic (recycled) 39 106 12 866 17 660 69 632 

Glass (recycled) 12 322 16 565 13 670 42 557 

Wood (recycled) 43 150 18 540 10 940 72 630 

Others (recycled) 63 802 64 471 303 050 431 323 

Mixed waste from catering 
(incinerated)30 

0 56 450 0 56 450 

Organic waste (biomethanisation) 134 720 41 580 111 251 287 551 

Other waste (all incinerated) 528 139 272 694 245 280 1 246 113 

Hazardous waste 6 183 26 044 227 32 454 

Other treatment (landfill, sewage, 
etc.)31 26 280 1 815 0 28 095 

Total 1 535 243 719 849 805 848 3 060 940 

Recycled quantity 980 824 388 890 560 568 1 930 282 

Percentage of waste recycled 63.9% 54.0% 69.6% 63.1% 

                                                 
28

 Information provided by the Property Management and Inventory Unit and the Publishing Unit. A box contains 

five reams of paper, each comprising 500 A4 sheets, and weighs 11.25 kg. 
29 As some of the data provided were expressed in m3, several conversion factors had to be used. See below for the 

procedure used. 
30 In Brussels and Strasbourg all kitchen organic waste is biomethanised. 
31 Certain waste, such as inert waste from construction work, sometimes needs to be landfilled according to 

legislation if no other treatment is available. Other waste is treated in sewage plants or immobilised. This waste 

cannot be compared from year to year, as these activities are very variable. No production of this waste in 

Strasbourg in 2012. 
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Recycled waste is considered to be waste that is recovered or disposed of in accordance with 
best available practices. In the figures presented above, waste incinerated with energy 
recovery and landfill or which undergoes other treatment is considered as non-recycled. 
Following the external audits in 2011 and at the request of colleagues, the EMAS team has 
drawn up a series of instructions on harmonising the use of weight conversion factors to make 
it easier to compile the inventory of waste produced in the European Parliament by its different 
services. It should be pointed out that in some cases the inventory is based on real calculations 
measured by subcontractors and expressed in tonnes. Where this calculation is not possible, 
an estimate is made according to the following rules: 
 
First, if a real test calculation has been performed by the European Parliament's services, this 
calculation is communicated to the EMAS team and transmitted to the members of the Waste 
Committee. For example: 

- glass: 363 kg/m3; 
- plastic/cans mix: 79 kg/m3 according to measurements carried out in 2009 by the Brussels 

Buildings Management and Maintenance Unit (UGIMB).  
 
These calculations are a priority, as are the calculations carried out by a European Parliament 
external study: 

- organic waste: 300 kg/m3 according to the European Parliament carbon footprint study 
conducted by an external consultant in 2008.  
 
Otherwise, the calculation table drawn up by the Belgian Government’s Directorate-General for 
Statistics and Economic Information has to be observed. This procedure has been 
communicated to the services concerned. 
 
The following figures are those used most often in recent years for the collection of data on 
waste: 

 

Type of waste Conversion factor Source 

Paper/cardboard mix 80 kg/m
3
 

Belgian Government table of 
statistics 

Treated wood 600 kg/m
3
 

Belgian Government table of 
statistics 

Plastic 50 kg/m
3
 

Belgian Government table of 
statistics 

Batteries  77.5 g per 6V battery 
Information from supplier in 
Luxembourg 

Ordinary industrial 
waste or mixed waste 

138 kg/m
3
 

Belgian Government table of 
statistics 

Ordinary industrial 
waste - organic 
kitchen waste 

300 kg/m
3
 

Belgian Government table of 
statistics 

Special industrial 
waste - printshop 

10 kg/ECOBOX Assessment by EP printshop 
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ECOBOX 

Medical and hygienic 
waste 

80 kg/m
3
 

As this is soiled paper, the 
invoice for the paper was 
entered in a table of 
statistics. 

Medical waste 99 kg/m
3
 

Estimate taken from the 
"Science of the total 
environment” journal, 
Volume 407, issue 5, 15 
February 2009, Pages 1527-
1535 

Aerosol cans (15 01 
10*) 

0.15 kg/can 
Estimate by city of 
Luxembourg  

 
 

9.5.4 Calculation of number of full-time employee-equivalents (FTE) 

The new EMAS Regulation (1221/2009) requires organisations in the administrative and 
services sectors to use indicators based on their size, expressed in ‘number of employees’, in 
order to monitor the environmental impacts.  

The European Parliament is characterised by the fact that its buildings are used by people 
with very different activities and obligations: Members of the European Parliament and their 
assistants, officials, contractors and others. It is therefore impossible to use the ‘total 
number of employees’ to reflect Parliament’s size.  

In the past, the EP used a system based on employee-equivalents, in which a different factor 
was applied to each category of person and each environmental impact. 

As the system was too complicated, the EP decided to adopt a different one. The number of 
employees is now calculated in terms of full-time equivalents (FTEs). The FTE approach has 
the advantage that the same number of employees is obtained for all indicators, enabling the 
system to be simplified. Moreover, the FTE approach has been recommended by the Brussels 
environmental authorities (IBGE). 

A benchmarking study by the consultant CO2Logic has also shown that most institutions and 
other bodies with EMAS registration use the FTE system, and recommended that the EP adopt 
it likewise. 

All the indicators from previous years have been recalculated using the new system. 
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The following table contains detailed calculations of the number of full-time equivalents (FTEs). 

Categories 
Total no 

2006 
Total no 

2007 
Total no 

2008 
Total no 

2009 
Total no 

2010 
Total no 

2011 
Total no 

2012 

FTE 
convers. 

factor  
Members of the European 

Parliament  732 785 785 761 736 736 755 1.00 

Members' Assistants32 1 415 1 517 1 517 1 429 1 479 1 585 1 692 1.00 

Staff of the political groups 511 511 497 469 553 593 604 1.00 

Administration: Officials + 
temporary staff + contract 
staff + seconded national 

experts33 4 611 4 945 5 131 5 482 5 443 5 585 5 962 1.00 

Allowance for part-time 
working -164 -176 -182 -195 -193 -198 -212 1.00 

Trainees34 147 157 167 179 191 204 217 1.00 

Subsidised visitors35 68 435 77 793 76 920 72 339 75 439 79 110 80 182 0.025 

Subcontra
ctors 

working 
in the 
EP36 

 

Security37 556 596 595 548 698 594 1.00 1.00 

IT38 408 434 443 507 552 595 1.00 1.00 

Catering39 292 292 289 292 309 314 1.00 1.00 

Cleaning40 300 273 299 303 340 349 1.00 1.00 

Maintenance41 144 167 173 191 242 151 1.00 1.00 

Temporary 
staff42 27 34 34 44 39 56 1.00 1.00 

Total 77 413 87 328 86 669 82 348 85 827 89 956 91 512  

 

Year 
Total number of full-time 

equivalents (FTE) 
2006 10 689 

2007 11 480 

2008 11 672 

2009 11 818 

2010 12 274 

2011 12 824 

2012 13 335 

                                                 
32 Information obtained from ‘Assistants accredited to the EP’: 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/members/expert/assistantAlphaOrder.do, for October 2008, which was assumed to 

be proportional to the number of MEPs for 2007 and 2006. The conversion factor for assistants is lower than that 

used for officials because the information on assistants’ missions was not available in 2006. For 2009 and 

thereafter, the Human Resources Unit provided this information. 
33 Information provided by the Directorate-General for Personnel dated 31 December. 
34 Acting on a recommendation from the EP’s Working Party on Environmental Indicators, trainees are now 

included in the calculation of the number of FTEs. 
35 Information provided by the Visits and Seminars Unit. Only subsidised visitors (sponsored and non-sponsored 

groups) were included in the carbon footprint because visits by non-subsidised visitors are not the EP’s financial 

responsibility. The conversion factor for visitors has been set at 0.025, in accordance with the recommendation by 

the EP’s Working Party on Environmental Indicators. This factor results from taking the average between the factor 

which results from counting a four-hour presence per day and the factor which results from counting their contribution to 
environmental impacts. 
36 Data expressed in man-days (8 working hours per day, 230 working days per year). 
37 Information provided by the Security Directorate. 
38 Information provided by DG ITEC. 
39 Information provided by the Catering Unit. 
40 Information communicated by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units. 
41 Information communicated by the Buildings Management and Maintenance Units. 
42 Information provided by the Recruitment Unit. 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/members/expert/assistantAlphaOrder.do
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9.6 DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE CARBON FOOTPRINT 2006-2012 

The aim of this annex is to present in detail the European Parliament’s carbon footprint and to 
provide a detailed analysis of the changes between 2006 and 2012. This analysis has two 
objectives. The first is to allow the reader to understand the changes in the various categories 
of the carbon footprint, and the second is to put forward recommendations for the adoption of 
measures aimed at reducing emissions in the years to come. 

 

9.6.1 Presentation of the carbon footprint 

The European Parliament’s carbon footprint is calculated by applying the Bilan Carbone™ 
method (developed by ADEME - the French Environment and Energy Management Agency)43. 
The Bilan Carbone™ is compatible with the ISO 14064 standard, the GHG Protocol Initiative 
and the provisions of ‘permits’ Directive 2003/87/EC on the EU’s ETS (CO2 allowance trading 
system). The European Parliament’s carbon footprint and this report have been prepared in 
accordance with the requirements of ISO 14064:2006. Management of the carbon footprint 
calculation is integrated in the current functioning of the EMS44. The EP’s carbon footprint has 
been validated by an external expert and declared to be in accordance with the standard ISO 
14064:2006. 
 

In the Bilan Carbone™ tool, the margin of error is estimated using a formula that calculates, for 
each area, the degree of uncertainty associated with it45. In 2012 the uncertainty for the carbon 
footprint was 33.9%. It should be noted that where the quality/comprehensiveness ratio of the 
information is improved and fewer estimates are required, uncertainty is reduced, which could 
reduce the uncertainty of the total carbon footprint. 
 

A unique characteristic of the Bilan Carbone™ method is the fact that it also takes account of 
an organisation’s indirect carbon footprint. This method enables companies or institutions that 
wish to take measures to combat climate change to understand their real impact on a global 
level and identify possible ways of reducing GHG emissions. 

                                                 
43 The Bilan Carbone™ methodology assesses all of the physical processes connected to the organisation (energy, persons, 

objects, raw materials, etc.) and works out the GHG (greenhouse gas) emissions generated by each process in CO2 
equivalents. These emissions are consolidated point by point (e.g. for road freight, internal fuel use, etc.). In most cases it is 
not possible to measure the GHG emissions derived from a specific action. Even if the concentration of GHGs in the air is 
measured generally, it is rarely possible to directly measure the emissions themselves. The only way to estimate these 
emissions is to derive them from activity data. The figures used to convert the activity data observed within an organisation into 
GHG emissions, expressed in terms of CO2 equivalent, are called emission factors. As the Bilan carbone® method is primarily 
based on average emission factors, this tool aims above all to provide orders of magnitude, the aim being to enable concrete 
decisions to be taken to put in place the measures needed to reduce these emissions. The most recent version of the method 
is Version 7. It is important to note that this new Version 7 of the Bilan carbone® method, including improved calculation 
procedures, was published on 23 April 2012. The carbon footprint inventory for the reference year (2006) has been 
recalculated using these procedures to permit valid comparisons between the first and last years. The figures for the 
intermediate years have not been recalculated, and are shown only for indicative purposes. It will be necessary to perform 
recalculations each time that fresh improvements are made or following changes of perimeter. The main changes made in 
2012 were new emission factors and improvements to the overall calculation procedure. For an exhaustive list of all the 
changes, please see Annex III (Record of changes) in the Carbon Footprint Manual. 
44 The collection of data for calculating the carbon footprint is part of the annual collection of data for calculating the EMAS 

indicators. Moreover, the carbon footprint is audited internally as well as externally in the context of the EP’s environmental 
audits. More specific audits and external validation of the carbon footprint are also planned. The transport of supplies to the EP 
is not included in the perimeter because there is not enough information available.  
45 Calculating the degree of uncertainty involves estimating the margin of error for the emission factor and for the data 

collected.  
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9.6.2 Emissions included in the carbon footprint 

The perimeter of the European Parliament’s carbon footprint 
corresponds to ‘Scope 3’ of the International Organisation for 
Standardisation (ISO). This is the most ambitious perimeter 
and encompasses direct, semi-direct and indirect emissions. 
On the basis of this definition, the perimeter of the European 
Parliament’s carbon footprint includes the following seven 
emission categories: 
 
1. Internal energy 

This category comprises:  
 combustion (direct use of fossil or organic fuels for heating),  
 electricity (electricity purchased, including for heating), 
 technical losses (energy losses during transport to the consumer). 
 
With regard to its electricity consumption, the EP buys green electricity and calculates the 
emissions using the emission factors of the Bilan Carbone™ method which correspond best to 
the generation sources used. This means that emissions caused by the electricity which the EP 
buys are virtually zero. 
 
What is green electricity? 
Green electricity is electricity from renewable sources such as wind or photovoltaics. 
For customers who have a green electricity contract, electricity suppliers undertake that the 
quantity of green electricity bought by the customer will be fed into the European electricity grid. 
The aim is to promote electricity generation from renewable sources. 
At European level, ‘green electricity’ is recognised through a system of guarantee-of-origin 
certificates. Each guarantee is a certificate supplied to the electricity generator, who forwards it 
to the supplier at the time of purchase. In order to ensure that it can only be used once, the 
certificate is cancelled once the supplier has used it.  
 
As yet, there is not much demand for green electricity, as a result of which its price is still very 
low. Consequently, the purchase of green electricity does not currently ensure additional 
generation or local investment in renewable energy. However, if other users join the scheme in 
future, demand could exceed supply, which would then give generators an incentive to develop 
green electricity generation. That is why most calculation standards (GHG Protocol, Bilan 
Carbone™, etc.) and the European Parliament account for green electricity as being carbon-
neutral.  
 
2. Leakage of refrigerant gases 

This category comprises greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions generated by leakage of refrigerant 
gases in installations. 
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3. Freight 

This category covers the transport of goods between the various buildings at the three sites 
and between the three sites and external locations, using EP vehicles or contractors. It 
encompasses road, air, rail and maritime transport.  
 
4. Transport of persons 

This category includes: 
 travel between home and work by EP staff and parliamentary assistants, 
 travel by EP staff between the three places of work,  
 official travel by MEPs46 and by staff outside Parliament’s three main places of work (for 

meetings of political groups, committees and delegations), including local transport to the 
destination (for political group meetings), 

 transport of MEPs in official vehicles or rented vehicles, 
 transport of subsidised visitors between their country of origin and the European 

Parliament. 
 
5. Supply of equipment and services by external providers 

This category encompasses all of the incoming flows of materials and services used by the 
organisation, which for the European Parliament means47: 

 purchase of supplies, notably paper and office furniture, ink toner and cartridges, food for 
the restaurants, catering supplies, etc., 

 services provided by external providers (catering, security, cleaning, consultancy, external 
translation and interpreting, etc.). 

 
6. Direct waste 

This category comprises greenhouse gas emissions linked to end-of-life waste processing. 
Emissions of methane from waste water are not taken into account in the Bilan Carbone™. 
 

7. Fixed assets 

This category covers GHG emissions generated during the manufacture or construction of 
consumer durables. In the Bilan Carbone™ method, GHG emissions are usually divided up 
over a certain period, using a system comparable to the concept of amortisation, so that the 
various annual carbon footprint results can be compared. This category comprises: 
 buildings and car parks used by the European Parliament, 
 industrial and other equipment (e.g. fridges in restaurants and other equipment), 
 vehicles belonging to Parliament, 
 computer equipment (computers, printers and other equipment), 
 office furniture. 
 
To calculate the European Parliament’s carbon footprint, all of the buildings at the three places 
of work are taken into account48. The Information Offices are not included in the perimeter. 

                                                 
46 Flights by Members of the EP between their country of origin and Brussels/Strasbourg are not for the time being 

included in the perimeter. However, this position is being studied and might be reconsidered in future. 
47 Transport of supplies to the EP is not included in the perimeter, as not enough information is available. 

However, an examination of the carbon footprint of other organisations suggests that this source accounts for only 

a tiny proportion of the total footprint. 
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9.6.3 Detailed analysis of the evolution of the carbon footprint 

The table below shows emissions in tonnes of CO2 equivalent per flow, with emissions per FTE 
(full-time equivalent) in brackets. The second-last column indicates each flow’s percentage of 
the total carbon footprint. The last column shows the evolution of emissions per FTE between 
2006 and 2012.  

 

Emission flows 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Percentage of 
the 2012 
carbon 

footprint 

Change 
2006-2012 
per FTE 

1. 1. ENERGY CONSUMED IN THE BUILDINGS 
37 106 
(3.47) 

31 597 
(2.75) 

16 345 
(1.40) 

16 927 
(1.43) 

18 794 
(1.53) 

14 630 
(1.14) 

18 403 
(1.38) 20.2% -60.2% 

1.1. Natural gas 
12 956 
(1.21) 

11 421 
(0.99) 

15 373 
(1.32) 

15 636 
(1.32) 

17 078 
(1.39) 

13 031 
(1.02) 

17 203 
(1.29) 18.9% 6.4% 

1.1.1. Brussels 
8 476 
(0.79) 

8 797 
(0.77) 

11 895 
(1.02) 

12 468 
(1.06) 

13 615 
(1.11) 

10 752 
(0.84) 

14 025 
(1.05) 15.4% 32.6% 

1.1.2. Luxembourg 
2 237 
(0.21) 

1 849 
(0.16) 

2 129 
(0.18) 

1 997 
(0.17) 

2 125 
(0.17) 

1 743 
(0.14) 

2 006 
(0.15) 2.2% -28.1% 

1.1.3. Strasbourg 
2 242 
(0.21) 

775 
(0.07) 

1 349 
(0.12) 

1 171 
(0.10) 

1 339 
(0.11) 

537 
(0.04) 

1 172 
(0.09) 1.3% -58.1% 

1.2. Oil 
471 

(0.04) 
268 

(0.02) 
249 

(0.02) 
355 

(0.03) 
523 

(0.04) 
416 

(0.03) 
501 

(0.04) 0.6% -14.6% 

1.2.1. Brussels 
210 

(0.02) 
91 

(0.01) 
91 

(0.01) 
207 

(0.02) 
300 

(0.02) 
214 

(0.02) 
302 

(0.02) 0.3% 15.3% 

1.2.2. Luxembourg 
204 

(0.02) 
177 

(0.02) 
158 

(0.01) 
148 

(0.01) 
177 

(0.01) 
155 

(0.01) 
168 

(0.01) 0.2% -34.0% 

1.2.3. Strasbourg 
57 

(0.01) 
0 

(0.00) 
0 

(0.00) 
0 

(0.00) 
46 

(0.00) 
46 

(0.00) 
32 

(0.00) 0.0% -55.3% 

1.3. District heating and cooling 
472 

(0.04) 
634 

(0.06) 
670 

(0.06) 
936 

(0.08) 
1 192 
(0.10) 

1 141 
(0.09) 

659 
(0.05) 0.7% 12.0% 

1.3.1. Brussels  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) 0.0% N.A. 

1.3.2. Luxembourg 
472 

(0.04) 
634 

(0.06) 
670 

(0.06) 
936 

(0.08) 
1 192 
(0.10) 

1 141 
(0.09) 

659 
(0.05) 0.7% 12.0% 

1.3.3. Strasbourg  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) 0.0% N.A. 

1.4. Electricity (100% renewable since 2008) 
23 208 
(2.17) 

19 274 
(1.68) 

53 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

42 
(0.00) 

39 
(0.00) 0.0% -99.9% 

2. LEAKAGE OF REFRIGERANT FLUIDS FROM 
AIR CONDITIONING EQUIPMENT OR 
FRIDGES  

736 
(0.07) 

767 
(0.07) 

862 
(0.07) 

1 456 
(0.12) 

1 450 
(0.12) 

1 593 
(0.12) 

1 227 
(0.09) 1.3% 33.7% 

3. TRANSPORT OF GOODS (FREIGHT) 
781 

(0.07) 
547 

(0.05) 
632 

(0.05) 
586 

(0.05) 
599 

(0.05) 
467 

(0.04) 
540 

(0.04) 0.6% -44.6% 

3.1. Internal freight (between the three places 
of work) 

335 
(0.03) 

285 
(0.02) 

294 
(0.03) 

268 
(0.02) 

278 
(0.02) 

261 
(0.02) 

268 
(0.02) 0.3% -35.9% 

                                                                                                                                            
48 The greenhouse gases included in the carbon footprint calculation are those designated in the Kyoto Protocol: 

carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (CnHmFp), sulphur hexafluoride 

(SF6) and perfluoralkanes (CnF2n+2). There are other known GHGs that have significant effects (such as ozone or 

CFCs), but they are not covered by the Kyoto Protocol, the main international initiative to reduce GHGs. These 

gases are not included in the ISO perimeters. However, one exception has been made. Non-Kyoto GHGs have 

been taken into account for flights, as the Bilan Carbone™ method makes provision for this. This decision is 

justified because almost half of the greenhouses gases produced by flights are non-Kyoto gases. As flights account 

for a very high percentage of the EP’s emissions, excluding non-Kyoto GHGs in this case would mean 

disregarding a very significant proportion of the emissions and result in inconsistencies. 



 

DV\1002480EN.doc 97/117  

 EN 

Emission flows 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Percentage of 
the 2012 
carbon 

footprint 

Change 
2006-2012 
per FTE 

3.1.1. Freight between the three places of 
work: part-sessions  

160 
(0.01) 

134 
(0.01) 

130 
(0.01) 

111 
(0.01) 

121 
(0.01) 

123 
(0.01) 

125 
(0.01) 0.1% -37.2% 

3.1.2. Freight between the three places of 
work: mail and other 

176 
(0.02) 

151 
(0.01) 

163 
(0.01) 

158 
(0.01) 

157 
(0.01) 

138 
(0.01) 

143 
(0.01) 0.2% -34.7% 

3.2. External freight (outside the 3 places of 
work) - road/sea  

117 
(0.01) 

103 
(0.01) 

155 
(0.01) 

188 
(0.02) 

109 
(0.01) 

81 
(0.01) 

82 
(0.01) 0.1% -43.6% 

3.3. External freight (outside the 3 places of 
work) - air 

329 
(0.03) 

159 
(0.01) 

184 
(0.02) 

129 
(0.01) 

213 
(0.02) 

124 
(0.01) 

189 
(0.01) 0.2% -53.9% 

4. PASSENGER TRANSPORT 
37 119 
(3.47) 

43 661 
(3.80) 

46 496 
(3.98) 

40 366 
(3.42) 

45 875 
(3.74) 

44 932 
(3.50) 

44 785 
(3.36) 48.2% -3.3% 

4.1. Staff 
12 565 
(1.18) 

14 222 
(1.24) 

14 943 
(1.28) 

13 270 
(1.12) 

15 560 
(1.27) 

15 352 
(1.20) 

13 645 
(1.02) 15.0% -12.9% 

4.1.1. Home-office commuting 
4 544 
(0.43) 

5 790 
(0.50) 

6 036 
(0.52) 

6 161 
(0.52) 

6 267 
(0.51) 

6 201 
(0.48) 

5 094 
(0.38) 5.6% -10.1% 

Brussels (including Members’ assistants) 
2 286 
(0.21) 

3 124 
(0.27) 

3 367 
(0.29) 

3 409 
(0.29) 

3 584 
(0.29) 

3 904 
(0.30) 

3 109 
(0.23) 3.4% 9.0% 

Luxembourg 
2 220 
(0.21) 

2 623 
(0.23) 

2 626 
(0.22) 

2 696 
(0.23) 

2 627 
(0.21) 

2 230 
(0.17) 

1 925 
(0.14) 2.1% -30.5% 

Strasbourg 
38 

(0.00) 
44 

(0.00) 
43 

(0.00) 
56 

(0.00) 
55 

(0.00) 
67 

(0.01) 
59 

(0.00) 0.1% 25.6% 

4.1.2. Missions between the three places 
of work 

3 439 
(0.32) 

3 602 
(0.31) 

2 916 
(0.25) 

2 515 
(0.21) 

2 756 
(0.22) 

2 809 
(0.22) 

2 272 
(0.17) 2.5% -47.0% 

To and from Strasbourg: By car 
1 731 
(0.16) 

1 953 
(0.17) 

1 751 
(0.15) 

1 793 
(0.15) 

1 957 
(0.16) 

2 001 
(0.16) 

1 599 
(0.12) 1.8% -25.9% 

To and from Strasbourg: By train 
17 

(0.00) 
65 

(0.01) 
52 

(0.00) 
72 

(0.01) 
116 

(0.01) 
139 

(0.01) 
145 

(0.01) 0.2% 599.5% 

To and from Strasbourg: By plane (short-
haul - economy) 

1 175 
(0.11) 

1 049 
(0.09) 

597 
(0.05) 

206 
(0.02) 

233 
(0.02) 

199 
(0.02) 

117 
(0.01) 0.1% -92.0% 

To and from Strasbourg: By bus from 
Luxembourg  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) 

3 
(0.00)  (0.00) 0.0% N.A. 

Luxembourg-Brussels: By car 
480 

(0.04) 
499 

(0.04) 
492 

(0.04) 
419 

(0.04) 
425 

(0.03) 
440 

(0.03) 
386 

(0.03) 0.4% -35.6% 

Luxembourg-Brussels: By train 
35 

(0.00) 
36 

(0.00) 
23 

(0.00) 
24 

(0.00) 
25 

(0.00) 
28 

(0.00) 
25 

(0.00) 0.0% -42.1% 

Luxembourg-Brussels: By plane (short-
haul - economy) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 0.0% N.A. 

4.1.3. Missions outside the three places of 
work 

4 566 
(0.43) 

4 811 
(0.42) 

5 973 
(0.51) 

4 571 
(0.39) 

6 516 
(0.53) 

6 324 
(0.49) 

6 263 
(0.47) 6.9% 10.0% 

By plane (short-haul - economy) 
1 820 
(0.17) 

1 945 
(0.17) 

1 478 
(0.13) 

1 566 
(0.13) 

1 573 
(0.13) 

1 838 
(0.14) 

1 659 
(0.12) 1.8% -26.9% 

By plane (long-haul - business) 
2 680 
(0.25) 

2 794 
(0.24) 

4 379 
(0.38) 

2 911 
(0.25) 

4 780 
(0.39) 

4 304 
(0.34) 

4 436 
(0.33) 4.9% 32.7% 

By train 
7 

(0.00) 
13 

(0.00) 
15 

(0.00) 
10 

(0.00) 
18 

(0.00) 
18 

(0.00) 
22 

(0.00) 0.0% 152.7% 

By car 
60 

(0.01) 
58 

(0.01) 
101 

(0.01) 
84 

(0.01) 
144 

(0.01) 
162 

(0.01) 
142 

(0.01) 0.2% 90.8% 

By bus  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) 
1 

(0.00) 
5 

(0.00) 0.0% N.A. 

4.1.4. Transport between buildings in 
Luxembourg (KAD-GOL, KAD-PRE) 

37 119 
(3.47) 

19 
(0.00) 

19 
(0.00) 

24 
(0.00) 

20 
(0.00) 

18 
(0.00) 

16 
(0.00) 0.0% -23.4% 

4.2. Members of the European Parliament 
5 685 
(0.53) 

7 148 
(0.62) 

8 800 
(0.75) 

5 406 
(0.46) 

8 096 
(0.66) 

5 935 
(0.46) 

6 470 
(0.49) 7.0% -8.8% 

 4.2.1. Travel in official vehicles and rented 
buses 

576 
(0.05) 

1 013 
(0.09) 

1 433 
(0.12) 

512 
(0.04) 

758 
(0.06) 

476 
(0.04) 

457 
(0.03) 0.5% -36.4% 
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Emission flows 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Percentage of 
the 2012 
carbon 

footprint 

Change 
2006-2012 
per FTE 

 4.2.2. Meetings outside the three places of 
work 

5 108 
(0.48) 

6 134 
(0.53) 

7 366 
(0.63) 

4 895 
(0.41) 

7 338 
(0.60) 

5 459 
(0.43) 

6 013 
(0.45) 5.5% -5.6% 

Political group (business class) 
1 200 
(0.11) 

1 270 
(0.11) 

690 
(0.06) 

1 635 
(0.14) 

1 166 
(0.09) 

913 
(0.07) 

1 035 
(0.08) 1.1% -31.3% 

EP committee (business class) 
756 

(0.07) 
1 717 
(0.15) 

1 480 
(0.13) 

529 
(0.04) 

1 836 
(0.15) 

1 955 
(0.15) 

1 758 
(0.13) 1.9% 86.4% 

Interparliamentary delegation (business 
class) 

3 124 
(0.29) 

3 116 
(0.27) 

5 043 
(0.43) 

2 715 
(0.23) 

4 323 
(0.35) 

2 568 
(0.20) 

3 137 
(0.24) 3.4% -19.5% 

Transport at meeting location (bus, taxi, 
limousine, etc.). 

29 
(0.00) 

31 
(0.00) 

1 
(0.00) 

16 
(0.00) 

13 
(0.00) 

23 
(0.00) 

508 
(0.04) 0.09% 132.44% 

4.2.3. Meetings in Brussels or Strasbourg 
(outside scope) 

0 
(0.00)  

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 

0 
(0.00) 0.0% N.A. 

4.3. Senior officials in official vehicles (SG, 
SGs of political groups, Deputy SG, etc.) 

47 
(0.00)  

185 
(0.02) 

110 
(0.01) 

157 
(0.01) 

162 
(0.01) 

128 
(0.01) 

125 
(0.01) 0.1% 113.8% 

4.4. Visitors 
18 823 
(1.76) 

22 106 
(1.93) 

22 642 
(1.94) 

21 533 
(1.82) 

22 058 
(1.80) 

23 518 
(1.83) 

24 545 
(1.84) 27.0% 4.5% 

Brussels 
15 723 
(1.47) 

18 006 
(1.57) 

19 091 
(1.64) 

18 365 
(1.55) 

19 027 
(1.55) 

20 110 
(1.57) 

22 032 
(1.65) 24.2% 12.3% 

Strasbourg 
3 094 
(0.29) 

4 100 
(0.36) 

3 551 
(0.30) 

3 168 
(0.27) 

3 004 
(0.24) 

3 408 
(0.27) 

2 512 
(0.19) 2.8% -34.9% 

5. PURCHASE OF SUPPLIES AND SERVICES  
8 115 
(0.76)  

9 944 
(0.87) 

9 914 
(0.85) 

9 030 
(0.76) 

10 308 
(0.84) 

10 519 
(0.82) 

9 188 
(0.69) 10.1% -9.2% 

5.1. External services (maintenance, 
cleaning, consultants, security, external 
translators and interpreters) 

2 725 
(0.25)  

4 888 
(0.43) 

4 761 
(0.41) 

4 337 
(0.37) 

5 199 
(0.42) 

5 405 
(0.42) 

3 587 
(0.27) 3.9% 5.5% 

External restaurant staff 
236 

(0.02)  
236 

(0.02) 
233 

(0.02) 
236 

(0.02) 
249 

(0.02) 
254 

(0.02) 
250 

(0.02) 0.3% -15.1% 

External consultancy 
201 

(0.02)  
241 

(0.02) 
373 

(0.03) 
256 

(0.02) 
373 

(0.03) 
324 

(0.03) 
361 

(0.03) 0.4% 44.1% 

Freelance interpreters 
368 

(0.03)  
1 827 
(0.16) 

2 118 
(0.18) 

1 672 
(0.14) 

2 017 
(0.16) 

1 969 
(0.15) 

431 
(0.03) 0.5% -5.9% 

Freelance translators 
500 

(0.05) 
1 131 
(0.10) 

528 
(0.05) 

622 
(0.05) 

751 
(0.06) 

916 
(0.07) 

540 
(0.04) 0.6% -13.5% 

External IT staff 
329 

(0.03)  
350 

(0.03) 
357 

(0.03) 
409 

(0.03) 
445 

(0.04) 
480 

(0.04) 
479 

(0.04) 0.5% 16.7% 

External maintenance staff 
116 

(0.01)  
135 

(0.01) 
140 

(0.01) 
154 

(0.01) 
195 

(0.02) 
122 

(0.01) 
204 

(0.02) 0.2% 40.8% 

External cleaners 
506 

(0.05)  
460 

(0.04) 
504 

(0.04) 
511 

(0.04) 
573 

(0.05) 
589 

(0.05) 
749 

(0.06) 0.8% 18.6% 

Temporary staff 
22 

(0.00)  
27 

(0.00) 
27 

(0.00) 
35 

(0.00) 
31 

(0.00) 
45 

(0.00) 
44 

(0.00) 0.0% 60.6% 

External security staff 
449 

(0.04)  
481 

(0.04) 
480 

(0.04) 
442 

(0.04) 
563 

(0.05) 
707 

(0.06) 
530 

(0.04) 0.6% -5.3% 

5.2. Office supplies (paper, envelopes and 
other supplies) 

1 880 
(0.18)  

1 832 
(0.16) 

1 691 
(0.14) 

1 554 
(0.13) 

1 684 
(0.14) 

1 664 
(0.13) 

1 670 
(0.13) 1.8% -28.8% 

5.3. Catering supplies (plastic cups, cans, 
plastic bottles, etc.) 

313 
(0.03)  

281 
(0.02) 

300 
(0.03) 

265 
(0.02) 

288 
(0.02) 

299 
(0.02) 

326 
(0.02) 0.4% -16.5% 

5.4. Purchase of food for restaurants 
3 197 
(0.30)  

2 943 
(0.26) 

3 162 
(0.27) 

2 873 
(0.24) 

3 138 
(0.26) 

3 150 
(0.25) 

3 604 
(0.27) 4.0% -9.6% 
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Emission flows 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Percentage of 
the 2012 
carbon 

footprint 

Change 
2006-2012 
per FTE 

6. WASTE 
311 

(0.03)  
345 

(0.03) 
289 

(0.02) 
312 

(0.03) 
404 

(0.03) 
308 

(0.02) 
360 

(0.03) 0.4% -7.2% 

7. FIXED ASSETS (emissions generated during 
construction or manufacture of durable goods) 

15 969 
(1.49) 

22 013 
(1.92) 

23 163 
(1.98) 

24 312 
(2.06) 

22 814 
(1.86) 

23 480 
(1.83) 

17 390 
(1.30) 19.1% -12.7% 

7.1. Construction of buildings 
7 731 
(0.72) 

13 244 
(1.15) 

13 736 
(1.18) 

13 874 
(1.17) 

13 878 
(1.13) 

13 883 
(1.08) 

8 240 
(0.62) 9.1% -14.6% 

7.2. Office furniture (tables, chairs, 
cupboards, etc.) 

369 
(0.03) 

415 
(0.04) 

436 
(0.04) 

446 
(0.04) 

463 
(0.04) 

523 
(0.04) 

540 
(0.04) 0.6% 17.2% 

7.3. IT equipment (desktops, laptops, 
printers, telephones, servers, televisions, 
etc.) 

7 851 
(0.73) 

8 337 
(0.73) 

8 970 
(0.77) 

9 970 
(0.84) 

8 449 
(0.69) 

9 052 
(0.71) 

8 588 
(0.64) 9.4% -12.3% 

Desktops 
1 777 
(0.17) 

1 579 
(0.14) 

2 168 
(0.19) 

2 215 
(0.19) 

2 108 
(0.17) 

2 315 
(0.18) 

1 866 
(0.14) 2.1% -15.8% 

Flat screens 
2 634 
(0.25) 

2 343 
(0.20) 

2 630 
(0.23) 

2 432 
(0.21) 

1 878 
(0.15) 

2 732 
(0.21) 

2 654 
(0.20) 2.9% -19.2% 

Laptops  (0.00) 
215 

(0.02) 
262 

(0.02) 
487 

(0.04) 
607 

(0.05) 
791 

(0.06) 
825 

(0.06) 0.9% N.A. 

Individual printers 
136 

(0.01) 
159 

(0.01) 
213 

(0.02) 
200 

(0.02) 
201 

(0.02) 
167 

(0.01) 
104 

(0.01) 0.1% -38.7% 

Network printers 
567 

(0.05) 
513 

(0.04) 
626 

(0.05) 
720 

(0.06) 
337 

(0.03) 
216 

(0.02) 
416 

(0.03) 0.5% -41.2% 

Telephones (landlines and mobiles) 
87 

(0.01) 
105 

(0.01) 
118 

(0.01) 
129 

(0.01) 
120 

(0.01) 
105 

(0.01) 
86 

(0.01) 0.1% -21.2% 

Servers, switches, routers 
646 

(0.06) 
1 201 
(0.10) 

984 
(0.08) 

1 077 
(0.09) 

1 213 
(0.10) 

1 324 
(0.10) 

1 243 
(0.09) 1.4% 54.2% 

Televisions 
265 

(0.02) 
319 

(0.03) 
248 

(0.02) 
1 078 
(0.09) 

925 
(0.08) 

893 
(0.07) 

872 
(0.07) 1.0% 163.3% 

Other IT equipment  
1 740 
(0.16) 

1 904 
(0.17) 

1 721 
(0.15) 

1 631 
(0.14) 

1 060 
(0.09) 

509 
(0.04) 

522 
(0.04) 0.6% -75.9% 

7.4. Other equipment (washing machines, 
coffee machines, refrigerators, etc.) 

17 
(0.00) 

17 
(0.00) 

20 
(0.00) 

22 
(0.00) 

24 
(0.00) 

22 
(0.00) 

23 
(0.00) 0.0% 10.7% 

Total indicator per FTE recalculated with 
Version 7 of the Bilan Carbone 

100 138 
(9.37) 

108 873 
(8.85) 

97 701 
(7.81) 

92 990 
(7.34) 

100 245 
(7.62) 

95 928 
(6.98) 

91 893 
(6.89) 100% -26.4% 

Number of FTEs 10 689 11 480 11 672 11 818 12 274 12 824 13 335   
 

Bilan Carbone® version 7 and ISO 14064 require separate calculation of the emissions 
avoided and/or offset. The table below shows the trend in the emissions avoided and offset 
between 2006 and 2012. 
 

Avoided / offsetting (tonnes CO2 eq.) 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

1. Energy consumption 0 0 0 0 0 0 -14 630 

2. Leakage of refrigerant gases 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 593 

3. Freight 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

4. Transport of persons 0 0 0 -102 -589 -630 -9 942 

5. Supplies, equipment and services 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6. Direct waste -288 -306 -504 -522 -1 327 -1 266 -164 

7. Fixed assets 0 0 0 0 0 0  

Total 
-288 -306 -504 

-
623 

-1 
915 -1 895 26 329 

 

As the table shows, in 2011 the emission of 1309 tonnes of CO2 was avoided as a result of 
waste recycling and 630 tonnes of CO2 were offset (108.70 tonnes for flights by the 
Greens/EFA political group, 320.83 tonnes for flights by the ALDE political group and 200 
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tonnes for the delegation to Cancun). These figures accounted for approximately 2.11% of the 
total carbon footprint in 2011. 
 
In 2012, direct waste avoided far less CO2 emissions. The emission factors changed between 
2011 and 2012. Recycled mixed waste has had a zero conversion factor since the appearance 
of Version 7 of the software package. 
The Greens/EFA Group also offset its flights in 2012 (205 tonnes). 
 
Lastly, due to the Bureau decision of 12 September 2011 on the establishment of a CO2 
offsetting system, Parliament was able to offset 25 959 tonnes of CO2 in 2012. 
The breakdown of the offsetting was as follows: 
 14 630 t: energy consumption (Chapters 1.1 and 1.2); 
 1 593 t: leaks of refrigerant gas (Chapter 2); 
 2 809 t: staff missions between the three places of work (Chapter 4.1.2); 
 6 324 t: staff missions outside the three places of work (Chapter 4.1.3); 
 476 t: transport using official cars and coaches (Chapter 4.2.1); 
 128 t: official cars used by the EP’s management (Chapter 4.3). 

This offsetting represented nearly 28% of CO2 emissions in 2011. 
 
The same offsetting system will be used for the same categories in 2012. 
 

The graph below shows the evolution of the carbon footprint per FTE between 2006 and 2012 
for the major sectors. 

EP carbon footprint per FTE                             

Empreinte carbone du PE par FTE                                                                                           
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In 2006 the main emissions came from ‘Energy consumption’ and ‘Transport of persons’. In the 
area of ‘Energy consumption’, emissions fell very significantly, from 3.5 tonnes to 1.4 tonnes of 
CO2 per FTE (influence of the introduction of ‘green electricity’), while the emissions generated 
by the ‘Transport of persons’ fell only slightly, from 3.5 to 3.4 tonnes of CO2 per FTE between 
2006 and 2012. 
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In 2012, emission flows broke down as follows: 
 

7. FIXED ASSETS 

(ACTIFS FIXES); 

19%

6. DIRECT WASTE 

(DECHETS); 0%

5. SUPPLIES OF 

EQUIPMENT AND 

SERVICES 

(FOURNITURES ET 

SERVICES); 10%

4. TRANSPORT OF 

PERSONS 

(TRANSPORT DE 

PERSONNES); 49%

3. FREIGHT (FRÊT); 

1%

2. LEAK OF 

REFRIGERANT 

GASES (FUITE 

FLUIDES 

REFRIGERANTS); 

1%

1. ENERGY 

CONSUMPTION 

(CONSOMMATION 

ENERGETIQUE); 

20%

 
 

- ‘Transport of persons’ (49.0% of the total). For further details see section 9.6.3.4. 
- ‘Fixed assets’ (19.1% of the total; this covers, inter alia, emissions produced during 

construction of the buildings occupied by the EP and during the manufacture of the EP’s IT 
equipment). For further details see section 9.6.3.7. 

- Energy consumption in buildings (20.2% of the total). For further details see sections 
7.6.3.1, 3.2.2.4 and 3.2.2.5. 

- External provision of products and services (10.1% of the total). For further details see 
section 9.6.3.5. 

- Leakage of refrigerant gases (1.3% of the total). For further details see section 9.6.3.2. 
- Goods transport (0.6% of the total). 
- Waste (0.4% of the total). For further details see sections 9.6.3.6 and 3.3. 

 
With regard to CO2 emissions the European Parliament should focus its efforts on the first four 
areas, which account for 97.6% of the total carbon footprint. These are the categories where 
we can significantly reduce our carbon footprint. However, certain opportunities for 
improvement should not be neglected in relation to the three last categories of emissions. It 
may be easy to find measures in these categories which would be simple and economical to 
implement. Moreover, certain fields have a strong impact in terms of their high profile, while 
others have a significant impact in fields other than CO2 emissions. 
 
A detailed analysis of the evolution of the various flows making up the carbon footprint between 
2006 and 2012 follows in the sections below. The evolution of each emissions category (flow) 
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is presented visually, using graphs and ‘smileys’. The first graph (pie chart) shows the 
contribution made by the category being analysed to the total carbon footprint in 2012. 
The second graph (first histogram) shows the evolution of the category being analysed 
weighted by FTE between 2006 and 2012. This histogram is accompanied by a ‘smiley’ to 
simplify the interpretation of the data. 
The third graph (second histogram) shows the evolution of the impact of this category (per 
FTE) on the total carbon footprint49 between 2006 and 2012. 
  
A smiling face indicates a reduction in emissions between 2006 and 2012, whereas a sad face 
indicates an increase in emissions over the same period.  
 
An analysis of the number of happy faces compared to sad faces allows conclusions to be 
drawn as to the proportion of categories in which emissions rose between 2006 and 2012, as 
against those in which emissions fell (see table below). The results show that emissions were 
reduced in most of the categories. However, it should be noted that in some cases reductions 
were not the result of projects and sustainable improvements but arose from external or 
circumstantial factors (such as a warmer winter, resulting in lower spending on heating). Efforts 
still need to be made to ensure that the reductions are genuinely permanent.  

                                                 
49 In other words, the extent to which the total carbon footprint increased or decreased as a result of the evolution 

of that specific category. 
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62%

38%

 
Number of categories that 

increased/decreased their 

emissions 

Description of categories (in brackets the impact of their 

evolution on the total carbon footprint) 
Comments 

6 
 

L
 

 Gas consumption (+0.8%) 
 Network heating and cooling (+0.1%) 
 Leakage of refrigerant gases (+0.2%) 
 Staff missions outside the three places of work (+0.5%) 
 Travel at meeting venues outside the three places of work 

(meetings of the political groups) (0.0%) 
 Transport of visitors (+0.9%) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Future actions must enable 

emissions to be reduced on a 

lasting basis. 

10 J  

 Fuel oil consumption (-0.1%) 
 Electricity (-23.1%) 
 Freight transport (-0.3%) 
 Home-work commuting by staff and parliamentary assistants (-

0.5%) 
 Staff missions between the three places of work (-1.6%) 
 Official vehicles (-0.2%) 
 MEP travel outside the three places of work (-0.3%) 
 Purchase of external supplies and services (-0.7%) 
 Waste treatment (0.0%) 
 Emissions from construction/manufacture of fixed assets (-

2.0%) 

 
 
Graphic analysis of the evolution of the European Parliament’s carbon footprint by 
emission category 
 
 

9.6.3.1 Energy consumption 
 

This category covers the emissions linked to the use of fossil fuels for the production of 
electricity and heat for the European Parliament’s buildings. 
 
In sections 9.6.3.1.1 to 9.6.3.1.4 we analyse CO2 emissions produced as a result of the 
consumption of the different types of energy in the European Parliament’s buildings. 
 
9.6.3.1.1 Emissions from natural gas consumption 
 
Natural gas is a fossil fuel used for heating in many of the European Parliament’s buildings. 
Natural gas combustion releases CO2 into the atmosphere.  
 

 

L
J
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For a more detailed analysis of the consumption of natural gas, see section 3.2.2.5. 
 
 
9.6.3.1.2 Emissions from fuel oil consumption 
 
Fuel oil is a fossil fuel used for heating in some of the European Parliament’s secondary 
buildings and for emergency generators. Its combustion releases CO2 emissions into the 
atmosphere. 
 

 
For a more detailed analysis of the consumption of fuel oil, see section 3.2.2.5. 
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9.6.3.1.3 Emissions from district heating/cooling 
 
District heating is centralised heat production (e.g. in a cogeneration unit, or simultaneous 
production of heat and electricity) providing heat for an area or district. The EP used this only 
for three buildings in Luxembourg in 2012. District heating is used by the TOA, TOB and PRE 
Buildings, and is produced by means of cogeneration available on the Plateau du Kirchberg 
(simultaneous production of electricity and heat). District cooling is used only in TOA and TOB. 
It is produced by means of tri-generation (simultaneous production of electricity, heat and 
cooling).  

 
 
For a more detailed analysis, see section 3.2.2.5.  
 
 
9.6.3.1.4 Emissions from electricity consumption 
 
Electricity production normally results in CO2 emissions at production plants. This is due to the 
combustion of fossil fuels (gas, coal, oil, etc.) and, to a lesser extent, the use of nuclear power 
stations. In the Bilan Carbone™ method, these emissions are attributed to the consumer of the 
electricity. 
Since 2008, 100% of the electricity used by the European Parliament has come from 
renewable sources. In the case of Brussels and Strasbourg, only one source of renewable 
energy is used (hydropower), whereas in Luxembourg several sources are used. 
Emissions from these sources are therefore close to zero. Close, but not equal, to zero. Some 
renewable sources emit CO2, but in very small quantities. For example, photovoltaics produce 
0.055g of CO2/kWh, while natural gas generates 0.236g CO2/kWh PCI. 
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For a more detailed analysis of the consumption of electricity, see section 3.2.2.4. 
 
  
 

9.6.3.2 Emissions from leakage of refrigerant fluids 

 

Greenhouse gases can be generated not only during the combustion of fossil fuels (coal, oil 
and gas), but also during cooling and refrigeration. Poor adjustment of equipment or wear and 
tear permitting leaks from installations may allow refrigerant fluids to escape which, even in 
small quantities, have a considerable impact on the ozone layer. They have a far greater 
impact on the greenhouse effect than carbon dioxide does. Gases such as R134a, R407c or 
R410a have an impact on the ozone layer which is 1500, 1700 and 2000 times more powerful 
respectively than that of CO2. The European Parliament uses this type of gas for various 
purposes: to produce conditioned air (heating or cooling), as a gas to convey heat in 
refrigerators used by the canteens and by staff, in drinks vending machines, etc.  Emissions 
caused by refrigerant fluids are estimated on the basis of the refilling of the installations50. 
 

Since 2006, new buildings with installations containing these refrigerant fluids have been 
inaugurated. The total number of EP buildings rose from 21 to 27 in 2012. This therefore 
means that there were more of these emissions than in 2006. 
 

The pie chart given below shows the quantity of each type of gas refilled in 2012 (excluding 
R22, a non-Kyoto gas). 
 
 

 

                                                 
50 For the reference year 2006, gas leakages were estimated on the basis of the installations’ capacity and then 

recalculated to take into account the variation caused by introducing the new metering method based on refilling 

quantity. 
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9.6.3.3 Emissions from the transport of goods 

 
This category covers carbon dioxide emissions caused by goods transport for purposes linked 
to the activities of the European Parliament. 
 
It is divided into two categories. The first category relates to ‘internal transport’, i.e. between the 
European Parliament’s three main places of work. This type of transport is exclusively by road. 
It comprises primarily the transport of mail, but also includes the transport operations required 
for part-sessions and for other purposes. The second category comprises ‘external transport’, 
i.e. outside the three main places of work. This is mainly connected with external meetings and 
conferences. It may be carried out by road, air or sea.  
 

 
Emissions associated with this category have fallen very significantly since 2006 (by nearly 
45%). This is because of a number of measures taken by the departments responsible. These 
include purchasing new, more eco-friendly lorries (a codicil to the framework contract was 
signed for the transport of trunks from Brussels to Strasbourg and back, under which all lorries 
used by Parliament must meet the Euro 5 standard from 1 July 2011). In addition, the EP has 
undertaken to apply a new standard in the year after it is published.  
Although its contribution to the EP’s overall carbon footprint is very small (around 0.6%), this 
category has a big impact in terms of communication and setting an example. Moreover, the 
departments responsible are very involved in efforts to reduce the carbon footprint. 
 

9.6.3.4 Emissions from the transport of persons 

 
This category covers carbon dioxide emissions linked to the transport of persons in the context 
of the activities of the European Parliament. It covers the following categories of people: 
Members of the European Parliament, staff and parliamentary assistants, transport by official 
car and visitors.  
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The following pie chart shows the breakdown of types of person in accordance with these 
categories. 

 
The sections below give a detailed analysis of each category. 
 
9.6.3.4.1 Home-work commuting by staff and parliamentary assistants 
 
Members of staff and parliamentary assistants commute from home to work and back again 
every working day. They may travel by car, bus, bike, train, etc. For a more detailed analysis, 
see sections 3.2.1.3 and 3.2.2.6. 
Information about the home-work distance and the means of transport used to get to 
Parliament has been obtained by means of a mobility survey carried out using questionnaires 
in 2008. 

 
 
Emissions associated with this category have fallen very significantly since 2006 (by more than 
10%). 
The European Parliament has adopted a policy of encouraging staff to use public transport. A 
100% subsidy for season tickets for Luxembourg City buses, and a corresponding 50% subsidy 
in Brussels, combined in the latter case with partial funding of a rail season ticket in Belgium, 
have contributed to this favourable development. 

56%
31%

12%

1%

Personnel et assistants parlementaires

Députés du PE

Voitures officielles

Visiteurs
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9.6.3.4.2 Staff missions between the three places of work 
 
Members of staff travel between the European Parliament’s three main sites (Brussels, 
Luxembourg and Strasbourg) for meetings, and in particular to Strasbourg (accounting for the 
bulk of emissions) for part-sessions. 

 
 
CO2 emissions have fallen a great deal since 2006 (by 47%). The main reason for this 
reduction is the replacement of flights with a train service between Brussels and 
Strasbourg (replacement of charter flights with the Thalys service). While flights 
accounted for 26% of the total distance travelled between the three places of work in 2006, 
they accounted for only 3% in 2012. As far as the train is concerned, this percentage rose from 
16% in 2006 to 42% in 2012. 
In view of the measures taken and the new modes of transport favoured by staff, it seems that 
these new travelling habits are becoming established, suggesting that the fall will be 
permanent. 
 
Nonetheless, it should be borne in mind that in 2012 there was a modified calendar of 
parliamentary sessions, which necessitated fewer journeys to Strasbourg. The 2013 calendar is 
likely to be similar to that of 2011, which means that emissions caused in this way are liable to 
be greater than in 2012. 
 
 

9.6.3.4.3 Staff missions outside the three places of work 
 

Staff travel outside the three places of work for a variety of reasons. These include meetings at 
external offices or the requirement to work as support staff for external parliamentary meetings. 
Most of the emissions are generated by air travel. On short-haul flights staff travel in 
economy class, and on long-haul flights, in business class. 
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Business class v economy class 
From a carbon point of view, it is important to distinguish between economy and business 
class. Aeroplanes emit an enormous quantity of greenhouse gases when flying, as a result of 
kerosene combustion. When someone travels by plane, they are not responsible for the total 
amount of the plane’s emissions. They are divided among the passengers according to the 
cabin space that each of them occupies. That is why business class passengers are allocated 
more emissions for the same flight than those travelling economy. In other words, if planes only 
had economy class, they could carry more passengers and fewer planes would be needed. 
Normally, it is possible to fit in more than twice as many seats in economy class as in business 
class (52 as against 24). On short-haul flights, even though the seat configuration is the same, 
airlines keep a seat empty next to each business-class seat, to give the passenger more 
space. In both cases, business class flights should be given a carbon penalty compared to 
economy class flights, in line with the Bilan Carbone™ approach. 

 
 

This is why, from the point of view of Bilan Carbone™, it is preferable to apply a policy of 
permitting only economy-class flights for staff on short-haul flights. 
 
9.6.3.4.4 Official cars and buses  
 

MEPs and some senior staff members are entitled to travel by official car (e.g. between the 
airports in Brussels or Strasbourg and the EP or their hotel). In addition, buses are used in 
Strasbourg to provide a shuttle service between the airport and the European Parliament.  
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Although this category makes only a small contribution to the EP’s carbon footprint, its 
reduction is significant: around 25%. 
 
The reductions in this area are due, on the one hand, to the decrease in the total distance 
travelled by Members in official cars by around 600 000 km between 2006 and 2012 and, on 
the other hand, to the efforts made by the service responsible, which is continuing to implement 
its CO2 emission reduction policy. Thus, when purchasing official cars, the focus has been on 
low-emission vehicles, with the requirement being that cars should meet the Euro 5 standard 
and that CO2 emissions should be no higher than 154 g/km – the European average for all cars 
for 2008 (latest year for which figures are available). In January 2010 the service responsible 
signed a new framework contract for Members’ transport in Strasbourg, under which all 
limousines used by Parliament must meet the Euro 5 standard and have a maximum CO2 
emission level of 140 g/km up to 31 November 2012, and 130 g/km beyond that date. 
 
The service concerned is encouraging the purchase of the least polluting models available in 
each vehicle segment. The service also signed a codicil to the framework contract for 
Members’ transport in Brussels, under which all limousines used by the European Parliament 
have been required to meet the Euro 5 standard since 1 January 2011. These various 
measures seem to have caught on, so the results achieved are lasting. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 112/117 DV\1002480EN.doc 

EN 

9.6.3.4.5 MEPs: Meetings outside the three places of work (political groups, committees 
and interparliamentary delegations) 

 
Members’ duties require them to travel outside the three places of work and outside Europe for 
meetings of Delegations, Committees and Political Groups. 

 
 
 
 
The reduction in this category is due to the fall in the distance travelled (-10%).  
 
In 2006, travel connected with political group meetings accounted for more than half the 
distance travelled (61%), whereas in 2012 it represented only 21%. 
 
Given the strategic importance of this category for the European Parliament, and the fact that 
there are no plans to reduce MEPs’ political activities in this area, solutions need to be found to 
obtain reductions without undermining political activities. 
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9.6.3.4.6 Travel by MEPs and staff at meeting venues (meetings of the political groups 
outside the three places of work) 

 

For political group meetings outside the three places of work, emissions from travel at the 
meeting venues are also included in the calculations. This is possible as a result of the efforts 
of the competent service, which began to include information on CO2 in meeting reports in 
2009. 
 

 

 
Although it has only a small impact on the carbon footprint, its increase between 2006 and 
2012 is very significant (+132.4%).  
However, the values must be weighted to take account of the fact that they were not so well 
monitored in 2006. The precision of measurement in 2012 resulted in values closer to reality 
and therefore higher. 
Moreover, a problem with the transmission of data for calculating CO2 volumes in 2008 (see 
graph) resulted in a system being set up in 2009 to provide information on CO2 emissions in 
meeting reports. 
 
 

9.6.3.4.7 Travel by subsidised visitors (sponsored groups and non-sponsored groups) 
Visitors travel to come to the European Parliament’s buildings. The only visitors that are 
included in Parliament’s carbon footprint are those whose travel costs are refunded by the 
institution (i.e. subsidised groups). There are two types of subsidised groups: SGs (groups 
subsidised and sponsored by an MEP) and NSGs (groups that are subsidised but are not 
sponsored by an MEP). In 2012, a questionnaire inquiring about the main means of transport 
used to reach one of the three places of work was completed by each subsidised visitor. The 
information gathered made it possible to arrive at a breakdown of visitors by means of transport 
used, country of origin and place of work visited. This breakdown was applied to the years 
2012 and 2006 in order to obtain a more objective comparison.  
What is more, in 2006 the data had been obtained by means of hypotheses.  
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Visitors account for a not insignificant proportion of the EP’s carbon footprint. 
It may be concluded that more visitors from countries which favour means of transport that emit 
less carbon dioxide visited the EP in 2012, as the number of visitors rose by 17% between 
2006 and 2012. 
 
 

 
 

9.6.3.5 Emissions from the purchase of external equipment, supplies and services 

This category covers emissions arising from supplies to the EP. It involves ascertaining the 
quantities delivered to the European Parliament – e.g. paper, envelopes, toner and ink 
cartridges, small office supplies, food purchased by canteens and restaurants (white meat, red 
meat, fish, bread, cheese, milk and other dairy products, oil and sugar), catering supplies and 
other items. It also covers the services provided to the European Parliament by third parties, 
including: consultancy services, external translation and interpreting, cleaning, building 
maintenance and security. It should be stressed that the method used to calculate the impact of 
external services was improved in 2011, so as to ensure that work carried out inside the 
buildings is not counted twice.  
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The decrease in the volume of emissions is a direct result of a reduction in paper consumption. 
For further information on paper see section 3.5.  
 

9.6.3.6 Emissions from waste production and treatment 

The carbon emissions in this area are mainly produced as a result of transport operations, 
energy use in the various treatments, gas emissions during incineration processes and the 
release of methane and other greenhouse gases during decomposition at storage sites. 

 
 
The increase in waste sorting is the main reason for the lower emissions in this category. It 
increased from 47% in 2006 to more than 63% in 2012 while the quantity produced increased 
slightly (6%). 
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Waste treatment differs from the other categories in that recovery (of energy or materials) is 
possible. Such recovery is integrated through the concept of avoided emissions (see section 
9.6.3), which highlights treatments ‘that offer recovery’ as opposed to those that do not. In the 
Bilan Carbone™ system, avoided emissions are calculated separately. 
 

The contribution of waste to the carbon footprint is not significant and the waste emission 
results should be interpreted with caution. For further information on waste see section 3.3.  
 
 

9.6.3.7 Emissions from construction and manufacture of fixed assets  
 

This category covers the carbon dioxide emissions produced during the construction or 
manufacture of fixed assets and durable goods belonging to or leased by the European 
Parliament. Specifically, the various categories of fixed assets included in this section cover 
buildings, office furniture, IT equipment and other equipment (e.g. kitchen equipment). The 
emissions for this category (e.g. the total emissions produced during the construction of a 
building or manufacture of a piece of IT equipment) are ‘amortised’ over the useful life of the 
fixed assets. 

 

The two most important categories are IT equipment, contributing 50% of the total footprint in 
this category, and the buildings occupied by Parliament, accounting for 46%. The fall in the 
figures for fixed assets is more due to full amortisation of certain buildings or pieces of IT 
equipment. If a sustainable reduction in this type of emissions is to be achieved, either 
environmental criteria will need to be applied to building construction and the manufacture of IT 
equipment or IT equipment volumes will need to be reduced, with other technologies being 
used instead. As regards buildings, an eco-friendly construction system is being used for the 
new KAD Building in Luxembourg (see section 3.2.1.1). Consideration is being given to how IT 
equipment might be replaced by other technologies. As regards furniture, since 2008 there has 
been ‘sustainably managed wood’ certification for 100% of the European Parliament’s furniture. 
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The emissions generated during the manufacture of IT equipment add 9.4% to the total 
footprint. The equipment which contributes most to the carbon footprint is PCs and flat screens. 
That is why emission reduction measures should focus primarily on these two elements. 
 

It should be noted that by introducing more efficient technologies, the IT Directorate is playing a 
very important role in reducing the EP’s electricity consumption and emissions in other areas. 
For example, the introduction of more videoconferencing units would help to reduce emissions 
caused by the transport of persons (see section 9.6.3.4), even though this would increase the 
emissions in the ‘fixed assets’ category. Electricity consumption would also decrease as a 
result of the purchase of more efficient equipment (evolution of electricity consumption in 
section 3.2.2.4). However, these two aspects are not dealt with in this section, which focuses 
solely on the emissions generated during construction and equipment manufacture. 
 

 

 

 


