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Abstract

:

Green Public Procurement (GPP) is defined as a process of contracting products, services, and works with the least possible damage to the environment during their life cycle. In order to improve the knowledge about GPP, a study of the use of environmental tendering criteria in the Spanish public construction sector has been performed. The results of this study show that the use of environmental criteria in Spanish public sector construction procurement is low in comparison to a certain group of countries, known as “Green 7”, in the European Union. Environmental criteria is the fourth criterion in importance, but its weight in the global of the process is much lower than other criteria such as price, memory of the construction process and the delivery time. National administrations use environmental criteria more frequently because they have more resources and staff training about environmental issues. Environmental criteria are more used in the tendering of civil projects and works whose budget exceeds ten million euro due to the environmental impact of these kind and/or size of projects.
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1. Introduction


Construction activities have a significant impact on the environment [1,2,3], so it is necessary to develop processes that are more friendly to the environment. Some of these tools are the Environmental Impact Assessment process (EIA), Environmental Management Systems (EMS), Sustainable Building Tools (SBT), Eco-labelling and Green Contracts [4,5,6,7,8,9,10].



Public procurement of the construction sector is divided into works, services, and products. According to the regulatory framework of the European Union [11,12], works include buildings, large infrastructures or reforms that result from the construction process. Services define the operations performed by technicians who are involved in the process, such as architects, engineers, cleaning companies or security companies. Finally, products are defined as the different elements or materials used to make the works or to complete the facility.



For works, EIA and SBT are the most used tools. The EIA process is a set of systematic technical studies that provide an estimate of the effects and the importance of a project on the environment [13]. There are a set of projects, as large infrastructures and industrial activities, which are mandatory to be submitted to the EIA process. Buildings or minor facilities are not submitted to EIA and SBT allow one to assess the building sustainability from a list of criteria related to the environment, such as water consumption, energy consumption, thermal or acoustic insulation, etc. Some of these SBT tools are Building Research Establishment Environmental Assessment Method (BREEAM), Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED), Green Star [8,14] or VERDE, as it is called in Spain [15]. These criteria for assessing the sustainability of buildings could be established from the ISO 21929-1:2011 norm [16]. This standard establishes a core set of indicators to be considered in the assessment of the sustainable development of new or existing buildings, regarding their design, construction, operation, maintenance, refurbishment, and end of life.



For products and for services, such as for example the Ecolabel group of “holiday accommodations” [17], Eco-labelling is the main tool used. It is a voluntary method of environmental performance certification and a form of labelling that is supported by procedures and criteria that are usually defined in standards or regulations [18,19]. Three examples in Europe are Nordic Swan, Blauer Engel, and European Union Eco-label. Furthermore, Eco-labels result from criteria that consider the environmental impacts products (or services) may have throughout their life cycle to ensure that the label gives consumers/users the possibility to choose the products that are least harmful to the environment [20,21].



Finally, EMSs are typically used as requirements for services, construction companies or sometimes for the whole construction process [9,22,23]. An EMS is a set of processes and practices that enable an organization to reduce its environmental impact and increase its operating efficiency [18,24]. The EMS itself does not dictate a level of environmental performance that must be achieved; each company’s EMS is tailored to the company's business and goals.



EIA, SBT, Eco-labelling and EMS allow the establishment of positive characteristics for the environment of the infrastructures, buildings, products, or services. These characteristics can be used in the purchasing or contracting process, i.e., can be formulated in Green Contracts. Palmujoki et al. [25] defined Green Contracts as the introduction of one or more environmental aspects in the contracting of products, services, and works. Large and Thomsen [26] defined Green Purchasing as the integration of environmental considerations into purchasing policies, programs, and actions.



In public procurement, the definitions employed for green contracts are Green Government Procurement (GGP) [27] or Eco-procurement [10], although the more frequently used term is Green Public Procurement (GPP). These terms are defined as “a process whereby public authorities seek to produce goods, services and works with a reduced environmental impact throughout their life cycle when compared to goods, services and works with the same primary function that would otherwise be procured” [28].



Public procurement accounts for approximately 10% to 15% of the gross domestic product of developed countries [29,30], and in other countries, these values are even greater [31,32,33]. In other words, the states themselves and their different organizations are among the primary consumers of products, services, and works in national markets. Public procurement is therefore important for the development of Green Public Procurement and creating a more sustainable construction sector.



The criteria used in contracting (both in the public and private sectors) that account for aspects of the environment are defined as environmental criteria.



For example, in a work submitted to the EIA process, environmental criteria can be selected from the corrective and/or the compensatory measures proposed in the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) or in the public participation process. Uttam et al. [34] cited air quality improvement, the development of green spaces and reduction of the impact of excavations as some of environmental criteria. Another example of environmental criteria is shown in the work of Parikka-Alhola and Nissinen [35]. In a case study of the purchase of a goods transportation service, they compare three environmental criteria: life cycle assessment, a method for calculating the lifetime cost of emissions and fuel consumption and an environmental criterion that favors new environmentally sound technology.



Analysis of environmental criteria can be considered as a part of the study of GPP, which is an incipient topic of public procurement and sustainable development, so with the objective of enlarge the knowledge of GPP, this research about environmental criteria has been developed.



The main objective of this study is to analyze the use of environmental criteria in the Spanish public works procurement environment. Furthermore, another objective of this paper is to compare the use of environmental criteria in the Spanish public construction sector with the public construction sectors of other countries. The results contribute to the knowledge about GPP and can help politicians and public contractors know the current situation and to develop more and better the use of environmental criteria. The paper is divided in six sections. The first section is the introduction on the topic. The Background section describes GPP and the regulatory framework in the European Union and Spain. In section three, the method is developed. In section four, the results of the use of environmental criteria in tendering Spanish public works sector are presented, and in section five, the results are compared with those of other countries. Finally, section six presents the conclusions of this article.




2. Background


In the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) held in Johannesburg in 2002, an implementation plan to support regional and national initiatives was created to accelerate the shift towards Sustainable Consumption and Production (SCP) themes and de-link economic growth from environmental degradation. As a result, in June 2003, the Marrakech process was launched as a global multi-stakeholder process to support the implementation of SCP and create the Marrakech task forces with the participation of experts from developing and developed countries to support the implementation of specific projects on specific SCP themes. One of the seven task forces was “Sustainable Buildings and Construction” led by Finland, whose objectives include promoting sustainable public procurement.



In the last decade, GPP has made notable advances worldwide; for example, studies were carried out in the United States [36], South Africa [37,38] and Asia [39,40]. Similarly, ambitious objectives for GPP have been planned in Europe, and a great number of countries have announced their own development programs [27,41]. Therefore, GPP must become one of the primary pillars in the environmental politics of the European Union and its allied members in the near future [42]. Related to this, some research groups have distinguished between “Green 7” (Austria, Denmark, Finland, Germany, Great Britain, The Netherlands, and Sweden) and the “Other 18” [43,44,45] based on the use of GPP. Although development in some countries, the uptake of green procurement is slow. Moreover, innovative solutions are weakly supported by public procurement [46,47].



Some studies have been carried out on GPP dealing with the acquisition of products. Li et al. [48] studied governmental computer purchasing at state level in the USA and determined that environmentally responsible public procurement can also be seen as a driving force in the integration of environmental product policy instruments. Bouwer et al. [43], in their analysis of green criteria carried out from 1000 tender documents in EU countries, showed that among calls for tenders, on average, 45% included some type of environmental criteria, reaching 55% in Finland.



Nissinen et al. [45] studied a sample of calls for tenders from Denmark, Finland, and Sweden between the years 2003 and 2005. They conducted a detailed analysis of the environmental criteria used in a sample of tenders obtained from Tenders Electronic Daily database (TED-database) and noted the difference between “environmental criteria” and “well-defined environmental criteria”. A well-defined environmental criterion is the one for which the purchasing authority has given the information on how a criterion must be fulfilled and verified. Michelsen and De Boer [49] studied the green procurement practices at a local and regional level in Norway. They showed that GPP is significantly more established in large municipalities than in small ones because large municipalities have more resources for establishing a purchasing department which can generate knowledge and develop purchasing strategies.



Parikka-Alhola et al. [44] studied a sample of calls for tenders in Denmark, Finland, and Sweden and found that in the product groups with potential environmental criteria, green criteria were present in 37% of awards decisions. Here, the weight accounted for 5%–20% of the award criteria with an average weight for green criteria of 3.3%.



In their econometric analysis, Testa et al. [50] showed the dimension of public authorities and that the level of awareness of the existing tools for supporting GPP have a positive and significant effect on the probability that they adopt GPP practices. Igarashi et al. [51], in their analysis of a sample of Information and Communication Technology (ICT) tenders from Norway, show that the environmental criteria were the third most frequent award criteria after price and quality, but the average weight was lower than all other award criteria.



Testa et al. [52] analyse some aspects of GPP through a survey of managers in charge of administrative functions at the municipalities of Tuscany (Italy), and they show that it is necessary to develop successful strategies, well-trained personnel and dispose of guidelines and tools for GPP.



Most of the research on GPP is based on questionnaires filled in by the contracting authorities and the purchasing departments of private companies (analysis of environmental criteria in the private sector). One of the common conclusions is that the respondents tend to exaggerate the application of environmental criteria or practices, which are unrealistic when contrasted with the calls for tenders and the subsequent contractual clauses [25,44,50,53,54].



An additional difficulty identified in all GPP studies is the vagueness and lack of clarity of the environmental criteria themselves [33,43,49]. In many occasions, highly generic criteria are used, making it difficult for the contracting authority to verify that they have complied with the criteria. In fact, many times, contracting authorities do not consider this option because the contracts do not include the monitoring and inspection of the environmental conditions [25].



Research into works and services has not been given sufficient attention [54,55,56], especially in the definition and application of the criteria in the environmental construction sector. Lam et al. [9] concluded that construction companies in China with EMS have similar attitudes towards green specification as companies without EMS and that simply promoting EMS in the construction industry is not sufficient to force the inclusion of green considerations in construction procurement.



Regulatory Framework in the European Union and Spain


The award of a contract by an administration depends on a number of endpoints. In the European Union and in Spain, Directive 2004/18/EC [57] and Royal Decree 3/2011 [58] respectively, regulate public procurement and describe the tendering criteria that allow the contracting authority to select the Economically Most Advantageous Tender (EMAT). These criteria include price, quality technical merit, aesthetics and functional characteristics, environmental characteristics, running costs, profitability, customer service, technical assistance, delivery date and execution time.



The EMAT, based on several criteria, is traditionally called the procedure contest. The bid is based solely on a single criterion, which inevitably is the price, and the procedure is traditionally known as auction.



The evaluation criteria used can be divided into two groups: the criteria evaluated by formulae and those evaluated by value judgments. For the former, various predetermined formulae can be employed, including aspects such as price, delivery time, and the necessary labour for the project. However, the scores for the criteria assessed by value judgments will always contain some subjective bias by the individual who performs the evaluation. Environmental characteristics can be assessed by value judgements or by formulae, as when data are available from a Life Cycle Analysis (LCA).



The environmental criteria are regarded as a necessary justification that relates the stipulated requirements to their importance from an environmentally friendly point of view [25]. The European Supreme Tribunal of Justice (ESTJ) has ruled that environmental criteria, emissions and noise, for example, must be clearly specified and measurable. This means general and unmeasurable environmental criteria need not be considered. This aims to make the tendering process transparent and equal for everybody [25]. In its 1998 report [59], the European Commission indicated that introducing the environmental aspect into tendering should involve financial advantages for public administrations. The ESTJ established that the environmental criteria did not necessarily have to include an economic dimension [60].



In 2003, the European Commission Report COM 2003/302 [61], marked as one of the targets for environmental improvement, stated that both public and private consumers should be in possession of the maximum information available when selecting a product. One of the means of achieving this objective in the public sector was introducing environmental considerations into public procurement.



The possibility of using environmental aspects in Spanish public procurement already existed before the creation of European Directive 2004/18/CE. In the third ruling of Law 11/1997 dealing with Containers and Container Residue [62], public organizations were obliged to promote the use of reusable and recyclable materials in contracting public works and provisions. As a consequence of this law, the Ministry of Environment issued an Order on 14 October 1997, specifying the criteria to be included in the environmental evaluations, in the particular administrative tenders applicable in contracts drawn up by the Ministry of Environment [63]. For the other Spanish administrations, the Law 48/1999 introduced environmental criteria into tenders in Spain, modifying their initial interpretation in accordance with the ESTJ ruling.



One of the criteria used in the Spanish public procurement was the ISO 14000 Environmental Management System Certification, but such the Advisory Board on State Administrative Contracting (ABSAC) stated, it is a criterion of technical solvency and not as an objective criterion for the adjudication of the contract [64].



In the European Union, parallel regulatory actions have been enacted to promote the acquisition of environmentally friendly products, including Directive 2002/91/CE [65] and Directive 2010/31/UE [66], obliging all buildings, for both residential uses and others, to fulfil the energy efficiency requirements. This European directive has also been adopted in Spain in the Royal Decree 235/2013 [67], which stipulates the obligatory nature of an energy efficiency certificate in all buildings for sale or rent, providing information on the energy characteristics of the property.



Another action of the European Union, for both the building and civil engineering subsectors, is the promotion of the use of Eco-labels and life cycle analysis for the acquisition of products [68,69]. Four large groups are proposed as possible environmental criteria for awarding works in the building subsector. The first is energy efficiency for both the building as a whole, as well as the equipment installed. The second aspect involves construction materials. The demand for sustainable building supplies and the use of life cycle analysis as a tool for selecting efficient materials with a long life cycle are suggested. The third and fourth aspects are measures designed to facilitate waste management (reduction, reuse, and recycling) and the responsible use of water (for example, more rational usage or use of rainwater and grey water).



In order to verify the application of some of these measures, a review of the academic literature about public procurement in Spain was performed. Studies have been focused on the selection of contractors and tendering criteria, not in green public procurement. Ballesteros et al. [70,71] have developed prediction models based on historic time series of auctions and tenders. Pastor et al. [72] focuses on the application of multi-criteria Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP)-Analytic Network Process (ANP) methodologies or the selection of criteria in public contracts. Bendaña et al. [73] studied the implementation of neural networks and diffused techniques in the selection of contractors. Fuentes et al. [74,75] have developed some studies about the Abnormally Low Tenders (ALT), the Economic Scoring Formulae (ESF) and the current status of the Spanish public procurement. Bendaña et al. and Pastor et al. proposed different environmental criteria in their methodologies, such as the environmental characteristics of the company, the environmental management system of the company, and the environmental control of the project. In the development of methodologies with the objective of facilitating their application, the number of criteria is reduced, incorporating the environmental criteria into the criteria corresponding to the project study.



The analysis of the Spanish laws and literature review show environmental criteria can be used in the public procurement for a long time but there is not a study about its use and its importance, so the present research can be added to the body of knowledge, both at national and global level.





3. Methods


The method used in this study is a content analysis of the documents obtained from calls for tenders. Some researchers have used this method in order to study the use of GPP [25,44].



A sample of one hundred cases of public procurement of works between the years 2008–2011 was obtained from the contracting authorities. The data used in this study were projects and tendering documents and they were obtained from the web pages of the contracting authorities and from national databases. This process began in 2011 and continued for a period of six months.



The method is divided into six steps (Figure 1). The first step is to study the project and the tendering documents. In the step two, each case of the sample was analysed to locate any environmental criteria involved in the tenders. These environmental criteria are analysed and classified by subsector (civil engineering or building), geographical scope and project budget. Thereafter, the weight of the environmental criteria is analysed and classified by subsector, geographical scope, and contract execution budget. Finally, the environmental criteria identified are related with other criteria used in the tendering process. In the next step, a discussion and comparison with the results from other countries is included and some measures are proposed to improve the use of environmental criteria in Spanish tendering processes. Lastly, the conclusions are presented.



This analytical method could serve as a guide for future work in order to compare results from the use of other criteria in public procurement, such as social criteria, or to compare the results with the use of environmental criteria in the procurement of products and services. The limitation of this method is the difficulty of getting comprehensive information on the projects, as only part of the documentation is available to bidders and the public.



The files were classified according to various criteria. One of these was the period in which the tendering process took place, with 37% tendered in 2010, 52% in 2011, and 11% in other years.



The construction sector is divided into two subsectors. The building subsector includes all types of buildings: housing, factories, offices, schools, and sports facilities. Civil engineering work includes roads, ports, airports, railways, and water supply pipelines, among others. The sample was composed by 47% of public works and 53% of buildings.



The Spanish administration structure is divided into national scope (central government with ministries and public enterprises), autonomous scope (17 autonomous communities and two autonomous cities (Ceuta and Melilla)), provincial scope, and local scope. Each autonomous community is divided into provinces (provincial scope); e.g., Madrid has one, and Castilla-León has nine. The provinces include cities, towns, and villages with their own local administrations acting at the local scope.



Local administrations composed 42% of the sample (Provincial 5%, Autonomous 37% and National 16%). The territorial distribution of the works in the sample includes at least one tendering process in each of the Spanish autonomous communities. The sample was composed by 93% of contests and 7% of auctions.



Four price levels were established according to the execution budget of the projects. The four levels were between €200,000 and €1,000,000 (23%), between €1,000,001 and €5,000,000 (44%), between €5,000,001 and €10,000,000 (22%) and over €10,000,001 (11%).




4. Results


The results obtained in the tendering analysis show that 35% of the projects studied include references to environmental criteria. The definitions and descriptions of the different environmental tendering criteria identified in the study sample are described in Table 1.



As can be seen in Table 1, the possession of Eco-Management and Audit Scheme (EMAS), ISO 14001, or similar certificates does not appear as an environmental tendering criterion, so the rules of the European Union and Spanish laws are fulfilled.



All the environmental criteria described at Table 1 are valued judgements criteria, there is not criteria valued through formulae, and so environmental criteria can be considered for this sample as a value judgement criteria. Also in the tendering documents there are not a list of minimum requirements for the environmental criteria neither partial scores in function of some of the items offered.



The description of the different environmental criteria is quite similar, it is a list of environmental matters that must be taken into account or a series of possible measures (energy saving, the use of renewable energy, the use of sustainable materials with a long life cycle, etc.) to avoid the degradation of the environmental related with the work. These measures may be found in the GPP recommendations from the European Commission for the contracting of construction works and civil engineering [68].



The distribution of environmental criteria in the construction sector shows that 22 of the 35 tenders belong to the public works subsector (62.9%) and 13 belong to the building subsector (37.1%). In the former subsector, the tenders with environmental criteria account for 22 out of 47 total tenders, i.e., 46.8%. In the building subsector 13 out of 53 tenders had environmental criteria, i.e., 24.5%, which shows that the use of environmental criteria is more common in civil engineering projects.



According to geographical scope, the results show that environmental criteria are used mostly widely by the administrative bodies at the national level, in 62.5% of the cases (10 of 16 projects). In the autonomous regions, this figure was 29.7% (11 of 37 projects), and for the local administrations, 33.3% (14 of 42 projects). There were no cases of environmental criteria being used at the provincial level.



In the analysis between tenders with environmental criteria and the Contract Execution Budget (CEB), the results show that 36.4% of the projects with a CEB between €1,000,001–€5,000,000 and 36.4% of the projects with a CEB between €5,000,001 and €10,000,000 contain environmental criteria. At a national level, 72.7% of the tenders with a CEB greater than €10,000,000 have environmental criteria and only 13.1% in projects with a CEB lower than €1,000,000.



The weighting of the environmental criteria in the total tender was studied. The maximum weight of the environmental criterion is 15 points of a total of 100 points. The average weight of the 35 works of the sample is 5.7 points over a hundred. The most used weight is “5 points”, occurring on 10 occasions.



In Figure 2, the weighting of the environmental criteria is related to the subsector. The environmental criterion has more weight in civil engineering projects than in building projects, in which the weighting was above 10 points in only one of 13 cases.



In Figure 3, the distribution of the weighting of the environmental criteria is related to the geographical scope of the administration. In 57.1% of the tenders of local administrations, the weighting of the environmental criteria ranged between 5 and 9.9 points out of 100. In the autonomous regions, five projects were between 0 and 4.9 points out of 100, and four projects were between 5 and 9.9 points out of 100. At a national level, 50% of the tenders were weighted between 5 and 9.9 points.



If a comparison is made between the weight of the environmental criteria and the CEB (Figure 4), the results show that the most used weighting range for environmental criteria is between 5 and 9.9 points, with 100% for projects with a CEB between €200,000–€1,000,000, 43.8% for projects with a CEB between €1,000,001–€5,000,000, 50% for projects with a CEB between €5,000,001–€10,000,000 and 37.5% for projects with a CEB greater than €10,000,000.



If the sample study is analysed regarding all variables but with the geographical area as a starting point, the following points can be noted:

	
National: There are no tenders in the sample of the building or public works subsector lower than €1,000,000. The maximum weight of the sample (15 points) is for a public works project for more than €10,000,000. The most frequent weighting is 7.5 points (out of 100), and the average weighting is 6.4 points.



	
Autonomous Regions: There are no tenders worth more than €10,000,000. Works with budgets lower than €1,000,000 are public works with a weighting between 5 and 9.9 points. The maximum weighting is 10 points (used twice), and the most frequent weighting is 5 points (four times). The average weighting is 5.1 points.



	
Provincial: None of the tenders in this geographical area involved environmental criteria.



	
Local: The distribution of tenders is more dispersed in this sector. The maximum weighting of the environmental criterion is 10 points, the most frequent is 5 points (five times), and the average weighting is 4.7 points. The tender with the lowest weighting (2.5 points) in the sample is for a public works project with a budget of over €10,000,000.








Another aspect studied was the relationship between environmental criteria and other criteria used in the tendering process. The main criteria have been identified in the 35 projects from the sample. These are, in order by number of appearances, the price (all projects), a descriptive memory of the construction process (33 of 35 projects), the delivery time (33 of 35 projects), the quality systems (24 of 35 projects), the health and safety facilities and procedures (21 of 35 projects), the technical team (14 of 35 projects) and the improvements (11 of 35 projects). No relationship can be established between the weight of the environmental criterion (5.7%) and the weight of the other criteria, but the relative importance of the weight of each criterion in the study sample has been noted. The price is the criterion with the highest weight (47.6%), followed by the memory of the construction process (15.7%) and the delivery time (9.3%). Some other criteria have similar weights to the environmental criteria, such as improvements (4.5%), quality systems (3.8%) and health and safety facilities and procedures (3.3%).



As a final point, a noteworthy characteristic in the study sample is the system of awarding university contracts. Environmental criteria appeared in eight of the 12 cases studied (66.7%), in seven of which the work was in the Building subsector, with an environmental criterion weighting between 3 and 5 points on every occasion. The project involving the civil engineering sector (a work promoted by the University of Valencia) had a weighting for the environmental criteria of 7.5 points.




5. Discussion


5.1. Comparison with the “Green 7”


In the study sample, 35% of the Spanish public administrations use environmental criteria when contracting construction projects. This could be considered as a respectable quantity, but if this value is compared with studies conducted between 2005 and 2006 in the so-called “Green 7” countries it is actually a very low value, especially when taking into account the difference of five years. For example, in the study of 2005, environmental criteria was used more 80% for Sweden, between 70%–80% for Germany, between 60%–70% for Austria, Denmark and United Kingdom and between 50%–60% for Netherlands and Finland [43,44,45]. In comparison with a study conducted in Italy in 2010 by Testa et al. [50] the results are very similar (35% include environmental criteria in the technical evaluation of the companies competing for the tender and 23% as tendering criteria). These two examples confirm the division between the “Green 7” and the “Other 18” made by Bouwer et al. [43] in the study on GPP in the European Union.




5.2. Description of the Environmental Criteria


Table 1 shows the description of the environmental criteria used at the contracts of the sample. All the criteria are assessed as a value judgement and this is all the information for bidders to prepare the technical document of the bid and also is all the information for the administration’s technical staff to assess the bid.



For example, in various criteria, appears the descriptor “Analysis of the organization”. Bidders can suppose that it is the environmental organization of the company or can also suppose that is the environmental organization of the technical staff of the work. Other example could be the descriptor “Reduction of noise levels”, it can mean only a description of actions aimed at the reduction of the noise levels or can mean a description of actions with the numerical reduction of the parameter noise.



These are two examples of descriptors included in many of the environmental criteria pointed in the research, so it is necessary a better definition of the environmental criteria by contract authorities.




5.3. Environmental Plan


The most frequent environmental criterion found in this study is the drawing up of an Environmental Plan (EP). As can be seen in description of the environmental criteria (Table 1) there is a similarity in many of the descriptors of the criteria, so it is necessary a standardization and should be developed a guide for the EP. The information for drawing up the EP must be obtained from the Project, the Environmental Impact Statement (or similar document), the Record of Decision (in the event that the project is subject to an Environmental Impact Assessment), environmental politics, the environmental procedures of the tendering company, and the specific conditions laid down in the contracting of the work. Uttam et al. [34] justified the relationship between EIAs and GPP and the necessity of developing a clear and systematic link between EIA and GPP in order to incorporate the conclusions of the EIA as environmental criteria in the procurement.



The EP should not be merely considered as a document for the evaluation of the environmental criterion during tendering. It should be regarded as a binding document on environmental matters between the administration and the contracting company once the project has been awarded. This would allow the Project Manager and the Environmental Project Manager (if there is one) [76,77] to track and control the environmental measures and actions. The EP should be kept active during the execution of the work and it should adapt to the management systems and environmental measures initially proposed to the different situations and the needs that occur during the process.




5.4. Environmental Management Systems


EMS, ISO 14001, or similar tools are essential for promoting good environmental practices in companies and achieving a sustainable construction system. However, their use as criteria for awarding contracts is controversial. Still, they could act as a filter, which goes against the principle of equality, a fundamental pillar of European public procurement [57]. Environmental criteria must allow for choosing the best offers in relation to aspects directly associated with the contract. The environmental management systems emphasize more indirect or complementary aspects [9,50]. In this case, rules from European directives are fulfilled, and EMS are not used as criteria.




5.5. Green Criteria Across Different Types of Works


The use of environmental criteria is more common in procuring civil engineering works. There are few studies that note this subdivision, but the one carried out by Varnäs et al. [54] on GPP in the Swedish construction sector shows a similar trend.



The dimension of public administration has a certain influence on the use of environmental criteria [49,50]. The environmental criteria can be associated with the geographical scope study. National administrations use this type of criteria more than provincial or local administrations. Among the causes that explain this behaviour are the following: the lack of technical means and environmental knowledge necessary to prepare the contract documents in small administrations, the non-existence of technical guides (prepared by the larger administrations) to facilitate the use of environmental aspects in contracting, and lastly, the technical difficulties that might arise during the subsequent evaluation of tenders [33,43,47,49,52,78].




5.6. Comparing Environmental Weights with Other Studies


The average weighting of the environmental criterion in this study compared to the total tender is 5.7 points out of 100, slightly higher than the 3–5 points obtained by Palmujoki et al. [25] in their research in Sweden and Finland and the 3.3 points obtained by Nissinen et al. [45] in Sweden, Finland and Denmark. This weight is in the fork of the results obtained by Igarashi et al. [51] in Norway. Environmental criterion is the fourth criterion in importance in the study sample (5.7% of weight), after price, memory of the construction process and the delivery time. These results can be compared with the results obtained by Igarashi et al. [51], where environmental criterion was third in frequency (after price and quality) but sixth in weight, after price, quality, delivery time, service and maintenance and cost. According to the Igarashi et al. results and the results from the study could be affirmed that the importance of environmental criteria, both products and works, is still low and GPP has a long way to be implemented at public procurement.



In the same way, the low weights of environmental criteria in comparison with other criteria obtained in this study and in the study of Palmujoki et al. [25] allow to affirm that bidders can conceive environmental criteria as secondary obligations in the bidding process and often makes their study or analysis irrelevant in achieving the work contract.



The results of the study show how the use of environmental criteria is more widespread in projects with budgets higher than €10,000,000 (72.7%) and practically residual in those with budgets below €1,000,000 (13.1%). The financial approach tends to have a more superior weight in the lower-priced tenders than in those with higher amounts [79]. This appears to show a certain relationship between the project’s budget and the use of other tendering criteria apart from price, for instance, environmental criteria.





6. Conclusions


The results of this study show the use of environmental criteria in Spanish public sector construction procurement is low (35%) in comparison to a certain group of countries, known as the “Green 7”, in the European Union. Spanish authorities must make greater use of environmental criteria and one of the first steps would be to develop plans for environmental training of the administration’s technical staff.



The use of environmental criteria in the tenders is higher at national administrations than local or provincial administrations and at projects with higher budgets (in this case more than €10,000,000). This is because national administrations have more economical and technical resources, and their staff are more highly trained in environmental matters for assessing the bids.



The average weighting of the environmental criteria was found to be low (5.7 points out of 100), the fourth in importance in the study of the sample after price, memory of the construction process and the delivery time, but with much difference respect to the previous three. It seems that environmental criteria are therefore, secondary for public authorities and bidders.



Environmental criteria are often not very well defined by administrations in the tender documents and usually they are assessed as a value judgement, making it difficult for bidders to prepare their bids and for the administration’s technical staff to assess them. One of the aspects that should develop is the use of the EP as environmental criterion. A content guide of the EP must be defined and depends on the type of work, it would be adapted and it would reflect the measures to protect the environment to be implanted by the organization during the execution of a project. The EP should be considered also as a contractual document on environmental matters between the administrative body and the contractor.



GPP is an important topic that should be further developed in future because results of the research could help public authorities, project managers, bidders and many stakeholders related with the public construction sector to improve the practical application of measures which promote a sustainable development. With the method detailed in this paper, and given that each administration is free to select its own tendering criteria, a study about the use of environmental criteria in each Spanish autonomous community could complement this research.



Other aspect which should be worked in the future is the development of environmental criteria which quantify the proposed measures of the bidders and can be assessed through formulae in the tendering process.







Acknowledgments


This paper was funded by the Universitat Politècnica de València and UNED, both of Spain.




Author Contributions


José Luis Fuentes-Bargues conceived and designed the experiments. Cristina González-Gaya analyzed the state of the art about Green Public Procurement. Mª Carmen González-Cruz and José Luis Fuentes-Bargues performed the experiments and all authors analyzed the data. José Luis Fuentes-Bargues wrote the paper and Mª Carmen González-Cruz and Cristina González-Gaya revised the document.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Spence, R.; Mulligan, H. Sustainable development and the construction industry. Habitat Int. 1995, 19, 279–292. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tam, C.; Tam, V.W.Y.; Tsui, W. Green construction assessment for environmental management in the construction industry of Hong Kong. Int. J. Proj, Manag. 2004, 22, 563–571. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sev, A. How can the construction industry contribute to sustainable development? A conceptual framework. Sustain. Dev. 2009, 17, 161–173. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hill, R.C.; Bowen, P.A. Sustainable construction: Principles and a framework for attainment. Constr. Manag. Econ. 1997, 15, 223–239. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tan, A.T.T.; Ofori, G.; Briffet, C. ISO 14000: Its relevance to the construction industry of Singapore and its potential as the next industry milestone. Constr. Manag. Econ. 1999, 17, 449–461. [Google Scholar]

	



Ball, J. Can ISO 14000 and eco-labelling turn the construction industry green? Build. Environ. 2002, 37, 421–428. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



MacDonald, J.P. Strategic sustainable development using the ISO 14001 Standard. J. Clean. Prod. 2005, 13, 631–643. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Reed, R.; Bilos, A.; Wilkinson, S.; Schulte, K.W. International Comparison of Sustainable Rating Tools. J. Sustain. Real Estate 2009, 1, 1–22. [Google Scholar]

	



Lam, P.T.I.; Chan, E.H.W.; Chau, C.K.; Poon, C.S.; Chun, K.P. Environmental management system vs. green specifications: How do they complement each other in the construction industry? J. Environ. Manag. 2011, 82, 788–795. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Qiao, Y.; Wang, C. Issues and Challenges in Implementing China’s Green Public Procurement Program. J. Environ. Prot. 2011, 2, 1034–1045. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



European Union. Directive 2004/17/CE of the European Parliament and of the Council of 31 March 2004, coordinating the procurement procedures of entities operating in the water, energy, transport and postal services sectors. Off. J. Eur. Union. 2004, L134, 1–113. [Google Scholar]

	



European Union. Directive 2014/24/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 February 2014 on public procurement and repealing Directive 2004/18/EC. Off. J. Eur. Union. 2014, L94, 65–242. [Google Scholar]

	



European Union. Directive 2014/52/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 April 2014 amending Directive 2011/92/CE on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment. Off. J. Eur. Union. 2014, L124, 1–18. [Google Scholar]

	



Berardi, U. Sustainability Assessment in the Construction Sector: Rating Systems and Rated Buildings. Sustain. Dev. 2012, 20, 411–424. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Macías, M.; García-Navarro, J. Metodología y herramientas VERDE para la evaluación de la sostenibilidad en edificios. Inf. Constr. 2010, 62, 87–100. [Google Scholar]

	



International Organization for Standardization (ISO). ISO 21.929-1:2011. Sustainability in Building Construction. Sustainable Indicators. Part 1: Framework for the Development of Indicators and a Core Set of Indicators for Buildings; International Organization for Standardization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	



European Union. European Commission/Environment/Ecolabel/EU Ecolable for Consumers/EuEcolabelled Products and Services/Holiday Accommodation. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecolabel/eu-ecolabel-products-and-services.html (accessed on 16 May 2015).

	



International Organization for Standardization (ISO). ISO 14020:2000. Environmental Labels and Declarations; General Principles; International Organization for Standardization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2000. [Google Scholar]

	



International Organization for Standardization (ISO). ISO 14001:2004. Environmental Management Systems. Requirements with Guidance for Use; International Organization for Standardization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2004. [Google Scholar]

	



Lavallée, S.; Plouffe, S. The ecolabel and sustainable development. Int. J. Life-Cycle Assess. 2004, 9, 349–354. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Domingues, A.R.; Moreno-Pires, S.; Caeiro, S.; Ramos, T.B. Defining criteria and indicators for a sustainability label of local public services. Ecol. Indic. 2015, 57, 452–464. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Iraldo, F.; Testa, F.; Frey, M. Is an environmental management system able to influence environmental and competitive? The case of the eco-management and audit scheme (EMAS) in the European Union. J. Clean. Prod. 2009, 82, 88–96. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rodríguez, G.; Alegre, F.J.; Martínez, G. Evaluation of environmental management resources (ISO 14001) at civil engineering construction worksites: A case study of the community of Madrid. J. Environ. Manag. 2011, 92, 1858–1866. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts of the Australian Government. Environmental Management System Tool. 2009. Available online: https://www.environment.gov.au/system/files/pages/7d10aa8e-1483-43c4-acfe-d1915d95f271/files/ems-tool.pdf (accessed on 20 May 2015). [Google Scholar]

	



Palmujoki, A.; Parikka-Alhola, K.; Ekroos, A. Green Public Procurement: Analysis on the Use of Environmental Criteria in Contracts. Rev. Eur. Community Int. Environ. Law 2010, 19, 250–262. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Large, R.O.; Thomsen, C.G. Drivers of green supply management performance: Evidence from Germany. J. Purch. Supply Manag. 2011, 17, 176–184. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Geng, Y.; Doberstein, B. Greening government procurement in developing countries: Building capacity in China. J. Environ. Manag. 2008, 88, 932–938. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



European Union. Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions on the Sustainable Consumption and Production and Sustainable Industrial Policy Action Plan. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/pdf/com_2008_397.pdf (accessed on 16 July 2013).

	



Global Trade Negotations (GTN). 2006. Available online: http://www.progressivestates.org (accessed on 1 February 2015).

	



OECD Observer (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development). Bribery in Procurement, Methods, Actors and Counter-Measures. 2007. Available online: https://www.oecd.org/investment/anti-bribery/anti-briberyconvention/44956834.pdf (accessed on 1 February 2015).

	



Wong, J.M.W.; Chiang, Y.H.; Ng, T.S. Construction and economic development: The case of Hong Kong. Constr. Manag. Econ. 2008, 26, 813–824. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Aoyagi, M.; Fréchette, G. Collusion as public monitoring becomes noisy: Experimental evidence. J. Econ. Theory 2009, 124, 883–910. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef][Green Version]

	



Zhu, Q.; Geng, Y.; Sarkis, J. Motivating green public procurement in China: An individual level perspective. J. Environ. Manag. 2013, 126, 85–95. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Uttam, K.; Faith-Ell, C.; Balfors, B. EIA and green procurement: Opportunities for strengthening their coordination. Environ. Impact Assess. Rev. 2012, 33, 73–79. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Parikka-Alhola, K.; Nissinen, A. Environmental impacts and the most economically advantageous tender in public procurement. J. Public Procure. 2012, 12, 43–80. [Google Scholar]

	



Swanson, M.; Weissman, A.; David, G.; Socolog, M.; Davis, K. Developing priorities for greener stage government purchasing: A California case study. J. Clean. Prod. 2005, 13, 669–677. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bolton, P. Government procurement as a policy tool in South Africa. J. Public Procure. 2006, 6, 193–217. [Google Scholar]

	



Bolton, P. Protecting the environment through public procurement: The case of South Africa. Nat. Resour. Forum 2008, 32, 1–10. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ju, M.; Zhang, L.; Ren, H.; Yang, Z. Public Green Procurement in China: Development Course, Program Management and Technical Methods, Sustainable Public Procurement in Urban Administration in China: An Action under Europe’s Aid SWITCH-Asian Program Paper; No. 02-EN/CH; 2009. [Google Scholar]

	



Ho, L.W.P.; Dickinson, N.M.; Chan, G.Y.S. Green Procurement in the Asian Public sector and the Hong-Kong private sector. Nat. Resour. Forum 2010, 34, 24–38. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Carlsson, L.; Waara, F. Environmental concerns in Swedish local government procurement. In Advancing Public Procurement: Practices, Innovation and Knowledge-Sharing; Thai, K.V., Piga, G., Eds.; PrAcademic Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2006; pp. 239–256. [Google Scholar]

	



Tukker, A.; Emmert, S.; Charter, M.; Vezzoli, C.; Sto, E.; Andersen, M.M.; Geerken, T.; Tischner, U.; Lahlou, S. Fostering change to sustainable consumption and production: An evidence based view. J. Clean. Prod. 2008, 16, 1218–1225. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bouwer, M.; De Jong, K.; Jonk, M.; Berman, T.; Bersani, R.; Lusser, H.; Nissinen, A.; Parikka, K.; Szuppinger, P. Green Public Procurement in Europe 2005—Status Overview. Virage Milieu and Management bv, Korte Spaarne 31, 2011 AJ Haarlem, The Netherlands. 2006. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/gpp/pdf/Stateofplaysurvey2005_en.pdf (accessed on 16 July 2013).

	



Parikka-Alhola, K.; Nissinen, A.; Ekroos, A. Green Award Criteria in the Most Economically Advantageous Tender in Public Purchasing. In Advancing Public Procurement: Practices, Innovation and Knowledge-Sharing; Thai, K.V., Piga, G., Eds.; PrAcademic Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2006; pp. 257–279. [Google Scholar]

	



Nissinen, A.; Parikka-Alhola, K.; Rita, H. Environmental criteria in the public purchases above the EU threshold values by three Nordic countries: 2003 and 2005. Ecol. Econ. 2009, 68, 1838–1849. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



European Commission. Guide to Research and Innovation Strategies for Smart Specializations (RIS 3). Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docgener/presenta/smart_specialisation/smart_ris3_2012.pdf (accessed on 16 May 2015).

	



Bratt, C.; Hallstedt, S.; Robert, K.-H.; Broman, G.; Oldmark, J. Assessment of criteria development for public procurement from a strategic sustainability perspective. J. Clean. Prod. 2013, 52, 309–316. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, L.; Geiser, K. Environmentally responsable public procurement (ERPP) and its implications for integrated product policy (IPP). J. Clean. Prod. 2005, 13, 705–715. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Michelsen, O.; De Boer, L. Green procurement in Norway: A survey of practices at the municipal and county level. J. Environ. Manag. 2009, 91, 160–167. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Testa, F.; Iraldo, F.; Frey, M.; Daddi, T. What factors influence the uptake of GPP (green public procurement) practices? New evidence from an Italian survey. Ecol. Econ. 2012, 82, 88–96. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Igarashi, M.; De Boer, L.; Michelsen, O. Investigating the anatomy of supplier selection in green public procurement. J. Clean. Prod. 2015, 108, 442–450. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Testa, F.; Annunziata, E.; Iraldo, F.; Frey, M. Drawbacks and opportunities of green public procurement: An effective tool for sustainable production. J. Clean. Prod. 2016, 112, 1893–1900. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ochoa, A.; Führ, V.; Günther, D. Green purchasing in practice. Experiences and new approaches from the pioneer countries. In Buying into the Environment: Experiences, Opportunities and Potential for Eco-Procurement; Erdmenger, C., Ed.; Greenleaf: Sheffield, UK, 2003; pp. 20–29. [Google Scholar]

	



Varnäs, A.; Balfors, B.; Faith-Ell, C. Environmental consideration in procurement of construction contracts: Current practice, problems and opportunities in green procurement in the Swedish construction industry. J. Clean. Prod. 2009, 17, 1214–1222. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sterner, E. Green Procurement of Buildings. Estimation of Environmental Impact and Life-Cycle Cost. Ph.D. Thesis, Department of Civil and Mining Engineering, Luleá University of Technology, Luleá, Sweden, 2002. Available online: http://epubl.ltu.se/1402-1544/2002/09/LTU-DT-0209-SE.pdf (accessed on 16 May 2015). [Google Scholar]

	



Faith-Ell, C. The Application of Environmental Requirements in Procurement of Road Maintenance in Sweden. Ph.D. Thesis, Land and Water Resources Engineering, Royal Institute of Technology, Stockholm, Sweden, 2005. Available online: http://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:7160/FULLTEXT01.pdf (accessed on 16 May 2015). [Google Scholar]

	



European Union. Directive 2004/18/CE of the European Parliament and of the Council of 31 March 2004, on the coordination of procedures for the award of public works contracts, public supply contracts and public service contracts. Off. J. Eur. Union 2004, L134, 114–240. [Google Scholar]

	



Spain. Royal Decree 3/2011, of 14 November, that approves the Restated Text of the Law on Public Sector Contracts. Bol. Of. Estado 2011, 276, 117729–117914. [Google Scholar]

	



European Comission. COM (1998)/143. Public Procurement in the European Union. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/internal_market/publicprocurement/docs/green-papers/com-98-143_en.pdf (accessed on 16 May 2015).

	



Martínez-Pallares, P.L. Reflexiones sobre la inclusión de aspectos sociales y medioambientales como criterios de adjudicación de los contratos públicos. Contrat. Adm. Pract. 2003, 18, 34–42. [Google Scholar]

	



European Comission. COM (2003)/302. Integrated Product Policy: Building on Environmental Life-Cycle Thinking. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2003/EN/1-2003-302-EN-F1-1.Pdf (accessed on 16 May 2015).

	



Spain. Law 11/1997, of 24 April, on packaging and packaging waste. Bol. Of. Estado 1997, 99, 13270–13277. [Google Scholar]

	



FueyoBros, M.; Rodríguez Prieto, B. Criterios Objetivos de Adjudicación de Contratos en la Administración Pública. Contrat. Adm. Pract. 2003, 23, 45–58. [Google Scholar]

	



ABSAC. Report 73/04 of 11 March 2005. Los Criterios Medioambientales en la Contratación Administrativa. Los Certificados Ambientales Como Criterio de Solvencia. Improcedencia de los Mismos Como Criterio Objetivo de Adjudicación. Available online: http://www.minhafp.gob.es/Documentacion/Publico/D.G.%20PATRIMONIO/Junta%20Consultiva/informes/Informes2005/Informe%2073-04.pdf (accessed on 16 February 2013).

	



European Union. Directive 2002/91/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 December 2002, on the energy performance of buildings. Off. J. Eur. Union 2004, L134, 1–71. [Google Scholar]

	



European Union. Directive 2010/31/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 19 May 2010, on the energy performance of buildings (recast). Off. J. Eur. Union 2010, L153, 13–35. [Google Scholar]

	



Spain. Royal Decree 235/2013, of 5 April, on the basic procedure for the certification of the energy performance of buildings. Bol. Of. Estado 2013, 89, 27548–27562. [Google Scholar]

	



European Union. GPP Criteria. Construction. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/gpp /pdf/toolkit/construction_GPP _product_sheet_es.pdf (accessed on 15 July 2013).

	



European Union. GPP Criteria. Waste Water. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/ consultation/gpp/pdf/draft_eu_gpp_criteria_public_consultation_final.pdf (accessed on 15 July 2013).

	



Ballesteros-Pérez, P.; González-Cruz, M.C.; Pastor-Ferrando, J.P.; Fernández-Diego, M. Theiso-Score Curve Graph. A new tool for competitive bidding. Autom. Constr. 2012, 22, 481–490. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ballesteros-Pérez, P.; González-Cruz, M.C.; Cañavate-Grimal, A. On competitive bidding: Scoring and position probability graphs. Int. J. Proj. Manag. 2013, 31, 434–448. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pastor-Ferrando, J.P.; Aragonés-Beltrán, P.; Hospitaler-Pérez, A.; García-Melón, M. An ANP and AHP based approach for weighting criteria in public works bidding. J. Oper. Res. Soc. 2010, 61, 905–916. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bendaña, R.; Del Caño, A.; De la Cruz, P. Contractor selection: Fuzzy control approach. Can. J. Civ. Eng. 2008, 35, 473–486. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fuentes-Bargues, J.L.; González-Gaya, C. Determination of Disproportionate Tenders in Public Procurement. J. Investig. Manag. 2013, 2, 1–9. [Google Scholar]

	



Fuentes-Bargues, J.L.; González-Gaya, C. Analysis of the Scoring Formula of Economic Criteria in Public Procurement. Int. J. Econ. Behav. Organ. 2013, 1, 1–12. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ruiz-Arriaga, S.; García Sánchez-Colomer, M.R. Análisis descriptivo de la Dirección Ambiental de Obra en las Declaraciones de Impacto Ambiental de proyectos de Ingeniería Civil. Ing. Civ. 2010, 160, 92–101. [Google Scholar]

	



Fuentes-Bargues, J.L.; Ferrer-Gisbert, P.S. Metodología para la Dirección Ambiental de Obra en Obras de Edificación. In Proceedings of XII Spanish National Congress on Environmental, Madrid, Spain, 2014; Available online: http://www.conama2012.conama.org/conama10/download/files/conama2014/CT%202014/1896711453.pdf (accessed on 15 July 2015).

	



Walter, H.; Brammer, S. Sustainable procurement in the United Kingdom public sector. Supply Chain Manag. 2009, 14, 128–137. [Google Scholar]

	



Fuentes-Bargues, J.L. Propuesta Metodológica para la Determinación del Criterio de Adjudicación Económico en los Concursos Públicos. Ph.D. Thesis, Departamento de Ingeniería de Construcción y Fabricación, Universidad Nacional de Educación a Distancia, Madrid, Spain, 2013. Available online: http://e-spacio.uned.es/fez/eserv/tesisuned:IngInd-Jlfuentes/Documento.pd (accessed on 16 February 2013). [Google Scholar]








[image: Ijerph 14 00204 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Study method steps. 
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Figure 2. Number of tenders according to weighting of environmental criteria by the construction subsectors. 
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Figure 3. Number of tenders according to environmental criteria weighting by the geographical scope of the administration. 
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Figure 4. Number of tenders according to environmental criteria weighting by contract execution budget (in euros). 
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Table 1. Environmental Criteria and its description in the study sample.
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Description of the Environmental Criterion

	
Number of Tenders

	
Description






	
Environmental Action Plan

	
7

	
Environmental organization chart of the work team

Environmental management measures: management of land and building materials, country restoration, reduction of waste generation, reduction of air pollution, reduction of water pollution, reduction of soil pollution, noise reduction, reduction of visual impact, reduction of impact on fauna and flora, reduction of use of fossil fuels and use of renewable energy

Proposals of materials to be used: recycled, reusable, etc.




	
Environmental Action

	
5

	
In the execution activities of the works:

	
Use of appropriate environmental materials and products



	
Minimize waste production and recycling



	
Limit or, where appropriate, avoid water consumption



	
Minimize energy consumption, prioritizing the use of alternative energies



	
Minimize noise pollution



	
Location of construction sites, where environmental impact will be minimized



	
Use of environmentally appropriate machinery and equipment









	
Environmental Measures

	
4

	
Reduction of noise levels caused by equipment and machinery

Reduction of the emission of gases

Reduction of waste generation

Use of eco-labeled products or other equivalent quality marks

Reduction of fossil fuel use

Use of alternative energies or energy saving mechanisms

Use of recyclable, reusable or recoverable materials

Use of materials from recycling processes

Use of materials that reduce the noise emission levels




	
Improvements in Environmental Matters

	
3

	
Reduction of noise levels caused by equipment and machinery

Reduction of the emission of gases

Reduction of waste generation

Use of eco-labeled products or other equivalent quality marks

Reduction of fossil fuel use

Use of alternative energies or energy saving mechanisms

Use of recyclable, reusable or recoverable materials

Use of materials from recycling processes

Use of materials that reduce the noise emission levels




	
Management of Paperwork and Execution of Environmental Measures

	
2

	
Reduction of waste generation

Reduction of noise levels

Reduction of the landscape damage

Reduction the risk fire

Measures proposed to minimize the effect on natural vegetation

Measures proposed to minimize the temporary occupation during the execution of the works

Improve proposals to ensure the correct integration of works




	
Environmental Activities and Sustainability Criteria

	
2

	
No description




	
Quality and the Environment

	
2

	
Environmental measures according to the object of the contract




	
Environmental Quality

	
2

	
Use of recyclable, reusable or recoverable materials

Preventive, corrective and compensatory measures according to the Record of Decision or/and the Environmental Impact Study

Certification of timber and/or forestry products derived from sustainably managed forests




	
Environmental Management Plan for the execution of the work

	
2

	
Analysis of the organization, equipment and systems of the company to avoid environmental impacts in the execution of the works.

Environmental measures for saving energy, measures to reduce the emitted radiation of the systems and the equipment and measures to reduce the noise pollution




	
Research and development of environmental measures

	
1

	
No description




	
Relationship of environmental measures proposed for adoption during the execution of the works

	
1

	
Reduction of noise levels

Reduction of the emission of gases

Reduction of waste generation

Management Plan of waste

Use of recyclable, reusable or recoverable materials

Use of alternative energies




	
Environmental Security, Health, and Actions

	
1

	
Environmental Action Plan: identification of units of work which could generate environmental impacts and corrective measures




	
Quality Management, Prevention and Environment, and Research & Development & Innovation (R&D&I)

	
1

	
No description




	
Management and Execution of the contract with procedures that promote quality and respect for the environment.

	
1

	
No description




	
Investment in Environmental Program

	
1

	
No description
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