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BES6001 update – background information for workshops, May 2013 
 
BES 6001 is a framework standard for responsible sourcing, created and administered by 
BRE Global. It is currently in its second version and we are now reviewing it with a view to 
publishing version 3. 
 
To date we have run a kick-off meeting with stakeholders and published an online 
consultation. The objective of these exercises has been to identify the most significant areas 
of the framework standard that require development, and to gather initial views from industry 
on how and why they should change. 
 
We are now reviewing the feedback from the consultation in preparation for a series of 
workshops with stakeholders. This briefing paper will provide you with an overview of the 
responses to the consultation and topics for discussion at the workshops. 
 
Summary of responses to the online consultation 
 
40 people completed the consultation: 11 gave general comments only, and 29 chose to give 
specific feedback on the sections of the framework standard, with the option of going on to 
give general comments thereafter. 
 
To date the analysis has concentrated on the specific sections of the framework standard 
and the proportion of respondents who do and do not want to see each section changed. For 
each section, respondents could give one of the following opinions: 

o it should change 
o it should be kept as it is 
o not concerned either way 

 
The 'not concerned either way' option on average constituted 30% of the responses for a 
section. The range extended from 7 % of respondents not concerned about section 3.3.1 
Material traceability through the supply chain, to 45 % for section 4.1 Principles of 
responsible sourcing. 
 
Focusing on responses that expressed an opinion in favour of or against changing a section 
– rather than selecting not concerned either way – there were only five sections that more 
than 50 % of respondents wanted changed: 
 

3.4.6 Lifecycle assessment - 81 % of those expressing an opinion were in favour of 
change 

3.4.7 Transport impacts - 63 %  
3.4.3 Resource use - 61 %  
3.4.8 Employment and skills - 57 %  
3.3.1 Material traceability - 56 %  

 
Note that, although respondents may have wanted a section changed, they did not 
necessarily agree on how it should change. Indeed they may have had contradictory opinions 
such as wanting to strengthen or remove a section. 
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Respondents were also asked to say which three of their proposed changes were of highest 
priority. Four sections were identified as being highest priority: 

3.4.6 Lifecycle assessment - 10 respondents named this as a priority 
3.3.1 Material traceability - 9 respondents named this as a priority 
3.4.7 Transport impacts - 5 respondents named this as a priority 
3.3.3 Health and safety management systems - 5 named this as a priority 

 
Between them, these four sections accounted for 45 % of the priority assigned by 
respondents across all 22 sections. 
 
We received 19,000 words of text response, equivalent to about 50 pages. Although the 
analysis of the free text responses is on-going it is already possible to characterise the 
responses as follows: 
* requests for clarification, further detail or corrections 
* suggestions of substantive alterations to the scope or effect of sections of the standard 
* suggestions for additions 
* suggestions for deletions. 
 
 
Topics for consideration at WORKSHOP to discuss options for v.3  
 
The following are some options for consideration and are drawn from the specific comments 
received during the consultation; we would like to discuss them with you during the 
workshop. 

 

3.4.6 Lifecycle assessment  
• Reflect the growing interest in BS EN 15804 
• Use of EPD terminology and EN 15804.  Accept approved EPDs including industry / 

sector wide product EPD. Include PAS2050 carbon labels and others (plus, how best 
to set up equivalent acceptance process) 

• Type III LCAs should be a compulsory requirement. 
• Suggestion:  

a) where an organisation has submitted data for the development of generic 
product LCA to a recognised method but without verification or has a self-declared 
Type II label: Rating =1     
b) where an organisation has a Type I label in conjunction with a recognised 
scheme: Rating = 2     
c) where an organisation has an independently verified Type III EPD : Rating = 4     
d) where the Type III EPD is reported to stakeholders: Rating = 5 

• Not relevant to responsible sourcing and should be removed   

3.4.7 Transport impacts  
• Transport should be viewed at a corporate level  because sites rarely hold/control 

transport 
• Exceptions – in appropriate cases the requirements for reduction of environmental 

impacts of transport associated with the supply of constituent materials can be 
deemed met where supply options are limited and stable 
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• Include clear performance measure or improvement target for many companies as 
they have no choice on whether to use rail or water 

• Requirements for objectives and targets associated with embodied upstream transport 
(point b) should be more focused on targets to reduce the environmental & social 
impacts of product deliveries and not the delivery of constituent products. Targets for 
the reduction of impacts of constituent products deliveries/ embodied impact can be 
included in (c ) or (d). 

• The requirement to record transportation of raw materials should be removed. If not 
removed than it should be at the top end of the scoring rather than the entry level. 
There is no requirement within the other indicators to measure upstream impacts. 

• Not relevant to responsible sourcing and should be removed  

3.4.8 Employment and skills 
• Bring in competency assessments for existing staff and for the recruitment of new 

staff. 
• The organisation shall establish a policy and metrics for the learning and development 

of its employees. The policy shall include an objective to clearly outline the 
organisation’s vision for sustainable development in its recruitment and induction 
programmes, and in all relevant professional and functional training.  

• This section should be removed as it is not about responsible sourcing but responsible 
business practices. 

• This section should be expanded to consider Diversity and Inclusion of employees and 
fair treatment policies. 

• Merge a) and b) 
• Not relevant to responsible sourcing and should be removed  

 

3.4.3 Resource use  
• Too much overlap with other sections – remove this item 
• Environmental Stewardship - not a term regularly used in the construction sector so 

would benefit from either a better explanation and definition or the use of a new phrase 
that is better understood (e.g. protection of the natural environment). 

• Resource use and Environmental Stewardship should not be tackled within the same 
section - the Environmental stewardship elements should be moved to the 
Environmental management section 3.3.2 

• Provide examples of what is required to demonstrate environmental stewardship 
• Everything should be traceable somehow, and at least 75% should be verified.  
• Not relevant to responsible sourcing and should be removed  

 

3.3.1 Material traceability 
• Introduce Chain of Custody system 
• List of exemptions (e.g. fly ash) - any other suggestions? Process for evaluating and 

accepting or rejecting a suggestion, management of the list of exemptions. 
• Additional points if the entire supply chain is covered. 
• Extend the 4th bullet point to 'all commodity traded materials’ (confidentiality issues)  
• Threshold reviewed to 50% for basic and 95% for excellent  
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• The production of by-products and co-products should be extended to sub assembly 
activity (any organisation which is machining or re-designing a product but not adding 
other materials is subject to the same conditions) 

• Introduce system to take into account high impact but low volume/mass materials.  
• Instead of the higher performance standards (1 and 2 points) there will be only one 

compulsory standard– for example, 75%, and it will increase over time with new 
revisions to the standard. 

• Not relevant to responsible sourcing and should be removed  
 

3.3.3 Health and safety management systems 
• A demonstrable continuous improvement process in place to address the results of the 

reporting mechanisms. 
• Other compliance schemes should be considered equivalent even if these are 

developed internally 
• Suggestion: 

The traceable constituent material(s) in the assessed product (as established in 
Sub-clause 3.3.1) shall be traceable to supply chain organisation(s) with a 
documented health and safety management system for all processes associated 
with raw material extraction and acquisition, energy and material production and 
manufacture in the supply chain.    The health and safety management system  
shall be compliant with local legislation and incorporate the recording of:    Near 
miss incidents  Time loss incidents  Fatal incidents     
 
Note: All requirements in 3.3.3 apply to the entire supply chain including the 
organisation.  Constituent materials which are recycled materials or by-products or 
production residues (according to the criteria defined by WRAP in Calculating and 
declaring recycled content in construction products) are considered to satisfy this 
requirement without further verification.    Compulsory    b) To achieve a 
higher ‘Performance Rating’, 75% of the constituent material(s) in the assessed 
product shall be traceable to supply chain organisation(s) with a health and safety 
management system certificated by an accredited organisation to BS OHSAS 
18001 (or equivalent).  

• Not relevant to responsible sourcing and should be removed  
 

 
We are very grateful to all of those who have taken the time to engage with the revision of 
BES6001. We are not able to provide a detailed response to every comment received but all 
comments have been documented and will be considered as work on the revision of the 
framework standard continues. 
 

 


