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Draft opinion of the European Committee of the Regions – New European Bauhaus – from vision to implementation

I. POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS

THE EUROPEAN COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS (CoR)

General remarks

1. welcomes the fact that the New European Bauhaus (NEB) is entering a more structured implementation phase, but warns that in order for that to happen, the perception of the NEB needs to shift from a mere technical framework to what it truly is: a cultural and democratic movement rooted in citizen participation, youth engagement and local leadership;

2. recalls CoR opinion COR-2023-03454 ‘Promoting cultural policies in rural areas’, which referred to the concept of biocultural areas and highlighted the role of cultural landscapes, biodiversity and rural identity; considers it important to ensure complementarity between the reflections contained in that opinion and those developed in the present opinion on the New European Bauhaus;

3. supports the effort by the European Commission and Member States to ensure that the NEB evolves into a fully operational, place-based policy framework, but calls for the NEB to be implemented through a strong local and regional delivery approach that combines democratic participation, environmental sustainability and territorial cohesion, making it a practical tool for transforming the environment in cities, regions, rural areas and small municipalities, while strengthening citizens’ trust in democratic processes and making EU values tangible across territories. Stresses that cities do not need additional declaratory frameworks, but rather clearer information, stronger territorial guarantees, simplified access to funding and concrete tools for implementation at local level; 

4. recognises the role of cultural landscapes in preserving local identity, heritage and the quality of the built environment, particularly in rural and mountain areas, and stresses the importance of taking these landscapes into account in the implementation of the New European Bauhaus;

5. points out that what is demolished today is lost forever and stresses therefore that the NEB should establish a clear presumption in favour of renovation, adaptive reuse and transformation over demolition and replacement, recognising the existing built environment as a cultural, environmental and social asset with significant embodied carbon and heritage value; underlines in particular that in rural, mountain and biocultural areas, built heritage embodies the accumulated knowledge of generations regarding how to build in harmony with the natural landscape, local climate and available materials and that its loss therefore constitutes an irreversible impoverishment of cultural, ecological and climatic knowledge; warns that the cultural and architectural value of large parts of Europe’s existing building stock, including post-war and late 20th century architecture, remains underestimated and insufficiently recognised, despite its important contribution to Europe’s cultural continuity, identity and collective memory;

6. asks competent authorities to systematically assess, without creating disproportionate administrative burdens, the feasibility prior to demolition decisions, ensuring that the technical, environmental, cultural and social potential of renovation, retrofitting and adaptive reuse is fully explored before replacement is considered;

7. calls on the Commission and Member States to support local and regional authorities in developing digital inventories and mapping tools for built heritage, including vernacular and rural heritage, in order to facilitate renovation and adaptive reuse;

8. stresses that the implementation of the NEB should be guided by the principle of intergenerational fairness, ensuring that decisions taken today do not transfer environmental, social or financial burdens to future generations; calls for NEB projects to contribute to long-term climate resilience, resource efficiency, affordable housing and the preservation of cultural and natural heritage for future generations;

9. calls on the Commission to provide clear and accessible communication on the NEB in all official EU languages, accompanied by clear evidence-based information on technical and financial feasibility of the renovation over demolition approach and to simplify the current range of NEB tools and instruments, which remain difficult for local and regional authorities to navigate;

10. calls for renovation and urban regeneration projects supported under the NEB to preserve social diversity, protect affordable housing and ensure that neighbourhood improvements benefit all resident;

11. calls for a more flexible, bottom-up governance model for the NEB, without creating unnecessary new administrative layers, inspired where relevant by the experience of the European Capitals of Culture, with local NEB branches, the NEB Academy, Advisory Hub and regional Academy hubs serving as key territorial anchors;

12. supports stronger synergies between the NEB and the European Capitals of Culture, recognising their shared objectives of promoting culture, inclusion, sustainability and quality of life through territorial development;

13. stands ready to support the implementation of the New European Bauhaus at local and regional level in cooperation with the Commission, building wherever possible on existing CoR and EU networks, initiatives and communication channels, and facilitating the dissemination of information, best-practice exchanges, funding opportunities and practical implementation tools;

14. welcomes the focus on housing and calls for the systematic integration of NEB principles into the European Affordable Housing Plan, with a focus on: (i) energy-efficient renovation of existing building stock; (ii) development of affordable, social and cooperative housing; (iii) neighbourhood-scale regeneration combining housing, services and public spaces;

15. stresses that affordable housing should remain a central social objective of the New European Bauhaus and calls for particular attention to low-income households, young people, single-parent families, older persons and vulnerable groups; emphasises that NEB-inspired regeneration projects should contribute to social inclusion and prevent residential segregation and displacement;

16. emphasises that the implementation of the Energy Efficiency Directive should be closely aligned with NEB principles, ensuring that energy renovation also delivers architectural quality, affordability, accessibility, heritage preservation and improved quality of life;

17. stresses that the future European Affordable Housing Plan should not focus exclusively on quantity and speed of delivery, but equally on quality, long-term liveability, architectural quality, accessibility, social cohesion and the preservation of local identity and cultural heritage; stresses furthermore that in rural and mountain regions housing quality is inseparable from landscape integration and the coherence of traditional settlement patterns, and calls for NEB housing quality criteria to explicitly include landscape integration, the use of locally sourced and traditional building materials and respect for vernacular architectural typologies alongside energy performance;

18. calls on the Commission, in the revision of the Public Procurement Directive, to continue to allow contracting authorities and entities to make decisions based on quality-based criteria, architectural and landscape design competitions, and life-cycle value considerations, so that public procurement can continue to support sustainability, inclusion, design quality and long-term public value rather than simply selecting lowest-price approaches; 

19. advocates strong links between the NEB and the future Circular Economy Act, in particular by promoting adaptive reuse, circular renovation, reuse of construction materials, reduced demolition waste and the use of sustainable local and bio-based materials, including timber and other bio-based materials; calls in particular for the NEB to actively promote integrated local timber value chains, from community forests through local processing to finished buildings, as a model simultaneously delivering decarbonisation, circular economy objectives, local economic development, built heritage continuity and landscape coherence in rural and mountain areas;

20. underlines that local and regional authorities are key drivers of the circular economy through urban planning, public procurement and renovation policies; calls for stronger support for municipal circular construction strategies and local value chains involving SMEs, cooperatives and social economy actors;

21. stresses that the promotion of timber and other forest-based materials in NEB projects must be firmly based on sustainable forest management and traceability, ensuring that the transition towards wood-based construction strengthens the long-term ecological, economic and social functions of European forests;

22. states the CoR’s readiness to lead by example by applying NEB principles in the renovation of its headquarters in Brussels and by promoting the NEB across its networks and members;

The NEB label

23. recalls that the idea of a NEB label was first proposed by the CoR in 2020, welcomes in this light the Commission’s proposal to make it a reality, while stressing that it must be based on clear, transparent and easy-to-apply criteria and remain simple, accessible and proportionate, avoiding overly burdensome procedures that could discourage smaller municipalities and grassroots initiatives from applying; stresses that it should serve as a support mechanism rather than an additional administrative burden and remain accessible to municipalities and communities of all sizes; 

24. highlights that the NEB label should provide clear added value for local and regional authorities through greater visibility for successful projects, easier access to investors and funding opportunities and recognition of high-quality initiatives; emphasises in particular its role in supporting project-based initiatives and helping them attract private investment and unlock additional funding opportunities; 

25. calls for the NEB label to recognise projects that demonstrate meaningful citizen participation, social inclusion, accessibility for persons with disabilities, intergenerational solidarity and measurable benefits for local communities;

26. believes that the NEB label should reward projects demonstrating long-term environmental, social, cultural and architectural quality and should promote quality-driven approaches rather than short-term economic efficiency alone;

27. stresses that the NEB label must not create a parallel or competing assessment system, but should build on, take into account and, where appropriate, align with existing EU tools, standards and methodologies, particularly in the field of sustainability, environmental performance, circularity and life-cycle assessment, while preserving the NEB’s distinctive integrated approach to sustainability, inclusion and beauty; reiterates that sustainability, inclusion and beauty should continue to be assessed together, while the framework should become more operational, understandable and measurable for applicants;

28. calls for thematic subcategories of the label to be developed to reflect the specificities of the different projects while maintaining a common visual identity, providing local consultancy via the NEB office to parties interested in acquiring NEB label;

29. suggests the creation of dedicated categories for heritage-led regeneration, adaptive reuse, craftsmanship, circular renovation, high-quality public spaces and socially inclusive housing transformation projects;

30. recommends the creation of a regularly updated, public digital platform bringing together NEB-labelled projects across Europe in order to strengthen awareness, visibility, valorisation and replication of successful practices; considers that projects could be registered on the platform already at the application stage, enabling visibility, exchange of experience and monitoring throughout the implementation period;

31. proposes for this platform to develop into a European NEB guide of excellence, presenting labelled projects in an accessible and attractive way and allowing citizens, municipalities, investors, professionals and visitors to identify exemplary NEB projects across Europe;

32. suggests introducing a graduated recognition system, for example from one to five levels or stars, based on clear and transparent criteria, in order to recognise different degrees of achievement, encourage continuous improvement and allow projects to progress over time as they further integrate NEB principles;

33. calls for the CoR to be directly involved in its development, including active participation in any potential future jury formats to be introduced; 

The NEB Academy

34. welcomes the central role attributed to the NEB Academy, but highlights the need not to leave NEB regional hubs behind and to ensure a balanced geographical distribution across the EU, with particular attention to underrepresented regions, including Central and Eastern Europe;

35. suggests that, in order to avoid confusion with existing labels and labelling schemes, and given the large number of such schemes already in place, the term ‘NEB label’ should be reconsidered and replaced by a more distinctive and less bureaucratic designation, such as ՙNEB Star՚ or another suitable name;

36. stresses that the NEB Academy should implement outreach activities for LRAs and increase training, technical assistance and guidance for political leaders and professionals in the public sector on the practical application of NEB principles;

37. calls for the NEB Academy and its regional hubs, in cooperation with higher education institutions and vocational education and training (VET) institutions to develop a modular European NEB learning framework, based on a common core curriculum, shared NEB principles and harmonised learning outcomes, while providing differentiated learning pathways and certification levels for different target groups, including students, apprentices and VET learners, professionals and practitioners, and public-sector actors; stresses that the respective curricula and certificates should be adapted to the specific needs and responsibilities of each group, so as to support the emergence of a new generation of professionals and public sector actors equipped to apply NEB principles in practice, including architects, designers, landscape architects, urban planners, engineers, craftspeople, public procurers and local and regional administrations; further underlines that such certificates should be recognised and transferable across Member States; also highlights the role of universities as key actors in research, innovation and knowledge transfer for developing and implementing the principles of the New European Bauhaus;

38. encourages the NEB Academy to promote equal access to training opportunities for women, young people, workers undergoing professional transitions and people from underrepresented backgrounds, thereby contributing to a more inclusive and diverse built-environment sector;

39. asks that the NEB Academy support the continuous upskilling of architects, designers, landscape architects, urban planners, engineers, craftspeople, public procurers and local and regional administrations, and explore models such as ‘design as a service’ to help smaller municipalities and less-resourced local authorities access high-quality design, planning and technical expertise at an early stage of project development, including introducing NEB courses to local Chambers of Architects;

40. points out, furthermore, the importance of combining innovation with traditional knowledge, craftsmanship and locally tested building techniques, recognising their contribution to sustainability, resilience, circularity and high-quality transformation of the built environment;

41. calls for the NEB Academy and its regional hubs to develop dedicated training programmes on traditional and innovative timber construction and wood-based renovation techniques, combining traditional craftsmanship knowledge with modern engineering solutions such as cross-laminated timber (CLT); stresses that such programmes should be accessible to professionals, craftspeople and public-sector actors in rural and mountain regions;

42. welcomes the proposed NEB Advisory Hub and calls for it to include a strong local and regional dimension, providing practical support on funding, project preparation, procurement, partnerships, indicators and access to good practices;

43. calls additionally for stronger dissemination of best practices related to quality-driven procurement procedures, architectural design competitions and adaptive reuse strategies, in line with the Davos Baukultur Quality System and the ICOMOS European Quality Principles, while promoting affordability, accessibility, social inclusion and community well-being;

Leaving no one behind

44. demands for the continuation, strengthening and institutionalisation of the NEB Boost for Small Municipalities, transforming it from a pilot initiative into a permanent and adequately funded and supported mechanism for small towns, rural municipalities and less-resourced local authorities and territories undergoing rapid demographic, social and infrastructural transformation, including dynamically growing cities facing strong pressure to deliver new public services, housing, civic spaces and infrastructure;

45. encourages the Commission to explore ways of strengthening mobility, training and exchange opportunities for apprentices and vocational learners in sectors relevant to the New European Bauhaus, including through existing EU programmes and instruments;

46. highlights the importance of safeguarding and transmitting traditional craftsmanship skills and knowledge, recognising them as an essential component of Europe’s cultural heritage and of the successful implementation of NEB principles;

47. calls for a geographically balanced distribution of lighthouse projects across the Union, ensuring that less-developed, rural, remote and geographically disadvantaged regions are able to participate and benefit from the initiative; 

48. calls for greater use of cross-border cooperation instruments, including Interreg and European Groupings of Territorial Cooperation (EGTCs) to support joint NEB initiatives, shared pilot projects and transnational living labs, considering that many territorial challenges addressed by the NEB transcend administrative borders and require coordinated place-based responses;

49. believes in the symbolic value of flagship NEB projects and therefore encourages the Commission to support the creation of a common EU cross-border lighthouse project with clear European added value, designed and implemented by experts from several EU Member States to strengthen European cooperation and promote the wider application of NEB principles across the EU;

50. asks for stronger support for heritage-led regeneration projects, where such projects contribute to quality employment, social innovation, cultural participation and community-led local development, particularly in industrial, post-industrial and shrinking regions, where Bauhaus-inspired approaches can successfully combine preservation, innovation and social inclusion; encourages, in this context, cooperation and brand-sharing between territories, under the broader NEB framework;

51. points out that the NEB should pay particular attention to less-resourced yet dynamically growing territories, including those with a legacy of centralised planning, historical underinvestment in civic and public spaces, limited administrative capacity and more fragile levels of trust in public institutions; underlines that in such contexts, high-quality, participatory and place-based transformation of the built environment can play an important role in strengthening democratic belonging, civic pride and citizens’ trust in democratic institutions. Calls therefore to actively involve local communities in decision-making processes, ensuring that redevelopment projects strengthen local identity, preserve community ties and generate tangible benefits for residents;

52. stresses that heritage-led regeneration should be recognised not only as a cultural policy instrument, but also as a climate, social and territorial cohesion policy contributing to circularity, reduced land consumption and stronger local identity;

53. supports the Commission’s ambition to promote NEB principles beyond the EU, while stressing that enlargement countries should be prioritised as a first circle of influence and that access to relevant EU funding should be linked to respect for NEB principles;

54. believes that the promotion of NEB principles in enlargement and neighbourhood countries should include the safeguarding of cultural heritage, adaptive reuse, quality architecture and place-based development approaches rooted in local identity and cultural continuity;

Financing

55. calls for: (i) the integration of dedicated NEB priorities within cohesion policy programmes; (ii) simplified, more predictable and less burdensome access to EU funding through existing cohesion policy instruments, while fully respecting the principles of shared management, multilevel governance and partnership involving local and regional authorities in the design, implementation and monitoring of programmes; (iii) stronger coordination and complementarity between cohesion policy, Horizon Europe, InvestEU and European Investment Bank instruments, avoiding fragmentation, duplication and the creation of parallel funding structures; (iv) adequate technical assistance and capacity-building support for local and regional authorities, particularly smaller municipalities and disadvantaged territories, to ensure that all regions can participate effectively in New European Bauhaus initiatives;

56. warns that NEB funding must move beyond its current primary focus on research and innovation towards stronger support for implementation and asks for a stronger shift from short-term pilot experimentation towards long-term implementation support for high-quality transformation projects with lasting territorial, cultural and social value;

57. calls for dedicated support for neighbourhood-scale projects initiated by local and regional authorities, community organisations, cooperatives and social economy actors, recognising their capacity to deliver visible and tangible improvements in citizens' daily lives;

58. recalls the Davos Declaration and the Davos Baukultur Quality System, stressing that high-quality Baukultur should become a guiding principle for territorial development policies and funding mechanisms, ensuring that sustainability, inclusion, aesthetics, cultural continuity and long-term public value are considered together rather than separately;

59. considers that projects receiving NEB funding should be encouraged, through proportionate follow-up requirements, to continue sharing lessons learned, demonstrating results and engaging with local communities after completion of the project; 

60. recommends that the European Commission develops a comprehensive set of user-friendly indicators to measure the impact of NEB projects at local and regional level, including accessibility, gender responsiveness, environmental performance, social inclusion, housing affordability, quality of life, citizen participation, cultural value and sense of belonging, rather than relying exclusively on macroeconomic performance indicators;
 
61. believes that once the NEB Label is established on the basis of clear, transparent and proportionate criteria it should play a significant role in guiding dedicated NEB funding and investment support towards projects that genuinely deliver sustainability, inclusion, beauty, architectural quality and long-term public value;

Citizen participation

62. stresses that citizen participation must be anchored at the centre of the NEB, ensuring that communities are actively involved in the design, implementation and ownership of projects;

63.  calls for participatory budgeting, citizens’ assemblies, youth councils and other deliberative mechanisms to be systematically considered in the development of major NEB projects, ensuring meaningful citizen ownership and democratic legitimacy;

64. calls for stronger involvement of young people in heritage preservation and urban and rural regeneration through NEB-related initiatives, going beyond schemes such as the DiscoverEU NEB route, while promoting a societal shift towards reuse and regeneration as valued and accepted approaches to sustainable transformation;

65. asks the European Commission to develop, in cooperation with the EU Competence Centre on Participatory and Deliberative Democracy and drawing on the experience and expertise of the CoR and local and regional authorities and Eurocities, a practical toolkit complementing the NEB Compass to ensure full, timely and inclusive citizen participation, including the involvement of vulnerable groups and adapted to the administrative capacity of cities, regions, small municipalities and rural communities; emphasises that citizen participation should build on place-based approaches and democratic local governance, recognising local and regional authorities as the level of government closest to citizens;

66. recognises public spaces, libraries, cultural centres, schools, parks and community facilities as essential democratic infrastructure; calls for the NEB to support their development and renovation as places that foster social interaction, inclusion, civic engagement and local democracy.

Brussels,   .
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