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Build. Build. And build some more. These days, entire levels can be erected in just a
few days. Frequent demands are: fast, efficient and ever-higher. But before anything
new can appear, old buildings are often first demolished.

Out with old, in with the new.

Across Europe, tens of thousands of buildings are demolished every year. They
often simply stand in the way of something new being built. Surprisingly, they are
neither old nor dilapidated.

But why does this actually happen?

Who pays the price for the demolition?

And what is lost in the process?

[Intro-Jingle]

LENS EU — zooming in on what drives Europe's community

[Host]

| am your host, Lilith Grull, an international reporter at CORRECTIV and part of
CORRECTIV.Europe.

Together with local and freelance journalists from throughout Europe, we investigate
issues that cross national borders — and affect us all.

We tell the stories behind our investigations using data. Sometimes there is no
official data — so we have to collect it.

For a few years now, CORRECTIV has been focusing on a topic that arose precisely
from such a data gap: building demolitions.

How did this come to our attention?

The EU wants to have millions of old buildings renovated. Yet often, the opposite
happens: existing housing is demolished and replaced by new buildings.
Nobody knows exactly how much is being demolished.

The subject of demolition may sound mundane at first. Unspectacular.

A noisy, dusty process which, although not always, is often obscured in public
debate by politicians’ positive-sounding platitudes, like:



‘We are creating new housing.” Or: ‘A new industrial estate is being built here. This
will bring jobs, better public transport links and new shops to the area.’

That might sound good to some people at first. And in some places, it is necessary.

This is because there is a shortage of affordable housing in Europe. Between 2015
and 2025, rents in the European Union, Norway, Iceland and Switzerland rose by an
average of 21.1 per cent. Affordable housing determines people’s futures. | have
included a link to our research on this topic in the show notes.

But for now the point is this: what actually happens to the buildings that have to
make way for this?

After all, there are powerful sectors behind the demolition: the construction industry,
the concrete industry, the waste management sector, the property sector.

This podcast episode explores why so much is being demolished, who stands to
gain from it — and what is lost in the process.

[Jingle]

[Host]

So — demolition. To even begin to work out the scale of the problem, we first need
data. And as already mentioned, that is precisely where things get tricky: there is no
comprehensive data.

Well, there are a few figures available. And one person who has looked into this
issue in more detail in Germany is Jens Otto. He is a civil engineer and professor of
construction management at Dresden University of Technology.

In a study, he analysed the few official figures available on building demolitions from
all the German federal states. But he concluded that the data is only comparable to a
limited extent — and in some cases are missing entirely.

The official statistics therefore do not provide a realistic picture of the scale of the
issue.

Surprisingly little is known about where buildings are being demolished in Germany
and across Europe, let alone why.

This is why the Demolition Atlas exists. It is a constantly expanding, interactive map
that documents which buildings have been demolished or are at risk of demolition.



The project was launched in Switzerland in 2022. A year later, it was rolled out in
Germany. Colleagues from CORRECTIV Switzerland and CORRECTIV Germany,
together with other organisations, have used our online tool, the CrowdNewsroom, to
create a platform that collects this information.

What makes it special is that it is not just journalists who compile these cases.
Anyone can report a building, upload photos and tell the story.

Entries are checked by the team before they go online. This ensures no false
information is entered.

In this way, a public database of demolitions is gradually being created — an
overview that would otherwise remain hidden from the pubilic.

Incidentally, since 2025 this has become a European project: the Demolition Atlas
Europe. After all, the question of what happens to our old buildings is not limited to
Germany.

And it is precisely this data that CORRECTIV and other media partners use for
further research: Why is a building being demolished? What happens to the people
who live there? What resources, energy and, perhaps, urban history are lost in the
process?

If you would like to take a look at the Demolition Atlas, you can find it in the show
notes. If you can think of a building in your neighbourhood that has been demolished
or is due to be demolished soon, please feel free to add it. You don’t need an
account or to sign up in any way to do so.

[ Jingle]

During our research into demolition, we spoke to various experts across Europe.
Like Lamia Messari-Becker. She is a professor of energy-efficient building
technology at the Karlsruhe Institute of Technology. And she has been working in the
field of sustainable construction and renovation for 25 years.

To gain a better understanding of the subject itself, | first asked her what the criteria
are for demolition.

[Expert Lamia Messari-Becker_1]
Take in account to land and resource assumption, we should always consider

whether the need of new build floor space could be met within the existing building
stock. What is actually missing is a culture of renovation, a certain routine, a natural



inclination to work first with existing building stock. For example, creating residential
space through adding stories or through repurposing of vacant office spaces.
However, to achieve this, we need renovation laws that simplify building within and
with existing build structures and environment, and laws that enable technically and
socially innovative solutions.

[Host]

Lamia Messari-Becker connects the question of construction with the need for
affordable housing and social infrastructure.

This requires a stronger culture of adaptation and renovation that develops existing
buildings, enables new uses, and focuses more closely on actual needs rather than
constantly building anew.

According to Messari-Becker: The existing building stock offers a major
opportunity—not only in terms of available space, but also in the materials already
embedded in these buildings.

Both are resources that can be preserved and put to further use through renovation
and conversion. This can also help reduce land consumption and make construction
more sustainable overall.

Instead, demolition often generates an incredible amount of waste.

The European Commission estimates that around 850 million tonnes of construction
and demolition waste are generated in the EU each year. That is more than a third of
all waste in the EU.

For a lot of this waste, | would not call it rubbish exactly. After all, it usually contains
quite a lot of building materials and other materials that can still be used or recycled.

And yet: 124 million tonnes of this construction and demolition waste accumulated in
2022 alone.

If you break that down, that works out at over 14 tonnes of building rubble per
second. That is about 14 small cars.

[Expert Lamia Messari-Becker 2]

The key question is often what kind of use, how much space, what standards we
want to achieve, and at what level of invest and costs. Indeed, it's often legal
requirements, for example, regarding fire safety, noise insulation, energy efficiency
that cause significant amount of effort and cost in existing buildings, and this is
precisely where an important task in building policy lies. What should a



redevelopment law look like that recognizes that not everything can be achieved
within the existing building stock? The environmental advantages often lies in
existing buildings, whereas the economic advantage often lies in new construction
because that's where it's easier to meet new standards and create more built space.
If a building is to be raised by two floors, it is helpful not to burden the construction
project with excessive requirements. It is important to find a pragmatic balance
between the standards for the existing and the new floors. This is sometime
precisely the tipping point where investors decide to tear down a building even
though it still has potential

[Host]

For Lamia Messari-Becker, the key question is: What standard do we want to
achieve? Not necessarily how long a building can continue to stand.

Depending on that goal, the question becomes: does it make sense to adapt and
renovate the existing building, or would a new build be more appropriate?

This is where she also sees a role for building policy. Planning and building
regulations need to recognise more clearly that existing buildings cannot always
achieve the same standards as new ones.

In the end, however, investors often make the decision based on cost and effort.

To become more sustainable in the long term, therefore, a fundamental shift in
thinking is required:

What should really be considered are both the environmental and financial benefits
of retaining an existing building versus constructing a new one.

Because the seemingly easier and quicker option is often a new build: certain
standards can be achieved more easily, while also creating more usable space. And
that is one of the key challenges.

At the same time, we need a fundamental rethink. We need to take a more holistic
approach to construction. It is not just about individual buildings or technical
standards, but also about designing for different generations, social diversity and
circular economy. The expert emphasises this repeatedly during our conversation.

The question, then, is not simply what is technically possible, but how we can make
sensible, long-term use of our land, buildings and resources.

[Jingle]

[Host]



Ultimately, of course, nature ends up paying the price.

Officially, efforts are being made to stop throwing things away and to instead channel
as much as possible into a circular economy.

Although there is not yet any general, immediate blanket ban on all waste,
regulations have been significantly tightened. From 2030, strict EU-wide targets will
apply to all waste suitable for recycling or energy recovery.

Nevertheless, cases are still coming to light involving toxic substances like asbestos
or construction foams being disposed of illegally.

If waste is simply dumped in an open space, chemicals can be absorbed into the soil
after heavy rain, flooding, or even fires. These chemicals may then end up in nearby
water bodies, or even our groundwater and drinking water.

Such serious environmental pollution can also be caused by waste from building
sites and industry. Especially when the waste is thought to be harmless and is
dumped instead of introduced to the circular economy.

My colleague Marius Munstermann has investigated a case like this in the Czech
Republic. | will put the link in the show notes for you.

[Jingle]

[Host]

All this building and demolition also produces a huge amount of carbon dioxide, or
CO..

When a building disappears, and a new one is built in its place, it requires one thing
above all: materials. Such as concrete, steel, glass and much more.

Producing these materials is energy-intensive — and causes large amounts of
greenhouse gas emissions.

Environmental Action Germany estimates that demolition and new construction
alone produce around 3.3 million tonnes of CO: in Germany every year.

By contrast: Domestic air travel across Germany produces just over a million tonnes
of CO:. per year. Meaning the demolition and new-build sector has a greater impact
than all domestic flights combined.



And some of these emissions caused by demolition and new construction could be
avoided. According to Environmental Action Germany, around a third could be
prevented through refurbishment.

The principle is actually quite simple: if a building can still be used, it is often better
from a climate development perspective to refurbish it rather than demolish it and
build a completely new one.

One important reason is that, when a building is refurbished, a large part of the
existing structure is kept.

This means fewer new building materials have to be produced, transported and
installed. In turn reducing the reliance on these processes, which often generate
masses of climate-damaging emissions.

For a detached house, energy-efficient refurbishment can therefore make a
significant difference:

depending on the scope and quality of the refurbishment, around half as many
climate-damaging emissions can be produced over the lifetime of the building than
with a comparable energy-efficient new build.

Energy-efficient refurbishment does not have to mean anything spectacular. It could
simply mean better insulation, new windows or a more efficient heating system.

The building stays standing, but is made fit for the future.

Another point to consider is this: More refurbishment could also have a positive
impact on the local economy.

With a new build, a large share of the money goes towards materials, while with
refurbishment, more goes towards labour.

This especially benefits local tradespeople. Because refurbishing and adapting an
existing building is often more complicated than building from scratch.

It requires more planning, more experience and more skilled craftsmanship.

In the end, a refurbishment or conversion can sometimes cost the owner or investor
just as much as a new build. The money is simply distributed differently.

But: On the one hand, more of that money goes to local workers and businesses.
And on the other, nature does not have to pay the price.

[Jingle]

[Host]



But sticking to our topic of demolition: who actually pays in the end?

Unfortunately, there is no short, straightforward answer to that. Because the costs
are spread around — and quite unevenly.

For example: The general public bears some of the environmental costs.
The public sector sometimes pays with taxpayers’ money.
The owner pays for the excavator and the demolition — at least initially.

And for the residents, the price can be felt most immediately: Because they may lose
their home.

[Jingle]

[Host]

A particularly striking example of this occurred in Essen in October 2025.

That is where, until a couple of months ago, you could find the Litterode estate: 19
small houses, historically built for miners

These kinds of houses were built in mining regions for miners and their families.
Simple brick fagades, small gardens where residents could grow vegetables, and
practical, rather small floor plans.

So these houses are not simply old. They also tell part of the industrial and social
history of the Ruhr region.

The ones in Litterode date back to the 1930s. Many people have lived here for
decades, some families even for generations.

But the municipal housing company Allbau wants to demolish the estate. Its
argument: the houses are getting old, and renovating them would not make sense
economically.

The plan: tear everything down — and then build new homes.

The project is expected to cost around 26 million euros.

73 new homes are to be built, including detached houses that will be sold

For the people living there, this means one thing above all: they have to leave.

The owner of the housing estate, Allbau, has given notice to all tenants. Some have
stayed anyway and are fighting to save their homes. And this despite the fact that
demolition work has already begun.



One such tenant is Hevres Becker. She has lived in the Litterode estate since 1989.
Her parents live directly below her. Her father needs care, and her children go to
school and nursery just next door.

For her, the estate is therefore not simply a collection of old houses. It is her home.
Her social environment. Her everyday life.

And that is exactly what is now at stake. She wonders: Is this really necessary?
According to a study, Hevres Becker has good reason to ask this question.

Architecture professor Tim Rieniets and his students came to a different conclusion
from Allbau:

The houses could be renovated and modernised - with space still available for
additional new homes on surrounding vacant land. Demolition was not the only
option, then.

Even after this became known, however, demolition work continued. One house was
even partially demolished while the other half was still occupied.

The city of Essen later clarified that this partial demolition should not have gone
ahead without permission. But by then, it was already too late.

And then there is another question: What happens to people when affordable old
housing is replaced by new and more expensive housing?

Many of the current tenants are unlikely to be able to afford the rent for the new
homes planned in Litterode. And some of the planned houses are even supposed to
be sold.

Hevres Becker says that the housing management company has since offered her
other flats. But they are too small for her family — and the rent would be at least twice
as high as what she pays now.

The Litterode case therefore shows quite clearly that demolition is not just about
concrete, excavators and new homes.

It is also about who can afford to stay in their neighbourhood, or even in their local
community or city, when old homes disappear, and new ones are built. And the case
of Litterode is not an isolated example.

You can find the full article in the show notes.

[Expert_Lamia Messari-Becker_3 ]

| take a very critical view of the EU innovation requirement for buildings. It lacks



social sensitivity. Just two examples. The majority of property owners are retired.
They would not be able to obtain and might not even want renovation loans. Some
historic buildings are often difficult to retrofit in terms of energy efficiency, and the
classification into energy efficiency classes must be harmonized across the EU. A
building in Germany is assigned a lower energy efficiency class than the same
building in Belgium despite having better energy performance metrics. We need to
broaden our perspective, moving beyond the building itself and focusing on an entire
neighborhood. A neighborhood from a social perspective is a living area which
people identify. From the perspective of urban development, it's a network of
buildings and infrastructure, for example, for water, for energy, for mobility.
Neighborhood-based solutions are far superior to solutions focused only on
individual buildings. Within a neighborhood, projects can be implemented in a more
environmentally efficient, cost-effective, and socially responsible manner. Sequential
renovation within a neighborhood increases renovation rates and reduces renovation
costs. They are the seeds of urban change

[Host]

Lamia Messari-Becker explains that mandatory renovation requirements, as
currently being discussed in Germany and at EU level, are far from straightforward.

They may make sense environmentally,

but can also place a social burden on people — for example, if landlords pass the
costs on to tenants.

There are also requirements relating to listed buildings, as well as different
approaches to energy efficiency ratings across Europe.

For Lamia Messari-Becker, one approach that puts both the social development of
communities and local circumstances more firmly at the centre is
neighbourhood-based renovation:

What does a neighbourhood need, and what can be achieved using locally-available
resources — for example, through shared heating systems or the renovation of
several buildings?

What matters is what works locally. What makes sense in a city may look very
different in a rural area.

Solutions therefore need to take national and local circumstances into account — as
well as the knowledge and experience of the people who live there.

[Jingle]



[Host]

This brings us back to the subject of emissions:

Buildings in the European Union are responsible for 40 per cent of our energy
consumption — and 36 per cent of greenhouse gas emissions.

These emissions are mainly caused by construction, use, renovation and demolition.
This was stated in a report by the European Commission in 2020 — so we can
assume that the figure has continued to rise since then.

Around three quarters of buildings in Europe are considered to be not
energy-efficient.

But under the Green Deal package of measures, around 35 million buildings across
Europe are supposed to be renovated to make them more energy-efficient by 2030.

Roofs and facades are to be better insulated, old windows replaced, and heating
systems switched to renewable energy.

So the European Union has set itself a pretty ambitious target: Europe’s buildings
are supposed to become more climate-friendly.

The thing is: it is 2026, and we are still a long way from the goal of renovating 35
million buildings to make them more energy-efficient.

However, this is not a statutory requirement, but merely a policy objective that has
been set out.

According to the European Commission, the annual renovation rate averages around
one per cent. To meet the climate targets, it would have to roughly triple.

Germany is also making progress too slowly. In 2024, the annual renovation rate
there was around just 0.7 per cent. Experts, however, consider around two per cent
per year to be necessary if Germany is to meet its climate targets.

The German Council of Experts on Climate Change also came to this conclusion in
2026: the building sector is likely to miss its climate targets for 2030 as well.

[Jingle]
[Host]

We at CORRECTIV.Europe always look at issues from a European-wide
perspective.

For the next part, we head to Greece and Poland.



To better understand the situation there, we also spoke to colleagues on the ground.

The colleague in Greece is part of our network of local and freelance media
professionals across Europe. She also worked on the Demolition Atlas Europe.

Danai Maragoudaki is a journalist. She works for the non-profit investigative outlet
SOLOMON, based in Athens.

For one of her research projects in Greece, our colleague looked more closely at a
building in Athens. A two-storey residential building. You can find the link in the show
notes.

So, a two-storey residential building. A typical example of modern Greek architecture
from the 1930s.

The house was built in 1935. It remained privately owned for 87 years. Then, in
2022, ownership changed hands.

The new owner was DIAMONA GREECE S.A., a company with Israeli owners. It is
part of a group of property companies that have increasingly changed the face of
Athens’ housing market in recent years.

And then things happened quickly: on 28 April 2025, the demolition of the two-storey
house began.

[Greece_1]

The biggest surprise, | would say, it was basically the extent of the demolitions. The
number of single-family homes demolished in Attica, which is the broader Athens
region, doubled in just six years. Basically, from almost six hundred in
twenty-nineteen, it were-- it went more than thousand and two hundred in
twenty-twenty-four. Basically, property owners receive a bonus in building capacity
when they demolish a structure, which is an incentive that makes tearing down
easier, faster, and more profitable than preserving. While in the same time,
renovations, they are roughly three times more expensive than new construction. So
you would expect that heritage policy would tilt toward preservation. Instead, the
financial logic runs the other way.

[Host]

Reporter Danai Maragoudaki reports a significant increase in demolitions and new
construction in Greece.

Often, the reason appears to be financial gain for investors. Like in Germany,
new-builds in Greece not only allow for higher rents, but can also be cheaper than
renovating existing buildings.



One example is the building in Athens that we mentioned earlier.

According to documents reviewed by SOLOMON and the Board of Architecture P.E.,
the responsible central sector initially rejected the demolition unanimously. The
reason was that the building was considered to be of particular architectural or
historical interest.

But the final decision lies with the authority responsible for architecture, building
regulations and licensing.

Apparently, they ultimately came to the conclusion that the building should be
demolished.

According to the company, a residential building with 29 flats and four underground
parking spaces is to be built in its place.

In the corresponding justification report, the project engineer writes that the new
building will gently complete the urban frontage of the street.

The plan is for a building with a modern architectural language that will blend
harmoniously into the multi-storey buildings next to and around it.

According to research by SOLOMON, this is not an isolated case.

[Greece_2]

In the same time, officials basically insist that they do preserve the monuments and
the modern heritage buildings, and that they are never demolished except from when
they are structurally unsound. But basically, what experts warn in Greece is that
without a long-term plan, the next decade could bring another wave of demolitions
that will erase not just the homes, but the physical memory of the modern Greek city
In Greece, the growing touristic exploitation of real estate, especially since the
pandemic, is driving the destruction of the country's architectural heritage. There are
homes being demolished to make way for hotels, short-term rental accommodations,
and they are often developed by investors who remain unknown to the wider public.
Between nineteen and twenty-five, there were almost eight thousand permits for full
demolition issued across the whole country. So experts speak of a surge of
demolitions in the years since the pandemic. They also warn that these interwar
buildings, which are, for us, from the 1920s and '30s, they are the ones most at risk.
While an estimated of eighty percent of Athens' pre-1940, uh, heritage has already
been lost. This is a big thing for us. However, the phenomenon is not limited to
Athens.

[Host]



Danai Maragoudaki reports that between 2019 and 2025, almost eight thousand
permits for full demolition were issued across the country.

According to her research, one of the biggest reasons for this is the country’s
booming tourism industry - and the major impact it is having on the property market.

Old buildings, particularly those built before 1940, are increasingly being replaced by
holiday accommodation.

These properties are becoming an increasingly prominent feature of the urban
landscape — and in the process, they are displacing not only old buildings, but also
memories, traditions and established communities from the neighbourhoods.

Danai Maragoudaki also sees parallels with the case of Diamona Holding Ltd., which
we talked about at the beginning of this section

Based on her research, the group includes subsidiaries in Greece, Germany and
Lithuania which, according to the company, manage numerous property investments.

Diamona Holding states it has been active in the European property market since
2003. Since then, the company says it has bought and sold properties with a total
combined value of more than one billion euros.

As an example: In Berlin, the group operates under various names including
Diamona & Harnisch. The company says it has developed and sold more than 1,200
apartments there.

However, numerous projects have also faced criticism from local residents and
tenants’ initiatives.

They allege that these projects displace tenants, drive up prices and, as a result,
change the social and cultural make-up of entire neighbourhoods.

Danai Maragoudaki says they are vessels of memory. The character of a city is
defined not only by its residents, but also by the buildings that tell its story. And this
is exactly where the real conflict begins: What should a city preserve — and what is
allowed to change without losing the local identity itself?

[Jingle]
[Host]
In the next section, we look to Poland. Our colleague Wojciech Kos¢ from

OKO.press has been looking into the future of the country’s prefabricated apartment
blocks.



He tells me Poland has an estimated 60,000/sixty-thousand such buildings,
constructed mainly between the early 1960s and late 1980s.

They house around 12 million people — roughly a third of the entire population.

[Soundbite 1 lensEU Partner_Poland]

These are the buildings known in Polish as Wielka Ptyta, which means apartment
blocks assembled from factory-made concrete panels. I've been looking into reports
about plans to demolish some of them, alongside headlines suggesting that entire
estates could disappear within the next twenty or thirty years. The oldest of them
would be nearly 100 years old by then. For example, Lubin, a town in southwestern
Poland famous for its copper mining. The city wants to remove four blocks to expose
a historic church and old city walls. The buildings were marked for demolition in a
local plan back in 2007. Residents have pushed back, however, saying their
buildings are in good condition and objecting to the prices being offered for their
flats. Their concern is that selling would leave them having to pay extra to secure
another home. Poland is one of the EU countries with the worst ratio of wages to
buying or renting property. For the residents, the prospect of a more attractive city
center is understandably a lot lower on priority list than having an actual place to live
or move into a new one.

[Host]

Wojciech Kos¢ reports that some of these apartment blocks could be demolished
over the next twenty or thirty years, with entire housing estates potentially
disappearing.

He gives the example of a city in southwestern Poland that plans to demolish four
blocks to reveal a historic church and parts of the old city walls.

Residents fear that they may not be able to afford alternative housing, but that’s not
the only reason they are resisting: they also believe their homes are still in good
condition.

How long a prefabricated building can remain in use depends on a number of
factors: the condition of the concrete panels and their connections, the quality of the
original construction — and, above all, how well the building has been maintained
over the decades.

Age alone therefore says nothing about the safety of a building. A prefabricated
block does not automatically become uninhabitable after 50 or 70 years.



However, many older buildings do have problems. Joints and connections can
deteriorate, and the concrete itself can suffer damage. Outdated insulation and
building services can also play a role.

The need for refurbishment is therefore considerable.

Measures can include improving energy efficiency, replacing windows and
installations, and modernising entrances and stairwells.

The surrounding areas can also be upgraded. Such measures can significantly
extend the life of the buildings. And ensure affordable housing for residents.

[Soundbite 2 lensEU Partner_Poland]

In Kielce, in turn, the city wants to demolish an empty prefabricated block and
replace it with social housing. While the city hall has admitted that the building's
structural frame was sound, the problem lies in devastated interiors and adapting
ceiling heights and staircases to modern requirements. Regardless of underlying
rationale, individual demolition stories almost always become headlines about the
future of entire estates. Despite worries about the standards that prefabricated
apartment blocks might have not met, whatever little research there has been about
it, it found no real safety threats to the main structural elements of the buildings
examined. Problems were identified in connections in exterior wall panels. A wave of
thermal modernization of whole apartment block estates brought about
improvements in their energy efficiency and resilience to adverse weather
conditions. Last but not least, a point often raised is that these old prefabricated
blocks of flats might not be the prettiest in the world, but the estates they comprise,
sometimes whole districts, in fact, are among the best designed in Poland for green
areas, playgrounds for kids, or public transit links, something that new commercially
developed estates often don't have. That adds a strong argument to maintain them.
Viewed from that perspective, they're not simply machines for living, as Le Corbusier
famously said, but the fabric of city life that will be next to impossible to recreate
under market conditions of today.

[Host]

But Poland’s prefabricated housing estates are more than just places to live.

Many have been developed over decades and now offer schools, shops, green
spaces and good public transport links.

This means they are still attractive places to live, despite their potential structural
problems.



So what happens to Poland’s prefabricated housing blocks is not just a question of
where people will live in the future. It is also about the established communities and
environments around them.

Wojciech Kos¢ hopes there will be a combination of refurbishment and demolition
over the coming decades

Most buildings are likely to be modernised and remain in use. For some, however, a
new development might make more sense from an economic or urban-planning
perspective.

The future of Poland’s prefabricated housing will therefore look different from building
to building.

And ultimately, the same question will have to be asked each time: is refurbishment
worthwhile — or does a new-build make more sense

[Jingle]

[Host]

To sum up, demolition is an extremely complex issue — with significant implications
for the economy and society.

On the surface, it often seems more attractive to the economy to demolish and build
new.

Because old buildings do not always fit in the ideas of modern architecture. They
sometimes have awkward floor plans or offer too little usable space in relation to the
expensive land they occupy.

In such cases, a new build can be much more attractive — not only for investors, but
also for the various industries involved.

But with every demoilition, it is not just buildings that are lost. Alongside a home for
people like those in the Litterode housing estate, demolition also produces large
amounts of waste and emission.

And when the building disappears, the resources contained within often disappear
along with it: steel, concrete, masonry, screed — not to mention the energy once used
to produce them.

Preserving the existing building stock is therefore a question of sustainability. And in
the long term, it can be significantly cheaper.

But if construction is to become more sustainable, we need to use existing buildings
for as long as possible.



Renovate instead of demolish.

Preserve instead of discard.

But to achieve that, we would need a widespread transformation of the way we build.
[Jingle]

[Host]

On the bright side, one might say, it has been recognised at the level of European
institutions that we need to renovate more. Because only around one quarter of
buildings in Europe are considered energy-efficient.

Buildings across Europe are supposed to be made fit for the climate, through
renovation rather than demolition. To save emissions.

That sounds good at first. But demolitions are still happening. And in considerable
numbers. And not in proportion to renovation or conversion projects.

The European Union itself does not even know exactly how many buildings are
actually being demolished.

The data is only rarely collected by the member states, and not consistently. Hence,
there is no Europe-wide statistic.

If demolition and new construction are economically attractive for individual actors,

but the costs of construction waste, resource consumption, emissions, or rising rents
are borne by society,

and the public interest and consequences for nature are disregarded,
then a fundamental question arises:

Why do our rules actually encourage new construction with new materials — rather
than doing more to support building on what is already there?

If this continues, around two billion square metres of living space could disappear by
mid-century — according to calculations by the HouseEurope initiative.

However, much of the building stock could be preserved.

Considering climate developments and those of our democratic societies, perhaps
the question we should be asking ourselves is:

Can we actually still afford this size of demolition?



[Outro-Jingle]
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