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1995 6,195 93,836 2,432 29,090 8,158 13,691

1996 6,283 88,934 2,442 31,079 13,108 11,513

1997 6,366 92,315 2,410 25,876 16,511 12,527

1998 6,441 90,516 2,434 21,454 18,214 13,098

1999 6,522 78,625 2,475 17,651 15,880 14,354

2000 6,590 70,650 2,439 15,209 12,789 13,528

2001 6,649 72,958 2,440 14,089 11,395 15,555

2002 6,710 66,704 2,436 12,654 14,057 12,738

2003 6,764 59,629 2,420 12,974 15,795 12,633

2004 6,810 65,314 2,412 14,140 15,103 15,910

2005 6,859 67,016 17,000 13,907

Social Housing in Europe, LSE,London,2007p.131
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2013 Landlord levy Verhuurderheffing 

€710.68 10
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40 25
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Investeringsbudget Stedelijke Vernieuwing ISV

Waarborgfonds Sociale Woningbouw WSW

3

Centraal Fonds Volkshuisvesting CFV

WSW
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