Social Housing Revisited
Towards a Housing Europe Mythbuster Series

The idea
• To prove that arguments that are commonly used in
public debate about social housing across Europe are just
myths/stereotypes.
• It’s a communication activity that can feed into both the
policy and the research work of Housing Europe.
• Online tool that can be automatically translated
• Focus:
➢Diversity of tenure is needed for a working “housing ecosystem”
➢Housing as a platform for care in our changing societies

• The whole tool may be developed as a deliverable of the
ENLIGHTEN project, in which Housing Europe is a partner.

The tool

An example
Social housing is too expensive for the public purse
and cuts are inevitable in times of crisis
Building social and affordable housing can actually help reducing other
areas of public spending such as healthcare, social protection and social
services, while at the same time stimulating growth and local
employment.

(Read more)

Data to support the counterargument
• In England for instance four times as much is spent on Housing Benefit as on actually building homes, although lack of
affordable homes is thought to be in part responsible for increases in rents that feed into higher social security costs. While
housing development expenditure has fallen from £11 billion in 2009/10 to just £5 billion in 2013/14 and £6 billion in
2014/15, housing benefit expenditure grew from £20 billion to £24.3 billion over the same period despite the introduction
of caps on benefits, with highest increase in the amount that goes to private sector tenants.

• Investing in good quality social and affordable housing can also help reducing costs of the national health system.
According to a recent Eurofound report, inadequate housing costs EU economies nearly €194 billion per year – in direct
costs associated with healthcare and related medical and social services, and indirect costs such as lost productivity and
reduced opportunities. To bring the standard of housing up to an acceptable level would cost about €295 billion, an
investment which would be repaid within 18 months by savings in healthcare and better social outcomes, according to the
report.
• Furthermore, integrated housing support is an efficient tool to improve protection of vulnerable groups. As an example,
the public service cost of caring for the chronically homeless can be up to three times higher that a supported housing
response where care services are provided in the home.
• Positive outcomes of investment in affordable homes include a stimulation of the local economy through its multiplier
effect on the economy as well as a gain in purchasing power for residents who can benefit from reduced housing costs.

Your role
Add your voice and your ideas to this initiative that
aims to make the case for facts instead of
stereotypes, for figures instead of myths

Timeline
• Late March-April
Send us your input as part of your contribution to
the ‘State of Housing in the EU 2017’ report
• Until then you may share any thoughts with us
via e-mail
• Once the tool is online, help us spread the word!

