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Social Housing: Units and buildings, 1922-1933
Annual 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

9000

10000

1922 1923 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933

N
u

m
b

e
r 

o
f 

b
u

il
d

in
gs

N
u

m
b

er
 o

f 
u

n
it

s

Units Buildings



Social Housing: Units and Buildings, 1922-1933
Cumulative 
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The Reumannhof as an emblematic example 
of a “Superblock” Gemeindebau



Art Deco at
Gartenstadt
Jedlesee
Karl-Seitz-Hof



Social housing quality



Average expenditure for rent

Source: Loibner (2020)



Social housing allocation







Election results

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

1919 1920 1923 1927 1930 1932

%
  s

h
a

re

SDAP Federal SDAP Vienna Federal SDAP Vienna Municipal



SDAP supported by bourgeois intellectuals in 1927



Data 

• District level evidence on units (flats) and buildings  for 21 districts

• Date of opening, artwork

• Match with vote results, municipal, federal 

• Railway and metro stations (pre 1914)

• Census data on e.g. servants per district, age breakdown, minorities



The model

• Time-series cross-sections dynamic specification fixed-effects 
estimator error correction model (ECM), following Bengtsson (2014), 
DeBoeff and Keele (2008)

• Although ECMs are not limited to analyses in which cointegration is a 
problem, such models offer methodological advantages when the 
possibility of unit root problems cannot be rejected

• Lags should also help with revers causality issues (in addition IV 2SLS)

• ∆𝑌𝑖𝑡 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝑌𝑖𝑡−1 +𝛽0∆𝑋𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽1𝑋𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛽3∆𝑍𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽4𝑍𝑖𝑡−1 + 𝛾𝑖 +
𝛿𝑡 + 𝜀𝑖𝑡

• Correct interpretation of the long-run effect =
𝛽1

−𝛼1



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

VARIABLES

lagged share of SDAP votes -0.461** -0.723*** -0.692*** -0.794*** -0.781***

(0.192) (0.108) (0.105) (0.103) (0.0936)

lagged share of servants in work force -4.193*** -2.441** -1.574* -6.279***

(0.689) (1.069) (0.764) (1.322)

lagged flats per 1k population -0.0444 0.0961** 0.154*** 0.141*** 0.120***

(0.0591) (0.0346) (0.0329) (0.0359) (0.0335)

lagged share of population <14 2.344** 3.093***

(0.975) (0.867)

lagged share of jewish population -2.344***

(0.541)

lagged interaction servants x flats per 1k 0.0147*

(0.00804)

Constant 25.97** 67.00*** 21.12 39.27* 83.15***

(11.34) (7.796) (21.98) (20.27) (10.89)

Observations 63 63 63 63 63

R-squared 0.735 0.893 0.911 0.934 0.917

Number of district 21 21 21 21 21

Robust standard errors in parentheses

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

change in the share of SDAP votes

The ECM results

average effect 0.2
(average No. of flats per 
1k population in 1932 
was 30, average district 
population 90k)



Conclusion

• Social housing popular program, spatially dispersed

• Successful program because it had widespread support of lower and  
middle class

• Housing attracted young families, non SDAP members voted SDAP 

• Some indication that richer districts (despite progressive tax) voted 
SDAP because new buildings and related infrastructure were 
attractive

• The  social housing programme was “too successful” given Black 
Vienna’s autocratic backlash in 1933/1934



wienerwohnen.at

THE VIENNA MODEL 
OF AFFORDABLE 
HOUSING



1.9 
Mio.

1.9 million people are living in Vienna...



1/2
... of those, apx. 900,000 are living in public or
subsidized housing facilities.
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Low rents ensure social stability
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Flat ownership

“Vienna is different”

20%

Austria

60%

Vienna



Municipally owned flats

“Vienna is different”

24% 16%

AustriaVienna



76 %
Tenants

6 %
House owners

4 %
Other

14 %
Flat owners

Quelle: Statistik Austria - Wohnungserhebung 2018, Bearbeitung MA 232018
Tenancy – Vienna´s primary form
of residence



Two forms of social housing

Council Flats

administration, maintenance and renting of 
220,000 council flats owned by the city of 
Vienna

Subsidized Housing Construction

public subsidized construction of currently 7,000 
dwellings per year medium-term average

Karl-Marx-Hof, Wien 19 so.vie.so, Wien 10 
Projektentwickler: BWS; Planung: s&s Architekten



Widely fair applicant acceptance criteria

• Two years primary residence for EU-citizens

Allocation criteria:

• Minimum age 18

• Maximum income € 3.505,–

• Social needs such as:

o Overcrowding, single parent

o Reservation for Youngsters …



Subsidized housing construction



Nonprofit construction associations
Seestadt Aspern



Task: 

• To build, renovate and manage apartments in the service of the general public.
• Non-profit housing developers should operate profitably and the profit must be 

reinvested.
• Tenants pay "cost rent": Building associations are only allowed to demand rents that 

makes up the costs of the building project.
• Receive grants, permanent loyalty.

Nonprofit construction associations



Land Advisory Board

• Plot owned by developer < 500 WE

• Project submission

• Evaluation by the Land Advisory Board 
(monthly meetings)

Develloper´s Competion

• Plot owned by developer and project > 500 WE

• or plot owned by wohnfonds_wien

• Developer´s competition oranised by wohnfonds_wien

• Project submission by teams (developer and architect)

• Evaluation by a jury

• NEW: Two-stage dialog oriented processes

Quality procedures



wienerwohnen.at

https://socialhousing.wien/



Thank you for your attention!


