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SUMMARY

In the German conurbation areas, strongly rising real estate prices and offer rents can be observed.
It is becoming increasingly difficult for apartment seekers to find an apartment that meets their
needs within the bounds of their financial possibilities. From an economic policy point of view, this
involves possible risks to financial stability on the one hand and the resulting problems for households
with lower incomes and for the social structures of cities on the other.

The price pressure triggered by strong migration to conurbation areas was intensified by falling mort-
gage interest rates. At present, exaggerations cannot be ruled out in price developments in large
cities, which could lead to corrections, particularly in the event of an abrupt rise in long-term interest
rates or changes in expectations. However, the development of supply there is lagging behind
demand, and loans and debt are developing moderately. As a result, there are currently no acute
risks to financial stability from real estate financing.

However, if real estate prices fall, banks are likely to suffer noticeable losses. There will also be a
significant increase in interest rate risks. Macroprudential measures should therefore be consi-
dered, especially as there is reason to fear a delay in the use of instruments. In addition, the data
situation on residential and commercial real estate loans should be improved and additional macro-
prudential instruments should be created in the real estate sector.

There are no quick solutions to social and urban policy problems. Regulations on protection against
dismissal and on rent increases protect existing tenants from the changed market conditions. The
rent control offers limited symptomatic therapy for people who succeed in obtaining an apartment
(“insiders”). It is likely to worsen the situation of “outsiders”, as the supply of regular rental apart-
ments is reduced due to conversions into furnished apartments and the sale to owner-occupiers.

Housing benefits are the most appropriate instrument, as they do not directly intervene in market
processes as an instrument of individual support. However, the circle of beneficiaries is small due to
the low income threshold. In the case of social housing, past mistakes must be avoided by ensuring
a social mix and adapting the promotion to the income situation of the tenants in a timely manner.

An expansion of supply is limited by available space. The property tax should not be used to mobilise
fallow land. In the forthcoming reform, it will be necessary to weigh up arguments for taking the value
of real estate into account, for example by means of a land value tax, and the segregation effects that
this may entail. This argues in favour of a hybrid solution. Regulations that make building more expen-
sive and lengthy approval processes are proving to be barriers to supply. For example, there is a
conflict between the desire for affordable housing and climate policy objectives.

High transaction costs make it difficult for private households to acquire real estate. It would be
conceivable to introduce a tax allowance for the property transfer tax. However, this would require a
reform of the state fiscal equalisation system to the effect that instead of the average tax rate across
the states, a notional tax rate of just under 3.5 % would be assumed for fiscal equalisation. Given the
tax advantages for owner-occupied and rented real estate, there is no reason for further relief. The
Baukindergeld is only effective selectively with high deadweight effects. It would be better to
promote private capital formation on the model of Switzerland, which does not discriminate against
real estate compared to other forms of investment.
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|. ACHALLENGING REAL ESTATE MARKET
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For several years now, Germany has seen a sharp rise in prices for residential
properties and increased asking rents, particularly in major urban areas. At the
same time, it is becoming increasingly difficult for apartment-seekers in these
areas to find accommodation that is within their financial means and suits their
needs. This ongoing development has been the subject of intense public debate,
which incorporates both a macroeconomic dimension and a dimension of social
and housing policy.

— On the one hand, the question is whether exaggerations have driven up real
estate prices in individual regions to a level that can pose macroeconom-
ics risks. Experience from financial crises shows that real estate markets
can tend towards critical developments that carry serious consequences for
growth and employment and for the financial system.

— On the other hand, the rapid growth in demand for housing in urban centres
creates problems for social and housing policy. The sharp increase in
asking rents poses a considerable burden, particularly for more socially dis-
advantaged households that have to spend an above-average proportion of
their income on accommodation. With this development comes the risk of
social segregation within cities.

Demographic developments are a main reason for both these problem are-
as. While population growth has only been moderate overall, a strong increase in
the number of people moving to Germany’s largest cities has been observed
since the mid-2000s. With housing supply only expanding slowly - due in no
small part to a shortage of available development sites - it comes as no surprise
that the changing market situation is reflected in higher prices and rents. In this
context, regulations that restrict rent increases only treat the symptoms of the
problem, and cause an excess demand for such rents that are kept artificially
low, with the result that many apartment-seekers are inevitably unsuccessful
even if they were willing to pay a higher price.

The macroeconomic dimension of the problem stems from the fact that the
price pressure caused by urban migration has been intensified by almost simul-
taneously declining interest rates for property loans. If long-term interest
rates were to increase suddenly or expectations regarding future price trends
were to change dramatically, an appreciable decline in prices in regions that had
experienced particularly sharp price increases up to this point can not be ruled
out.

In light of the moderate development in credit and the level of private household
indebtedness, there are currently no acute risks for financial stability deriving
from property financing. However, a significant drop in property prices could re-
sult in significant losses by the banks if the value of the loan security was overes-
timated. Significantly higher risks of interest rate changes are also a factor.
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Therefore macroprudential measures should by now be considered as the
delayed activation of instruments is to be worried.

Furthermore, the data situation regarding residential and commercial proper-
ty loans should be improved promptly to be able to make more reliable decisions
on the activation of macroprudential instruments in time. Ultimately, the crea-
tion of additional macroprudential instruments would be prudent. This concerns
the income-based instruments in the area of residential property, and instru-
ments for the commercial property sector.

In terms of social and housing policy, the challenge is to find solutions that
prevent social hardship on the short term but also ensure that supply can adapt
to the higher demand in the medium and long term. From the perspective of ur-
ban policy, the priority is to prevent the development of new socially disadvan-
taged areas. In this context, social housing plays a major role, whereby it is im-
portant to ensure a more targeted promotion than in the past. As an instrument
of individual support, housing benefit should be strengthened by more regularly
adjusting and by raising the income limits.

Symptomatic therapy such as rent control (Mietpreisbremse) is not con-
structive. While rent control does benefit a share of people seeking accommoda-
tion, on the whole it makes it more difficult for people to find housing, as the
supply of rental housing is likely to contract, not least owing to the conversion of
apartments into furnished rentals or owner-occupied condominiums. As the ex-
pansion of rental housing supply is limited due to the availability of development
land in urban areas, and planning procedures are lengthy, quick solutions to the
tense situation on the residential property market should not to be expected.

Il. DEMOGRAPHIC INFLUENCES ON
REAL ESTATE PRICES AND RENTS

660.

The purchase prices of residential property have surged in Germany since
the start of the decade. ~ cHArRT 87 TOP LEFT This is particularly true of the seven
largest German cities - Berlin, Diisseldorf, Frankfurt, Hamburg, Cologne, Mu-
nich and Stuttgart (“A-cities”) - where prices in 2017 were 81 % higher than in
2010. In all 127 towns and cities, prices had appreciated by 64 %, while the price
increase in Germany overall was 46 % in the same period.

Rents for newly let units have also increased significantly, but the increases are
nowhere near those seen in property prices. N CHART 87 CENTRE RIGHT In the period
from 2010 to 2017, they increased by 42 % in the seven largest cities, by 38 % in
the 127 towns and cities and by 33 % in Germany overall. Owing to extensive
protection provisions v ITEM 699 rents in existing rental contracts only rose by
9.8 % during the same period and therefore only increased slightly more than
the consumer price index.
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The demographic development offers an important explanation not only for
the increasing prices and rents but also for the growing problems in finding ac-
commodation. Overall, there has only been a moderate increase in the popula-
tion of Germany since the 1990s: in 2017, the population was only 3.5 % higher
than it was in 1991. Due to changes in lifestyle, however, there has been a far
greater increase in the number of households. On account of the growing
share of single-person households, this number increased by around 17 % be-
tween 1991 and 2017. Further to this, the standard of living has improved signif-
icantly, with the average living space per person, for example, rising from 41.2 to
46.5 square meters between 2005 and 2017.

Added to this, Germany has also experienced large-scale population move-
ments, particularly from the new Lénder (former East) to the old Ldnder (for-
mer West). The population of some parts of the new Lénder has declined signifi-
cantly. Saxony-Anhalt - the state hardest hit by this development - has seen its
population shrink by 21.9 %. Contrasting with this, considerably more people
now live in Bavaria (+12.8 %), Baden-Wiirttemberg (+11.3 %) and Hamburg
(+10,4 %) than at the start of the 1990s. N CHART 86 TOP RIGHT

These population movements are reflected in the number of housing units in
relation to the population. In 2017, far more units were available in the regions
affected by outward migration (over 550 units per 1 000 inhabitants) than in the
Ldnder with a growing population (fewer than 500 housing units). Accordingly,
there are also large regional differences in the vacancy rate, which stood at
11.2 % in the eastern German Ldnder in 2014, as opposed to 7.1 % in the western
German Ldnder.

Since the mid-2000s, this general trend has been associated with particularly
pronounced migration to the seven largest cities. While the population of
these cities remained more or less constant or even fell (in the case of Berlin) in
the period after reunification, they have seen a strong population increase since
2005. Topping the list is Munich with a population growth of 16 %, followed by
Frankfurt (+15 %) and Berlin (+11 %). The above-average rise in the price of
residential property observed in the same period and the sharp increase in
rents in these cities could therefore largely be attributable to an increase in the
demand for housing as a result of demographic developments. N CHART 86 BOTTOM
RIGHT

These demographic trends in Germany are not expected to change to any con-
siderable extent for the foreseeable future. The household projection of the Fed-
eral Statistical Office, which is based on the forward projection of current devel-
opments, forecasts that the number of households will only increase slightly
overall (+6 %) from 2015 to 2035. However, with a projected increase of around
13 %, much stronger growth will continue to be seen in the city states (Berlin,
Hamburg and Bremen). While there will be a slightly above-average increase of
7 % in the number of households in the west-German territorial Lander (Ldnder
excluding the city states), the east-German territorial Ldnder will face a 3 % de-
cline in the number of households. N cHART 86 TOP LEFT
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The influence of demography on residential property prices becomes also clear

in an international comparison. In the period from 1991 to the present day,
real property prices in Germany have lagged significantly behind developments
in other countries. In 2017, real prices for residential properties were just 2.9 %
above the level in 1991. In contrast, real prices have increased by 25.8 % in the
euro area, by 34.1 % in OECD countries and by 51.3 % in the United States. New
Zealand tops the list with a real price increase of 255.7 %. N CHART 86 BOTTOM LEFT
The price increase tends to be most pronounced in countries that have experi-
enced the biggest increase in population.
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I1l. AN OVERHEATING PROPERTY MARKET?
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Developments in the real estate market can produce considerable macroeco-
nomic effects. A broad literature on the booms and busts in residential prop-
erty describes the positive and negative self-reinforcing connection between
house prices and credit and the effects this has on macroeconomic activity
(Guerrieri and Uhlig, 2016). For the United States, in the period of the Great Re-
cession a strong link can be seen between the collapse in property prices and the
private consumption of heavily indebted and therefore -credit-
constrained private households (Mian and Sufi, 2016).

Unfavourable developments in the real estate market are particularly serious for
the banking system, given that worldwide the share of mortgage loans in
banks' total lending portfolios has risen substantially in the past few dec-
ades - climbing from 30 % in 1990 to 60 % in 2011 (Jorda et al., 2016).

In the past, real estate crises have often been triggered by an excessive expan-
sion of supply. The real estate market is particularly vulnerable to this, as
there is generally a relatively long time lag between the time the housing supply
decision is made and the time the supply gets confronted with the market. The
price response to the supply decision therefore takes effect much later than in
many other sectors of the economy. For suppliers, the problem is to correctly an-
ticipate the impact of supply on prices, which in turn amplifies price volatility
(Glaeser, 2013; Olszewski et al., 2016). The result is a scenario as described in
the pig cycle model. Due to arrears in interest and amortisation payments, va-
cant leveraged properties then give rise directly to non-performing bank loans.

Accordingly, this begs the question whether there are indications of price devel-
opments in Germany that cannot be explained by fundamental factors, whether
excessive supply reactions can be seen at least at the regional level, and to what
extent this could produce risks for the financial system.

1. Signs of inflated prices in large cities

The pressure on real estate prices as a result of the sharp regional increase in
demand for housing has been amplified by the almost concurrent significant
drop in interest rates on mortgage loans in Germany. Influenced by the
expansionary monetary policy of the European Central Bank (ECB), the interest
rates for residential real estate loans, which ranged between around 4 % and 5 %
in the 2000s, have fallen to most recently around 2 %.

The influence of interest rates on the prices of residential property stems directly
from the continuous interest charges that a property buyer with a given in-
come has to pay. To provide a rough indication of the effects of interest rates, let
us take the example of a private household with own capital of 60 000 Euro and
a monthly amount of 1500 Euro available for interest and amortisation pay-
ments. With a constant interest rate of 4 % and annuities calculated on an annu-
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al basis, it would be possible to repay a loan of 240 000 Euro in roughly 20 years
and purchase a property with a purchase price of 300 000 Euro. With an inter-
est rate of 2% and all other assumptions being equal, a loan of around
287 500 Euro can be repaid. As a result of the lower interest rates, the feasible
purchase price increases by roughly 16 % (from 300 000 Euro to 347 500Euro).

Interest rate development is not only important from a borrower's perspective.
In the past, investors looking for returns are likely to have invested consider-
able amounts of capital in real estate. If the rate of return normalises in other ar-
eas, such as bonds, they might withdraw their capital from the real estate sector
and in doing so put pressure on property prices.

For the assessment of real estate prices, indicators are often used that con-
sider these prices in relation to fundamental factors such as the development
of rental income and household income.

— In the period from the first quarter of 2003 to the second quarter of 2018,
the ratio of purchase prices to the income of private households has in-
creased by 7.6 % (condominiums) in Germany overall.

— The growing level of interest in the purchase of real estate in large cities is
reflected in the fact that purchase prices here have increased much more
than rents. In the period from 2004 to 2017, the ratio of purchase prices
to annual rent increased by 30.8 % in the seven major cities, by 21.8 % in
the 127 large towns and cities, and by 17.6 % in Germany overall. u CHART 87
BOTTOM RIGHT

— The ratio of purchase price to annual rent is usually named multiplier. The
reciprocal of this ratio is the initial return of a real estate investment.
In 2004, this consistently stood at around 4.5 %. In 2017, this value had fall-
en to 3.4 % for the seven largest cities, to 3.7 % for the 127 towns and cities
and to 3.8 % for Germany overall. ~ cHART 87 BoTTOM RIGHT Therefore, the de-
cline in the return on real estate is far less pronounced than the drop in the
yields on government bonds: the market yield for public sector bonds
dropped from 3.7 % to 0.2 % in the same period.

For several years, the Deutsche Bundesbank has been estimating the “fun-
damental price” of real estate for Germany as a whole and separately for the
group of the seven largest cities using a regional panel data set. The regression
model is based on the data of the 401 rural districts and independent urban mu-
nicipalities for the period from 2004 through to 2017. The underlying control
variables comprise the per-capita real estate stock, the income, the population
density, the share of the population aged 30-55, the rate of unemployment, the
rate of real GDP growth and the mortgage rate. On the basis of these calcula-
tions, the Deutsche Bundesbank (2018a) establishes an overvaluation of up
to 30 % for the seven largest cities in 2017. The degree of overvaluation differs
between the observation units: while apartments are overvalued across Germa-
ny, this is not true of single-family houses (Kajuth et al., 2016).
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N CHART 87
Real estate and rental prices
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The model illustrates the influence of low long-term interest rates on real
estate prices (Kajuth et al., 2016). In the basic version, it determines the price
deviation for 2014 assuming a constant interest rate since 2009. If the actual in-
terest rates are assumed instead, the deviation identified with the model is re-
duced by 5 percentage points for the seven largest cities.

673. A general problem for many analyses of the development of real estate prices is
that more in-depth data for the German real estate market have only been avail-
able since 2004. In this context, it is important to remember, however, that the
mid-2000s were characterised by the unfavourable economic climate in Germa-
ny at that time. This is seen not least in the fact that real property prices in 2004
were 11 % below the average of the 1990s and were only marginally higher than
in the mid-1970s. N CHART 87 BOTTOM LEFT

674. Using OECD data, the German Institute for Economic Research has researched
the development of real estate prices in 2018 (Kholodilin and Michelsen, 2018).
While the authors do not see a nationwide “real estate bubble”, they do identify
signs of excessive real estate speculation in the A-cities. UBS (2018)
warns of the risk of a real estate bubble in Munich, putting the city on a par with
the likes of Hong Kong, Toronto and Vancouver in this respect.

675. The International Monetary Fund (IMF) has conducted a panel analysis for
the period from 1990 through to 2016, which in addition to economic variables
considers the role of policy and institutional and structural factors - such as tax
incentives and rent controls - to estimate equilibrium house prices (Geng, 2018).
The analysis finds an overvaluation of 6 % for the average of 20 countries. For
Germany, all model variants in this analysis suggest an undervaluation of
around 10 %.

676. While there are no signs of excessive real estate prices in Germany overall, there
are indications of overvaluations in the large cities. In addition to residential
property, these are also found in commercial real estate. v Box19 Given the
strong migration to these regions, it is not surprising that this is correspondingly
reflected in price trends. The fall in interest rates has further amplified the situa-
tion. While a change in the demographic trends can be ruled out in the foreseea-
ble future, an interest rate reversal is likely. The future development of real
estate prices in the largest cities will therefore depend in no small part on
the speed at which long-term interest rates rise again. If interest rates were to
increase abruptly, an appreciable drop in prices cannot be ruled out.

N BOX 19

Assessment of commercial real estate

The pricing situation on the commercial property market is tense, a development which can no longer
be fully explained by fundamental factors (Erler, 2017). The demand for office and commercial prop-
erty has increased significantly in recent years (Dorffmeister and Steininger, 2018). The price in-
creases for commercial property has been even more pronounced than for residential real estate.
In 2017, the prices in the seven largest cities were 104 % above the level in 2010; in all 127 towns
and cities the increase was 55 %. N CHART 87 TOP RIGHT Rents for commercial property have lagged
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even more behind purchase price developments than rents for residential property have, with the re-
sult that returns on investment have fallen considerably. In the towns and cities overall, the net initial
return fell from 6.2 % in 2004 to 4.5 % in 2017, while in the seven largest cities it dropped from
5.4 % to 3.1 % and is therefore less than the rate of return for residential property.

The sharp rise in prices for commercial propertiy is not reflected in an appreciable expansion of sup-
ply, however. Accounting for a 2.1 % share in GDP, investment in commercial construction is even
slightly below the average for the period from 1991 to 2017 (2.5 %). Building completions for office
buildings and for the retail and warehousing sector expressed as a share of GDP are almost at an
historic low. N CHART 88 LEFT It follows that the vacancy rate for office property in the 127 towns and
cities and in the seven largest cities is at a low level in a longer-term context. N CHART 88 RIGHT

N CHART 88
Indicators for the commercial real estate market
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2. No excessive expansion of supply

677. From a macroeconomic perspective, price developments in the real estate sector
pose a particular risk if they result in an excessive expansion of supply be-
cause market participants underestsimate future supply (Glaeser and Na-
thanson, 2015). There are suddenly no buyers or tenants for the new properties,
which translates directly to loan defaults. As the financial crisis in Spain and Ire-
land made clear, a property boom can cause the entire economy to become more
and more focussed on this one sector. For example, in 2006 the share of residen-
tial construction investment in GDP reached 12.1 % in Spain and even 13.5 % in
Ireland. The development in Spain demonstrates that a sudden drop in demand
can trigger, in addition to the serious implications for the financial system, a
persistently high level of structural unemployment.

678. In Germany, the share of residential construction investment in GDP has
risen slightly in recent years and stood at 6.1 % in 2017. This corresponds ex-
actly to the average for the period 1991 to 2017, which is characterised by a boom
phase in the period 1994 to 2000 (7.1 %) and a distinctly weak period in the
years 2004 through to 2010 (5.1 %). Therefore, so far there are no indications
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Needed dwelling units and construction activity in residential property

Building permits and completion of dwellings,
capacity utilisation in the construction sector
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that the rising prices have resulted in an excessive increase in supply. In fact,
construction activity in the large cities suggests the very opposite.

The situation with regard to building permits, completed buildings and
new orders for residential construction paints a similar picture, with the
corresponding figures still clearly below the record highs reached in the first half
of the 1990s despite a significant expansion. v cHART 89 LEFT Furthermore, the level
of capacity utilisation seen in the construction sector since the year 2000 and
the scarcity of land for building development hinder any stronger expansion of
building activity.

According to calculations of the German Economic Institute (IW Koln), the
number of buildings completed in 2016 was well below the estimated 430 000
dwelling units that need to be constructed each year (needed dwelling units) be-
tween 2015 and 2020. Construction fell short of the number of needed dwelling
units in all seven of the large cities in 2016. v cHART 89 RIGHT The regional
housing need determined by the German Economic Institute is broken down in-
to demographics-driven need, replacement and backlog-related need, and addi-
tional need deriving from increased immigration (Deschermeier et al., 2017).
Currently, immigration is the biggest component in the increased housing need.

A current market analysis for Berlin (bulwiengesa, 2018) makes a similar fore-
cast. It anticipates that at least 19 000 new dwelling units would need to be built
each year through to 2030 to meet the demand. According to the analysis, the
14 000 new units estimated by the Senate Department for Urban Development
and Housing are not enough to provide adequate housing for new people settling
in Berlin and for the population already living in the city.
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3. Implications for the financial system

In recent decades, the residential property market has become increas-
ingly important for lending by the banks and therefore for the stability of
the financial system (Jorda et al., 2016). For example, in Germany the share
of housing loans to private households in loans to domestic enterprises and resi-
dent individuals increased from 23.1 % in 1980 to 36.6 % in the second quarter
of 2018. The share of housing loans in total outstanding bank loans to resident
individuals and domestic enterprises amounted to 51 %. At the same time, 73 %
of the debt of the private household sector was attributable to loans for housing.

Soaring property prices are particularly dangerous for the financial system if
they are accompanied by a strong increase in lending (Jorda et al., 2015; Brun-
nermeier and Schnabel, 2016). In Spain and Ireland, for example, the volume of
housing loans to private households almost tripled from January 2003 to the
peak reached in 2008. Compared to that, growth in housing loans in Ger-
many is still moderate. While the growth rate in the second quarter of
2018 - at 4.3 % - was well above the 2.6 % average for the period 2011 to 2017, it
was below the long-term average since 1982 of 5.5 %.

The level of debt of private households and the volume of housing loans in
relation to GDP and to disposable income have fallen slightly since the financial
crisis. Standing at 54.1 % most recently, the level of indebtedness of private
households in relation to economic output was well below the record level of
98.6 % that the debt of US households had reached in the first quarter of 2008.
As such, there is no indication of excessive private household debt in
Germany. Therefore, if the property market did collapse, the effect on private
consumption would be clearly less pronounced than then seen in the United
States.

Credit standards are of central importance for the risks associated with real es-
tate credit. The quarterly Eurosystem Bank Lending Surveys suggest that the
German banks surveyed most recently applied less strict credit standards
for housing loans. With these banks having reported an easing of their standards
for residential property loans in three of the four quarters of 2017, this trend
continued in the first three quarters of 2018 (ECB, 2018a, 2018b, 2018c). At the
same time, margins for average-risk and riskier residential property loans have
narrowed. However, data on the level of the credit standards for residential
property loans indicate that the standards are still comparatively tight relative to
the standards in place since 2010 (Deutsche Bundesbank, 2018b).

With regard to small and medium-sized banks, the German Financial Stability
Committee (Ausschuss fiir Finanzstabilitit, AFS) points out that these banks have
not eased their lending standards in the residential loan sector to a percepti-
ble degree (AFS, 2018). On the basis of the low-interest-rate survey (Niedrig-
zinsumfrage, 2017), the AFS finds that a substantial increase in the debt ratio for
residential real estate financing cannot be observed among the institutes sur-
veyed for the 2014 to 2016 period. The average loan amounts have increased,
however.
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These assessments of the lending standards are solely based on survey data,
however. Granular data on the lending standards are not available,
even to the supervisors. Therefore, a reliable assessment of these standards is all
but impossible given the current data availability.

Apart from residential property loans, the financing of commercial real es-
tate can also carry risks for the stability of the financial system. It should be
noted that the financing of commercial real estate plays less of a role than the fi-
nancing of residential property in this context. In mid-2017, the stock of loans
for commercial real estate had an 8 % share in the balance sheet total of German
banks, while the stock of loans for residential property had a 16 % share
(Deutsche Bundesbank, 2017b).

Despite the significant rise in prices for commercial real estate in Germany, nei-
ther the Deutsche Bundesbank (2017b) nor the AFS (2017) see any immediate
risks to financial stability. Here, however, it is important to point out that the
analyses are largely based on surveys conducted in 2016. Therefore, the data
situation regarding commercial real estate financing appears to be particu-
larly fragmentary.

In the current low interest rate environment, the development of interest rates
could pose a particular risk. For example, an abrupt hike in interest rates
could put pressure on property prices and jeopardise the stability of the banking
system. In this context, a distinction must be made between loans with a varia-
ble and with a fixed interest rate. Borrowers with variable interest rates are
immediately confronted with the hike in interest rates. The banks only suffer a
loss if borrowers are no longer able to meet their payment obligations. In the
case of fixed interest loans, which are common practice in Germany for housing
loans, the risk of a change in interest rate lies with the banking sector. If interest
rates increase, the banking sector faces higher refinancing costs while receiving
constant, largely unchanged returns from long-term, low-interest loans. In addi-
tion, collateral depreciation can also be expected, which could generate larg-
er losses if the borrower defaults (loss given default).

By international standards, property loans in Germany have a long fixed in-
terest period, which has even been extended in recent years. The credit period
for new mortgage loans has increased, going from an average of ten years in
2009 to 14 years in 2017 (vdpResearch, 2017), and the share of loans with an ini-
tial interest rate fixation period of over ten years has risen in the past number of
years. N CHART 90 LEFT This is associated with a higher interest rate risk for
the banks (Annual Report 2017, items 475 ff.). Interest rates for housing loans
have dropped during the same period. The difference in interest rates (spread)
between new business short-term and longer-term loans is persistent at a com-
paratively low level. ~ cHART 90 RIGHT At the same time, owing to the significantly
lower interest burden, average initial amortisation rates have risen from 1.85 %
in 2009 to 3.23 % in 2017 (vdpResearch, 2017) with the result that the amount
to be refinanced at the end of the fixed interest period will be significantly lower.

As a rule, interest rate risks for banks are taken into consideration in Pillar 2 of
the Basel Framework for banking supervision (Annual Report 2015,
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N CHART 90
Fixed interest periods and interest rates for housing loans to private households?

Fixed interest periods Interest rates on loans for house purchase
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1 - Data based on monthly new business of MFI interest rate statistics for secured and unsecured loans, excluding overdrafts. 2 - Share in
total housing loans. 3 - Calculated as difference in interest rate with initial interest rate fixation period of over five years to 10 years and of
interest rate with initial interest rate fixation period of over 1 year to 5 years.

Sources: Deutsche Bundesbank, own calculations e

items 413 ff.). This examines how a parallel shift of the yield curve by 200 basis
points up or down affects a bank's capital as a present value loss. If in the overall
analysis an institute does not have an adequate capital base, it is possible to im-
pose a capital add-on for interest rate risks in the banking book. In Pillar 1 of the
regulation, interest rate risks are not backed by equity.

688. The results of two recent stress tests indicate that German financial institu-
tions are sufficiently capitalised to withstand a 30 % decline in residential prop-
erty prices (Siemsen and Vilsmeier, 2017; Barasinska et al., 2018a). In the two
studies, the same stress scenario in which residential property prices drop by
30 % and the unemployment rate increases from under 5 % to 8 % is applied to
two different data bases and estimation models.. While the stress tests do reveal
a reduction in the common equity tier 1 capital ratio from 0.6 to 0.9
percentage points, the studies largely disregard systemic aspects. Therefore
the results must be interpreted as a lower limit and do not suffice to draw con-
clusions regarding the impact on financial stability (Barasinska et al., 2018b).

689. In the overall analysis, the available information does not point to acute risks
to financial stability stemming from residential property financing.
That said, it is conceivable that a significant drop in real estate prices could pro-
duce unexpectedly high losses if the value of the loan collateral is overestimated.
The losses could be of a far greater magnitude than the current stress tests sug-
gest, as a cumulation of different risks and systemic effects in the form of conta-
gion and macroeconomic feedback effects could significantly amplify the impact.
Added to this are significantly higher interest rate risks for banks. It is therefore
advisable to examine whether macroprudential instruments need to be ac-
tivated.
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4. Growing need for macroprudential action

Supervisors can apply a number of different macroprudential instruments.
In the context of risks from real estate credit, the main objective is to limit sys-
temic risks in the time dimension, i.e. the prevention of procyclical effects
in the financial system (Annual Report 2014, item 364). This involves both limit-
ing the build-up of excessive risks during the period of expansion and preventing
effects that could exacerbate a crisis during the period of contraction.

The macroprudential instruments introduced under the EU Capital Require-
ments Directive (CRD IV) and Capital Requirements Regulation (CRR) are de-
signed to strengthen banks' risk-bearing capacity particularly through addi-
tional capital requirements, some of which vary over the financial cycle
(countercyclical capital buffer, capital conservation buffer, Annual Report 2014,
items 383 ff.). Further to this, many member states have established the legal
framework to be able to implement minimum requirements at the loan or
borrower level for the provision of new residential property loans as
targeted macroprudential instruments (Annual Report 2017, items 487 ff.).

Only a limited set of tools has been introduced in Germany, however. By specify-
ing loan-to-value ratios (LTV ratios), supervisors can demand a minimum
share of equity for new loans. In addition, supervisors can also set a time limit
for the repayment of a certain percentage of a loan (amortisation require-
ment). Both instruments are essentially suitable to reduce the loss sustained by
the creditor should the borrower default. However, they have very little influence
on the likelihood of a payment default.

LTV ratios also have a less binding effect than income-based instruments (An-
nual Report 2017, item 489). This is because in times of increasing real estate
prices, the rising prices make higher loan amounts possible while the LTV ratio
remains constant (AFS, 2018). As borrowers' income is not likely to increase to
the same extent in such an environment, the higher loan amounts could reduce
their debt sustainability, and the probability of default increases as a result.

As early as 2015, the AFS therefore recommended creating the legal framework
for income-based macroprudential instruments that explicitly take the
debt sustainability of the borrower into account (AFS, 2015). In addition to the
possibility of introducing a cap for the debt-service-to-income ratio (DSTI
ratio), the AFS also recommended a facility for setting an upper limit on the
debt-to-income ratio (DTI ratio). According to the empirical literature, in-
come-based instruments are considered particularly effective (Gelain et al.,
2013; Kuttner and Shim, 2016).

Despite the recommendations, the legal basis for income-based macroprudential
instruments has not yet been established in Germany. This is likely to limit the
impact of macroprudential policy, as income is a key determinant of debt sus-
tainability, which significantly influences the probability of a loan default. There-
fore the legal framework for income-based macroprudential instruments
should be established (Annual Report 2017, items 487 ff.).
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Currently no loan- or borrower-specific macroprudential instruments
are in place to deal specifically with the risks in the commercial real estate
sector. As the unsatisfactory availability of data is an even bigger barrier to the
assessment of systemic risks in this sector than in the residential real estate
market, the AFS (2015) issued a recommendation to improve the data situation
in this segment as a first step. It announced that it would recommend the crea-
tion of the legal basis for macroprudential instruments for commercial real es-
tate as soon as it identified a need for action. However, the AFS (2017) and the
Deutsche Bundesbank (2017b) currently do not see any evidence of the build-
up of risks for financial stability in the commercial real estate market, and
therefore the AFS has so far not put forward the creation of a legal framework
for suitable macroprudential instruments. This is surprising, as the risks cannot
be reliably assessed without a valid data base and also because the instruments
should already be in place when risks materialise. It would therefore be prudent
to establish macroprudential instruments for the commercial real es-
tate sector.

Macroprudential monitoring, the use of appropriate instruments and the evalua-
tion of their impact are significantly hampered by the unsatisfactory data
situation. Disaggregated data on real estate credit and on the lending stand-
ards applied are either not available at all or not in the required quality (AFS,
2018). Consequently, the assessments of the banking supervisors are largely
based on survey results, such as the Bank Lending Survey, which are ultimately
not reliable given their qualitative and subjective nature. This is a problem from
the vantage point of financial stability.

As early as June 2015, the AFS issued a recommendation to the Federal Gov-
ernment to guarantee a legal basis that enables supervisors to collect data on
commercial and residential real estate loans (AFS, 2015). On account of a
recommendation put forward by the European Systemic Risk Board to close real
estate data gaps (ESRB, 2016), the Federal Government has refrained from in-
troducing a national legal basis for the collection of data on real estate loans
(Bundesregierung, 2017). This is because the availability of granular data in the
area of commercial real estate financing will be improved in the future through
the collection of data under the AnaCredit credit data statistics system. How-
ever, this means that the current data situation will remain unsatisfactory for the
time being.

AnaCredit will not alter the availability of data on residential property financing
where the borrowers are natural persons, as it does not capture loans to natural
persons. Poor data availability is therefore a problem which should be ad-
dressed promptly, as it is not possible to reliably identify the need for macropru-
dential action without such a data base.

Considering the moderate development in residential and commercial real estate
loans, the slight drop in the level of household debt and the lack of evidence of a
general easing of lending standards, there has been no apparent need thus far
for measures to curb credit growth. However, even with moderate credit growth,
the existing real estate stock could present risks for financial stability if
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the anticipated losses are underestimated due to an overestimation of the loan
collateral or if interest rate risks materialise in an environment where interest
rates increase at an unexpected speed.

In light of the above, measures should be considered that strengthen banks' abil-
ity to sustain losses from their portfolio of real estate loans. Under Article 124 ff.
of the CRR, the particularly low risk weights for loans secured by immovable
property can be increased from 35 % (50 % in the case of commercial property)
to a maximum of 150 %. Similarly, the minimum loss ratios for loans in default
could be adjusted in case banks use internal models to determine the risk
weights. However, the Federal Financial Supervisory Authority (BaFin) and
Deutsche Bundesbank have concluded that an increase in the risk weights is not
yet necessary at present (AFS, 2018).

In view of the general risk situation, the activation of the countercyclical
capital buffer could be considered as an alternative, even if risks in the proper-
ty market alone make this hard to justify. Nonetheless, the sharp decline in risk
provisioning in the banking sector on account of the consistently positive eco-
nomic situation (Deutsche Bundesbank, 2017b) and the growing macroeconomic
risks may provide grounds for activation. N ITEMS 303, 207 FF.

When it comes to the activation of macroprudential instruments conceived for
the financial cycle, the right timing is essential, as a procyclical effect could
otherwise be produced. Overall, delayed instrument activation is the bigger
concern. Firstly, it is very difficult to identify risks to financial stability in real
time. Secondly, decisions to use the instruments are often delayed (in Germany
due to time-consuming consultation and information requirements, for exam-
ple). Thirdly, considerable implementation lags are also at play, as many
measures only apply to new loans or will only take effect in the future.

Additional delays stemming from inaction bias are also a cause for concern, as
macroprudential measures are extremely unpopular politically. This is particu-
larly true if - as is the case in Germany - the macroprudential committee is dom-
inated by political decision-makers rather than the central bank (Lim et al,,
2013; Gadatsch et al., 2018). In the decision-making process, appropriate con-
sideration must be given to the various delays when deploying macroprudential
instruments.

IV. THE DIMENSION OF SOCIAL AND HOUSING

POLICY

697.

The sharp increase in demand for housing in cities has driven up the cost of ac-
commodation considerably and makes it difficult particularly for low-income
households to find accommodation that suits their needs and is within their fi-
nancial means. The high social relevance of increasing rents arises from the
fact that rent constitutes the biggest expenditure component of private house-
holds. In this context, the relative rent burden for households on a low income is
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particularly high. In large cities, the rent burden ratio — the share of expendi-
ture on rent and running costs in net household income - can exceed the 40 %
threshold above which a household is considered overburdened according to the
EU definition.

— The average rent burden of households with a net monthly income of be-
tween 500 and 1,100 Euro stands at around 40 %. ~ cHART 91 LEFT The average
household in these income brackets is considered overburdened; however,
this is not true for every individual household. The rent burden has in-
creased considerably since 2006 for households on a low monthly income
(less than 500 Euro). For the most part, however, such income is likely to
constitute a transfer payment under the system of basic income support.

— The rent burden varies when disaggregated by individual household type. At
roughly 31 %, it is particularly pronounced for single-person households,
and significantly lower for multi-person households at 23.5 %. Furthermore,
the burden is higher in the city states of Berlin, Bremen and Hamburg than
in the territorial, non-city states. ~ cHART 91, RIGHT The rent burden is relatively
low in the eastern German states.

698. The socio-political challenge is to find solutions that prevent social hardship
but also ensure that supply can be brought into line with the higher demand over
the medium and long term. In terms of urban policy, the priority is to prevent
the development of new socially disadvantaged areas.

A whole range of housing policy instruments are available to address this chal-
lenge, as the “Common Housing Initiative of the Federal Government,

N CHART 91
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the Lander and Municipalities” of September 21, 2018 illustrates. In simpli-
fied terms, these instruments can be categorised as follows:

— Measures to protect tenants from rent increases, where a share of the eco-
nomic rent driven by the housing shortage is passed from landlords to ten-
ants (rent-increase cap);

— Measures that enable particularly socially vulnerable tenants to bear the ris-
ing cost of housing without claiming the basic income support of Hartz IV
(housing benefit);

— Measures to increase the supply of housing that is provided below the mar-
ket price to low- and medium-income earners (“social housing”);

— Measures to generally increase the supply of dwelling units, particularly
through fiscal measures such as the property tax, but also within the
framework of prohibitions on the use of residential property for
unauthorized purposes and the dismantling of excessive regulations
for new housing developments;

— Measures that enable or improve the ability of renters to become home own-
ers, particularly in the form of the home buyers' child benefit or a re-
form of the real estate transfer tax.

1. Protection of tenants from rent increases

As the moderate increase in rental costs indicated within the context of the con-
sumer price index demonstrates, current tenants in a property have en-
joyed relatively comprehensive protection against rent increases for quite some
time owing to the provisions of the German Civil Code.

— For example, rent increases may not exceed the local comparable rate and
rents may not be increased by more than 20 % within a three-year period
(88 557 to 560 of the German Civil Code). In 365 towns and municipalities,
the limit is set at 15 % (capping ordinances).

— Housing modernisation measures are an exception to this rule. In this
case, landlords may — up to now — apportion 11 % of the costs to the annual
rent.

— In addition, tenants are protected against landlords terminating the
rental agreement without a legal reason. Ultimately a rental agree-
ment can only be terminated in the event of gross misconduct on the part of
the tenant or if the landlord requires the accommodation for personal use
(8 573 of the German Civil Code).

— If a rental apartment is converted to an owner-occupied condo-
minium, the rental contract cannot be terminated for personal use for a pe-
riod of three years. In many cities a period of ten years applies. In addition,
tenants have an option to buy if their dwelling is put up for sale.

— Protective provisions also apply in the event of excessive rent payments
such as the prohibition of excessively high rents (§ 5 of the Economic Of-
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fences Act (Wirtschaftsstrafgesetz), the general prohibition on usury
(8 138 (2) of the German Civil Code) and the ban on rack-renting (§ 291 (1)
no. 1 of the German Penal Code).

Rent-increase cap: symptomatic therapy with side effects

In the past, landlords were only free to define the rent in a new rental agreement
with new tenants. The rent control that came into force on June 1, 2015 closed
this gap. It sets a maximum limit on the rent charged in new rental agree-
ments that is linked to the rent index (8§ 556d to 556g of the German Civil
Code). In this context, the Ldnder can define regions as “tight housing markets”
for a maximum period of five years. Then, rents in new rental contracts may ex-
ceed the rent of a comparable property in the local area by a maximum of 10 %.
This rule does not apply to new buildings that came on the market after Octo-
ber 1, 2014 and to the first time an apartment is rented after being fully renovat-
ed (§ 556f of the German Civil Code). In addition, the rent control does not apply
if the previous rent already exceeded the maximum limit before the mechanism
was introduced; in such cases, the rent in the new rental agreement may not ex-
ceed the previous rent (§§ 556e, (1) of the German Civil Code).

The rent index performs an additional function on account of the rent control.
In the past, this index served to limit rent increases in existing rental agree-
ments. Accordingly, pursuant to § 558 (2) of the German Civil Code, rents for the
rent index are calculated as an average from existing rental agreements, new
rental agreements and rental agreements with stepped rents, without any
weighting being specified for these variables. Furthermore, the index also cap-
tures providers that generally offer rents below the market rate, often even by
statutory mandate, such as municipal housing associations, housing corpora-
tions or charitable organisations (Sebastian, 2016).

This is why the rent determined by applying the rent index to new rental agree-
ments can be significantly below the market price. A study conducted by
Held et al. (2014) shows that there can be very pronounced differences in cities
with strong demand for housing, and particularly in good residential locations.
For example, in 2012 the asking rents in the districts of Mitte, Prenzlauer Berg,
Kreuzberg and Friedrichshain in Berlin were in some cases offered more than
50 % higher than the local comparable rent. Therefore, the rent control with the
permitted markup of 10 % on the comparable rent can result in a rent that is
significantly below the market level.

The rent indexes, which are commissioned by the local authorities, vary greatly
in terms of quality and the collection of data. The quality defects of rent in-
dexes became evident in 2015 in Berlin with a decision by the Charlottenburg
District Court (Berlin Regional Court, 2016) that found that the qualified rent
index for that area was not based on recognised scientific principles. From the
German Council of Economic Experts’ point of view, it would therefore be desir-
able to update the rent index on a more regular basis using prescribed quality
standards. This could be accomplished, for example, using digital rental data
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from real estate websites (Bauer, 2015; Kauermann and Windmann, 2016; Se-
bastian and Lerbs, 2016; Voigtlinder, 2016; Schlittgen, 2017).

The fundamental problem that an increasing demand for housing faces a lim-
ited supply of accommodation since many years, particularly in major cities,
cannot be solved with an instrument like the rent control. Rather, such an in-
strument will tend to drive down the supply of accommodation available to regu-
lar renters.

— For example, investors can decide to no longer rent out a dwelling and in-
stead sell it to an owner-occupier.

— While the provisions of the rent control continue to apply if a dwelling is
converted into a furnished unit, in the case of short-term rentals or acces-
sory dwelling units landlords are entitled to charge a premium on top of the
rent for the additional furniture and fittings. As the premium does not need
to be explicitly stated in the rental agreement, it is generally difficult for the
renter to gain a full understanding of the breakdown of the total rent and
whether the law is being breached. The share of furnished accommodation in
the total supply of rental housing is already very high in cities with a tight
housing market. In the period from January to September 2016, this share
stood at 45.1 % in Stuttgart and at 47.5 % in Munich (CBRE and Berlin Hyp,
2017).

— In some cases it is likely that owners of vacated rental apartments will regis-
ter the apartment as a second residence, opening up the possibility of
short-term rental via an online platform. v ITEMS 739 FF.

— Even though the rent control does not apply for new buildings, it can have a
negative impact on supply decisions if investors fear restrictive and poten-
tially retroactive regulations for the real estate sector in the future.

At the same time, an instrument like the rent control also overrides the effect
that higher prices have on reducing demand. Overall, a greater imbalance on
the rental housing market is produced that ultimately increases the market
power of landlords. As other rationing mechanisms in addition to the price come
into play on account of the regulation, this inevitably leads to discriminatory be-
haviour of landlords vis-a-vis those seeking accommodation. With such ration-
ing mechanisms, it can be assumed that tenants with a less favourable social sit-
uation will be at a disadvantage.

Such protective provisions produce an “insider/outsider” situation where
renters who manage to get housing at a controlled rent are at an advantage (“in-
siders”) while accommodation-seekers who do not manage to find a suitable
dwelling due to the excess demand are at a disadvantage (“outsiders”). Existing
tenants therefore remain in a property even if it has become too big/small for
them due to changed family circumstances, as to move would mean changing
from the protected “insider” position to the unprotected “outsider” position.
With the rent-increase cap in place, unsuccessful accommodation-seekers are
forced into the new-build housing sector where they face even higher rents. In
addition, such protective provisions are likely to reduce transregional mobility.
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706. Econometric evaluations of the rent control indicate that it did indeed have a
dampening effect on price developments for new rentals at least on the
short term. Given its design, the rent control can only be effective in regions
where rents in new rental contracts had been trending upwards beforehand by
more than 3.9 % per year (Kholodilin et al., 2018). For regions where this was
the case, there is evidence of a dampening of the price trend and even one-time
price reductions. ¥ Box 20

N BOX 20

Evaluation of the rent control

Before the introduction of the rent control, its impact was already hotly debated. Held et al. (2014)
demonstrated that there were already vast differences in several major cities in Germany between
asking rents and local comparable rents. Other authors thereagainst feared that numerous ways to
circumvent the rent control mechanism, the lack of consequences for landlords who fail to comply,
poor transparency for tenants and ill-established rent indexes would limit the effect of the rent con-
trol from the outset (German Renters Association, 2015; Sebastian and Lerbs, 2016).

To identify the causal ex-post effects of the rent control, many studies apply the difference-in-
differences approach that compares the developments over time in regulated and unregulated mar-
ket segments. The method estimates the deviation in the development of rents before and after the
introduction of the rent control in the regulated group in relation to the development in an unregulat-
ed market and is based on the assumption that the rent trend over time would have been identical in
both groups in the absence of the rent control.

Thomschke (2016) and Deschermeier et al. (2016) compare the development of rents for new-builds
and refurbished dwellings that do not fall within the scope of the rent control. Thomschke (2016)
demonstrates a short-term price-dampening effect of 4.3 % which lagged behind expectations. Simi-
larly, Deschermeier et al. (2016) find that the rent control has only had a minor impact in Berlin and
using data through to the end of 2016 estimate a negative effect of 2.7 % on the development of
rents. Kholodilin et al. (2016, 2018) compare the rent dynamics for regulated “recent” old buildings
with the development of unregulated new-builds. The analysis shows that the rent control in regions
with high rent growth in the preceding years resulted in a one-time rent reduction of 2.9 %, while it
does not have any effect in regulated regions with previously low rent growth.

Using a difference-in-difference-in-differences approach, Breidenbach et al. (2018) demonstrate that
the dampening effect on prices for regulated rental objects in regulated cities amounts to around
3 %. The creation of a third difference addresses the endogeneity of the introduction of the rent con-
trol more directly than in previous studies. Furthermore, this estimation method takes all German
municipalities into account. N CHART 92 This makes it possible to take account of potential neigh-
bourhood spillover effects if renters locate to neighbouring unregulated districts due to increased ex-
cess demand. The regional graphic illustrates that the rent control primarily applies in urban areas
with a high rent level and that Lander led by social-democrat governments were the first to introduce
them. Like previous evaluations, the results of this study also point to a rather minor dampening ef-
fect of the rent control on the development of rents in new rental agreements.

Given that it is limited to the “existing properties” segment, the rent control in Germany is not a blan-
ket price cap for all apartments. Rather, it must be seen as a second generation rent control. In a
comparative static model, Kholodilin et al. (2016, 2018) demonstrate that, with a control of this kind,
the unregulated new-build segment is the valve for the increased demand that results from capping
regulated rents. Therefore, an increase in the rents for new-builds can be expected. The authors
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show that in regions with an effective rent control, the regulation has resulted in a short-term rent in-
crease of 2.9 % for unregulated new-build dwellings and in higher prices of land.

It is possible that the rent control has resulted in the increased conversion of rented units into owner-
occupied condominiums, which would counteract the positive effect of the mechanism on the supply
of housing. While long-term experience with rent controls in the United States points to negative ef-
fects of second generation rent controls on the supply of rental housing (Sims, 2011; Diamond et al.,
2018), this effect of the rent control in Germany has not yet been sufficiently investigated. With re-
gard to the existing supply of housing, it is argued that smaller-scale renovations to maintain housing
quality are not worthwhile for landlords. Kholodilin et al. (2016) find evidence that landlords may
have reduced maintenance measures following the introduction of rent control in Germany.

N CHART 92
Regional data on rental prices and rent control

Average rental prices in 2014 Introduction of rent control (quarter/year)

euro per sq. metre

Oupto5.43 O upto6.20 O upto7.23 M upto8.81 O Quarter 2, 2015 O Quarter 3, 2015 O Quarter 4, 2015

B from 8.82 [ No data available @ Quarter 1, 2016 M Quarter 4, 2016 O No rent control

Sources: Federal Agency for Cartography and Geodesy, RWI-GEO-RED, own calculations © Sachverstandigenrat | 18340
Who is actually affected by the introduction of the rent control still requires clarification. Prior to its in-
troduction it was argued that there would likely be a relative deterioration in the situation of the tar-
geted group — low-income and medium-income households — as landlords would choose tenants in a
better financial position in situations of excess demand (Kholodilin and Ulbricht, 2014; Deschermeier
et al., 2016). In keeping with this, Thomschke (2016) finds that in Berlin the rent control was only
able to have an effect in the upper half of the rent distribution, while the level of rent for inexpensive
units was not affected. In a nationwide analysis, Breidenbach et al. (2018) show that the effect of the
rent control is stronger with regard to units of a lower quality standard and in the lower price segment
than for higher quality, more expensive units.
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On September 5, 2018, the Federal Government presented a draft bill to amend
the regulations on the permitted rental price at the start of a rental agreement
and to modify the regulations surrounding the modernisation of the rental ob-
ject (Tenancy Law Amendment Act (Mietrechtsanpassungsgesetz)). Its provi-
sions stipulate that:

— due to new pre-contractual information duties on the part of the land-
lord, when entering into the rental agreement tenants learn whether the
landlord is invoking, or can subsequently invoke, a previous rent that is
higher than the permitted rental price at the start of the rental period

— the percentage of the costs of modernisation which landlords may pass
on to their tenants is reduced from 11 % to 8 % for an initial period of five
years in areas in which the adequate supply of rental housing for the popula-
tion at reasonable conditions is particularly at risk (known as lower cap are-
as).

Overall, a price regulation measure like the rent control constitutes sympto-
matic therapy that will help “insider” renters who benefit from cheap housing
on the short term. However, it is likely to further exacerbate the underlying
problem of an insufficient increase in the supply of housing. Those who lose out
are the “outsiders”, i.e. the accommodation-seekers who have to pay higher rents
on the unregulated market for new-build dwellings or who cannot even find ap-
propriate housing. Due to the counterproductive effects of the rent control on
the rental housing market over the medium and longer term, the German Coun-
cil of Economic Experts continues to be in favour of abolishing the rent-
increase cap (Annual Report 2013, item 862).

2. Housing benefit: expedient support for low-income
households

The instrument of housing benefit can provide direct relief to low-income
households who face a relatively high rent burden. This type of support for
individuals has the advantage that it does not interfere directly with the pric-
ing mechanism and therefore avoids distortions with regard to supply and de-
mand decisions. Together with the child supplement, housing benefit is an im-
portant transfer payment to which every household is legally entitled (8§ 1 ff. of
the Housing Benefits Act (Wohngeldgesetz)). This helps ensure, in particular,
that households with children do not claim basic income support even though
one or more members of the household are in regular employment. Households
cannot receive support in the form of housing benefit and basic income support
simultaneously.

The income thresholds for housing benefit are typically well below the in-
come limits for social housing. The benefit amount is calculated on the basis of
the net income and is intended to prevent households having to spend more
than 30 % of their net income on housing. At the highest rent level under the
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housing benefit system (level 6), the income limit for a four-person family is
2 166 Euro per month.

As protection under the system of basic income support applies for households
at the lower margin, the number of households that benefit from this trans-
fer payment is already quite low from the outset. Before the housing benefit re-
form of 2016, which brought housing benefit back into line with rent and income
developments for the first time since the housing benefit reform of 2009, only
460 000 households were entitled to housing benefit. At the end of 2017, this
number stood at 592 000 households, which is equivalent to 1.4 % of all house-
holds. In the seven largest cities, the share of entitled households stood at just
roughly 1% in 2004 (Holm et al., 2018). Spending by the Federal Government
and the Ldnder on housing benefit in 2017 amounted to 1.1 billion Euro. The
next regular adjustment of the housing benefit is scheduled to take place
in 2023; outside of this, an increase is expected in 2020.

Particularly in times of rapidly rising rents, it is a problem that the housing ben-
efit rules are only readjusted every seven years. With incomes rising, many
needy households also no longer qualify for support. A more dynamic ad-
justment system like that for basic income support would be appropriate.
Given the sharp rise in rents and the low number of people entitled to housing
benefit, there may also be a need to consider raising the income threshold and
the benefits. One conceivable approach would be an additional level for cities
with particularly high rents.

If the benefits under the housing benefit system are expanded significantly, this
would, however, amplify the problem of the growing complexity, incon-
sistency and lack of transparency in the transfer and contribution
system. Very high effective marginal burdens that can exceed 100 % are already
seen at the upper limits for transfer receipts (Peichl et al., 2017). The fact that
the number of individuals entitled to claim housing benefit — just like the num-
bers entitled to the child supplement - is far higher than the number of those ac-
tually claiming the benefit is most likely a reflection of the lack of transparency
in the current system (Bruckmeier and Wiemers, 2017).

Higher housing benefits should therefore only serve as a temporary solution.
Over the medium term they would need to be incorporated into an integrated
transfer and contribution system together with the child supplement. To this
end, Peichl et al. (2017) have developed a model that provides for the integration
of basic income support for job-seekers (unemployment benefit IT), housing
benefit and the child supplement into a universal transfer benefit with a
constant transfer withdrawal rate of 60 %. This eliminates discontinuities in the
transfer system that are problematic for incentive reasons and reduces the trans-
fer withdrawal rates. In contrast to the current legal situation, the proposed re-
form also makes provisions for the payment of the housing benefit even if the
benefit amount is less than 10 Euro. The simulation results for this proposed re-
form suggest positive effects on employment and income, the latter particularly
in the lower income bracket.
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3. Social housing: avoiding mistakes of the past

Social housing is used to pursue both distribution policy and urban policy objec-
tives. It is an instrument to promote the supply of property because hous-
ing is offered to low-income and, in some cases, middle-income earners at rents
below the market rate. This improves the financial situation of the beneficiary
households and helps to prevent people on low and middle incomes from being
crowded out of the centres of larger towns and cities as a result of gentrification.

The social housing stock has been declining for some time. In 1990, for ex-
ample, there were roughly 3 million tied dwellings, in 2004 there were around
2.2 million and in 2014 there were only 1.4 million (Holm et al., 2018).
N cHART 93 LEFT In Berlin and North Rhine-Wesphalia the stock has almost fallen
to one-third since 1989 (Deutscher Bundestag, 2017). The construction activity
of new social housing has been significantly stepped up in recent years. None-
theless, it is insufficient to offset the annual number of dwellings that fall out of
the tie every year (Holm et al., 2018). The amount of funding set aside specifical-
ly for social housing has been increased in response to the high levels of immi-
gration of refugees.

The level of demand for social housing is difficult to estimate. Various institu-
tions put the unmet demand at roughly 1 million dwelling units by 2020
(Deutscher Bundestag, 2017). The greater migration of refugees since 2015 has
had a significant impact on this strong demand.

5 L

At the federal government’s “Housing Summit” in September 2018 the decision
was taken to make 5 billion Euro available by 2021 for the construction of an ad-
ditional 1.5 million social housing units. This federal funding is being made pos-
sible by an amendment to the German constitution (Article 104d of the
Basic Law). This move will allow state-owned land to be sold to developers at re-
duced rates.

Social housing does not have a good reputation. One of the main criticisms of
this measure is that it involves large amounts of mis-subsidies. A study con-
ducted by Schier and Voigtlander (2016) based on data from the German Socio-
Economic Panel (SOEP) shows, for example, that barely 46 % of the households
living in social housing have incomes below the at-risk-of-poverty threshold,
from which they conclude — judged on the criterion of need — a rate of misalloca-
tion of 54 %. The Board of Academic Advisors to the Federal Ministry for Eco-
nomic Affairs and Energy (2018) believes that any deliberate policy of allocating
accommodation based on income poses the added risk that residential blocks
will become socially deprived areas or that social housing landlords would
give preference to tenants on higher incomes over more socially disadvantaged
people, which would mean that those earning particularly low incomes would
lose out.

Despite the great importance of social housing there has been no comprehen-
sive evaluation of this economic policy tool. The feasibility of such an evalua-
tion is complicated by the fact that social housing is intended to achieve several
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objectives at once. By expanding the supply of housing it is supposed to create
‘affordable’ homes and besides provide targeted support to tenants who are in
need (Schier and Voigtlinder, 2016). It should focus on households on low and
middle incomes and help ensure a social mix within residential developments.

The results of simulations indicate that social housing can increase the density of
urban residential space and create the potential for economic growth (Krebs and
Scheffel, 2017). This analysis is based on a macroeconomic growth model that
describes households according to their number of children, childcare situation,
employment status and qualifications; models their employment histories; fac-
tors in the intensity of job search and the amount of training dedicated to this
purpose; and takes account of saving and consumption decisions, financial mar-
kets, and the production of goods together with the associated labour and capital
input. Greater public funding of housebuilding improves labour market access
for households on low and middle incomes. The interactions between these fac-
tors can give rise to indirect effects, for example on employment and remunera-
tion. The model simulates a public funding programme, which makes an addi-
tional 5 billion Euro available per year and only funds projects that aim to build
socially balanced residential areas, as is the case, for example, in Munich.

The transmission mechanism of improved labour market access for the publicly
funded households gives rise to a higher equilibrium value of labour productivity
in the model after 34 years. This effect can be explained, for example, by the
“skilled cities” hypothesis (Siidekum, 2010), which claims that the economic ac-
tivity of towns and cities can be boosted by the influx of highly skilled workers.
Indirect effects arising from interactions between the model sectors manifest
themselves in the form of permanently higher employment and remuneration as
well as increased tax revenues and lower spending on welfare benefits.

The bad experience of social housing in the past is not in principle an argument
against this funding instrument. First of all it is worth noting that the German
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federalism reform of 2006 transferred responsibility for social housing from the
federal government to the Ldnder (federal states). Since then, each Land has
been free to pursue its own forms of social housing policy. This has the great ad-
vantage that competing institutions can identify best practice. Efforts should
be made here to conduct the corresponding evaluations.

The example of the Bavarian Social Housing Act from 2007 demonstrates
that there are now forms of social housing that should give the ability to largely
avoid the mistakes made in previous decades.

— Tenants living in social housing in Bavaria receive a graduated rent sub-
sidy according to one of three income brackets and the size of the family.

— The construction of new social housing benefits from a government subsidy
per square metre. Both public and private housing associations can
act as providers here. They receive rental income that is composed of the
rent paid by the tenant and the government’s rent subsidy. This generally
ensures that the rent received by the provider is more or less in line with
markt rates.

— Misallocation is avoided because the incomes of those living in new social
housing are reviewed every three years. If their incomes exceed the relevant
limits, the rent subsidy is either reduced or totally removed. This is especial-
ly the case if the family has become smaller. A separate charge for inappro-
priate occupancy is therefore not necessary.

— The risk of creating socially deprived areas is mitigated by the fact
that the top income bracket qualifying for subsidies is set fairly high. The
monthly gross income limit for a family with two children is around 5 400
Euro. This ensures that even within social housing developments there is a
broad social mix, and a similar approach to subsidised housing has been
adopted in Vienna (so-called “Viennese model”). The income limit here
has been set so high that roughly 75 % of households would qualify for sub-
sidised housing (Ludwig, 2017). Consequently, the free rental market in Vi-
enna is smaller than in German cities of a similar size (Geymiiller and
Christl, 2014). The general problem, however, is that income limits that have
been set fairly high reduce the scope for subsidising socially disadvantaged
households.

— The risk that preference will be given to higher-earning households
when it comes to social housing is mitigated by the fact that the housebuild-
ing companies must include households from all income groups according to
a fixed quota when they are allocating accommodation.

Fears that public-sector providers might build and operate less cost-effectively
than private-sector ones are allayed by the fact that private housing associ-
ateions receive full preferential treatment in their construction of housing and
the same rent subsidies as public-sector suppliers. If private providers actually
manage to achieve cost efficiencies, this would be reflected accordingly in their
return on investment. This procedure is therefore fully consistent with the prin-
ciples of a market economy.
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The social housing legislation in other Ldnder differs significantly in some cases
from the Bavarian Social Housing Act. The specific design of the subsidy
varies in terms of the rules governing the property, recreation facilities and ac-
cessibility. The income limit for a family with two children in Baden-
Wiirttemberg is just under 5 500 Euro per month and therefore in line with Ba-
varia’s, while the limit in North Rhine-Westphalia is roughly 4 300 Euro and in
Hesse it is less than 3 000 Euro. The incomes of social housing tenants in many
Ldnder are regularly reviewed.

A major prerequisite for social housing is the availablity of reasonably
priced building land. Many towns and cities therefore sell land for affordable
homes at reduced rates and stipulate quotas for affordable housing in urban de-
velopment contracts. The 2017 amendment to Germany’s construction planning
laws introduced the new category of ‘urban areas’ in the country’s land use regu-
lations, which allows contemporary mixed use and higher building densities in
towns and cities, thereby facilitating the creation of residential space.

4. How could the supply of housing generally be
increased?

The fundamental problem in the real estate market is that supply cannot imme-
diately adjust to the rising level of demand. The availability of building land
is proving to be a particular bottleneck in large towns and cities. One feasible op-
tion might be to increase the supply of building land by offering tax incentives. A
decision by Germany’s Federal Constitutional Court has recently fuelled a debate
about whether property tax should be reformed. Regulations that push up con-
struction costs and delay planning processes can also constrain supply. And, fi-
nally, vacation home rentals advertised on online platforms can restrict the sup-
ply of regular housing.

Reforming property tax

The German government’s coalition agreement specifies the intention to intro-
duce a property tax C, which municipalities could use to levy a separate tax on
undeveloped building land. This is designed to create incentives to make more
land available for residential purposes. At present a property tax A is levied on
agricultural and forestry land and a property tax B applies to all other types of
land. Because property tax B is based on rateable values that take account of the
value of the building, undeveloped land is taxed at a relatively lower rate. By lev-
ying a separate tax on this type of property, the German government hopes to
prevent the “speculative hoarding” of land.

However, this solution poses significant problems. For example, no comprehen-
sive data on undeveloped building land is available, and it is not easy to deter-
mine the reasons why a particular owner is not building on his or her land.
Regulatory hurdles, lengthy approval procedures, funding constraints and fully
utilised capacities in the construction industry could all be potential reasons why
building land remains undeveloped for extended periods without any speculative
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intention being involved. If property tax C is to prevent the speculative hoarding
of land effectively, it would need to be set at a higher rate than the expected ap-
preciation in the land’s value. The result might then be that undeveloped land
would be taxed more heavily than developed land.

A property tax C was actually levied for the aforementioned reasons in 1961 and 1962. It
involved an increase in the base rate, which rose progressively in stages over the period
during which the owner kept the building land undeveloped. Although it had been the
stated aim of this policy to encourage the development or sale of undeveloped land,
property tax C failed to achieve this objective. Low-income owners in particular were forced
to sell their land (Wissenschaftlicher Dienst des Deutschen Bundestages, 2017). For high-
income owners and companies, on the other hand, this tax was not a major consideration,
which meant that this fiscal policy measure failed to mobilise a large proportion of the
undeveloped building land. Municipalities were given a great deal of discretion in how they
evaluated and designated plots of land. In addition, the underlying law granted a number of
exemptions and required the plots of land concerned to have already been developed for
infrastructure purposes. However, as this did not apply to many of the plots of land
affected and a considerable proportion of the undeveloped building land was owned by
municipalities, property tax C totally failed to achieve the desired effect. For this reason
and because the construction sector was overheating, the property tax C was abolished
in 1964.

728.

Irrespective of the debate around a potential property tax C, however, property
tax has been in need of reform for some time now, and this need has now be-
come an absolute imperative following a recent ruling by Federal Constitutional
Court. In April 2018 the Court declared property tax in its current form
to be unconstitutional (BVerfG, 2018). It justified its ruling on the grounds
that the rateable values used to calculate tax liabilities were inappropriate and
violated the principle of equality laid down in the Basic Law.

As the German Council of Economic Experts has often highlighted (Annual Re-
port 2016 item 91; Annual Report 2015 item 807), the outdated method of
determining the tax base is unsustainable. The last time the rateable values
were assessed in the Lander of the former territory of the Federal Republic was
in 1964, while they were last assessed in the Linder of former East Germany
back in 1935. Consequently, the existing rateable values reflect current property
values either to only a very limited extent or not at all. This causes potentially
unjustified distribution effects both within and between municipalities. The
Federal Constitutional Court has therefore ordered the government to enact re-
forms by 2019 that will include a revaluation of the country’s 35 million or so
plots of land and must be fully implemented by no later than 2024.

+The individual property tax liability is calculated by multiplying the rateable value, the

statutory property-tax base rate and the municipality-specific tax multiplier. The purpose of
the rateable value in this context is to approximate the value of the land and the building,
whereas the property-tax base rate is used to document the type of use and, among other
things, differentiates between detached houses, semi-detached houses, and agricultural
and forestry businesses. Property tax is one of the few taxes in which the municipalities
have fiscal autonomy. Municipalities can use municipality-specific tax multipliers to
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compete with other municipalities on tax rates and influence the level of tax revenue. A
significant proportion of this tax is paid by tenants because landlords can pass the tax on
to their tenants in the form of incidental costs (L&ffler and Siegloch, 2018). All property tax
revenue accrues to the municipalities and constitutes an important and readily plannable
source of revenue for local authorities’ budgets. Considering Germany as a whole,
municipal property tax revenue accounts for up to 29 % of local authorities’ total tax
revenue. N CHART 94 Property tax B, which is payable on developed and developable land,
accounts for roughly 97 % of total property tax revenue. Property tax A, which is levied on
agricultural and forestry land, accounts for just a very small proportion of total revenue.

729. There are essentially three options currently under consideration in the debate
on reforming property tax: the cost-value model, the area model and the
land-value model. A further potential option would be a model based on a prop-
erty’s market value. Given the considerable amount of administrative work and
expense involved here, however, this is unlikely to be a feasible option at pre-
sent. These models differ with respect to their treatment of the plot of land and
the building located on it.

N CHART 94
Revenue and tax multipliers of property tax B on municipality level in 2016

Tax multipliers of property tax B* Share of revenue from property tax B in relation
to overall tax revenue?

[0 270-352 [0 353-382 M 383-414 M 415-481 [040%-106% 0 10.7% -13.0% M 13.1%-15.0%
W 483-855 W 151%-16.8% M 169%-29.1%

1 - Weighted average of tax multipliers of municipalities. 2 - Overall tax revenues are composed of municipalities' revenues from property tax A and B,
revenue from local business tax net of local business tax levy as well as the municipalities' shares of income and sales tax. Calculation of thresholds
based on quintiles; small deviations due to rounding for display purposes.

Sources: Federal office for cartography and geodesy, Federal and state statistical offices, own calculations © Sachverstandigenrat | 18-334
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With a revenue-neutral reform of the property tax, any recalculation of
rateable values will probably require a substantial adjustment of the statutory
base rate or the municipality-specific tax multipliers. However, the specific
structure of local authorities’ fiscal equalisation systems and federal fiscal equal-
isation scheme can mean that municipalities are disadvantaged by such adjust-
ments. These repercussions should be considered as part of a reform.

These parameters could be selected in such a way that these reforms would in
principle be revenue-neutral for each municipality. Distribution effects, which
nonetheless neglect the ability to pass on costs over the longer term (Loffler and
Siegloch, 2018), would then only occur within municipalities. Given the hypo-
thetical assumption that municipality-specific tax multipliers and the base rate
would initially remain unchanged, however, we would — depending on the re-
form model used — expect to see distribution effects varying between the
Lander and between major conurbations and rural areas.

— Under the cost-value model the valuation of a plot of land involves multi-
plying its total area by indicative land values. This data is already collected
virtually nationwide by the expert committees. The value of a building is cal-
culated using the estimated cost of production based on the type of building,
its age and its floor space. This method could be used to approximate the
value of a plot of land and would involve relatively little administrative work
and expense. The Liander of Hesse and Lower Saxony jointly submitted a re-
form proposal to this effect to the Bundesrat back in 2016. Although this
proposal was accepted by most Lander, it was rejected by Bavaria and Ham-
burg. The proposal was not taken any further in the legislative process. One
objection here was that it was not possible to ensure that the rateable values
had been consistently calculated, because the use of estimates enabled mod-
ernisations and refurbishments to be taken into account to only a limited ex-
tent (Soder et al., 2016).

— Calculation of the rateable value under the area model is based solely on
the total area of the land and the floor space of the building and does not ex-
plicitly include the location of the land or the value of the building (Ar-
beitsgruppe der Linder Baden-Wiirttemberg, Bayern und Hessen, 2010).
This model only differentiates between plots of land in terms of whether the
floor space of their buildings is used for residential or commercial purposes.
This model would be especially advantageous for buildings with small
amounts of floor space.

— Under the land-value model the total area of a plot of land is used as the
tax base and factors in an indicative land value (Henger and Schaefer, 2018).
The actual development of the land is therefore irrelevant for the purposes of
calculating the tax liability. However, the indicative land value reflects the
potential uses for the land, which means that a value component is included
in the tax base. Compared with the status quo, therefore, this model could in
principle create incentives to develop land. This model would, however, pose
a greater risk of growing segregation within towns and cities.
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In order to evaluate these reform proposals it is first of all necessary to
identify the requirements for a reformed property tax, which will then enable the
proposals to be properly assessed. As far as the incentives for increasing the
development of land are concerned, both the cost-value model and the area
model create adverse incentives because any development would incur a higher
tax liability than under the land-value model.

Two key principles are used to legitimise the payment of taxes. The principle of
equivalence requires the government to provide goods and services in return for the taxes
that it levies on its citizens. Unlike with the payment of fees or charges, however, this
provision of benefits cannot be directly attributed to specific individuals because these
benefits are provided in the form of public goods. In the context of property tax and real
estate transfer tax it should be noted that because a property is tied to a specific location,
only regional or local public goods can be taken into account. The ability-to-pay principle
requires that the level of taxation be justified and demands that there be consensus on
how to measure the ability to pay. Many kinds of tax are based on income in order to
satisfy these criteria. The ability-to-pay principle distinguishes between horizontal and
vertical tax equity. While the former requires that people on the same levels of income
should pay the same amount of tax, the latter postulates that those on higher incomes
should be taxed more heavily, but it does not necessarily call for a progressive taxation

system.

732.
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With respect to the principle of equivalence, under which the property tax
liability should be determined by the benefit derived from publicly funded goods
and services, the cost-value model and the area model are preferable. The nature
of the land development here is a key indicator of the extent to which local goods
and services are used. The location of a property, on the other hand, is less im-
portant for the extent to which such public goods and services are utilised. How-
ever, the area model neglects the marginal agglomeration costs of the choice of
residence or location, whereas the land-value model is able to factor these in.

Property tax is a tax on objects. The ability-to-pay principle dictates that the
amount of tax levied on a property should be based on the ability to pay. It is
safe to assume that the value of a building is positively correlated with the own-
er’s or tenant’s ability to pay. The area model does not compare very favourably
with the land-value model and the cost-value model in this respect because it
does not differentiate between good locations and bad locations. This gives rise
to a conflict of objectives between the classical principles of taxation and the
ambition of creating incentives to build on undeveloped land.

In terms of the administrative expense involved in calculating the rateable
values, the area model and the land-value model would compare more favoura-
bly because they ignore the value of the building and thus simplify the process of
regularly updating the rateable values. Given the deadline set by the Federal
Constitutional Court for reforming property tax, these two reform proposals
therefore appear to be more realistic. Because the indicative land values are al-
ready available virtually nationwide, this information could be used to approxi-
mate the market value. Within the municipalities a solution of this kind would
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be more likely to implement a system of taxation based on the ability to pay and
to factor in the marginal agglomeration costs.

However, a property tax based on the land-value model would be more likely to
intensify the trend towards segregation in German towns and cities because
desirable residential locations would be reflected in the indicative land values
and tenants would therefore also have to pay higher incidental costs there be-
cause landlords could pass the property tax on to their tenants (Loffler and Sieg-
loch, 2018). Another factor is that although the indicative land values are availa-
ble nationwide, their quality is inconsistent.

These considerations suggest that the best option would be to find a hybrid so-
lution which, on the one hand, takes account of the aforementioned aspects of
an efficient property tax while, on the other hand, keeping in view the problem
of segregation. A starting point might be the area model which, in addition to
differentiating plots of land and buildings according to whether they are used for
residential or commercial purposes, could be supplemented with further esti-
mated criteria that reflect the use or location of the property concerned. Ulti-
mately, however, the new property tax base approved at national level cannot
exempt the municipalities from their responsibility. The tax multipliers should
be adjusted at municipality level to ensure that residents and businesses do not
have to pay an excessive amount of property tax.

Reducing regulation

The construction of residential property must comply with a large number of
legal regulations which, in aggregate, have a considerable impact on building
costs. ~ cHART 95 A study conducted by the Institute for Sustainable Constructions
(Walberg et al., 2015) reveals that building costs rose by 36 % between 2000 and
2014. 27 percentage points of this increase can be attributed to general price ris-
es, 6 points to more stringent requirements around energy efficiency and renew-
able energy and a further 3 points to additional requirements relating to fire
safety, soundproofing, accessibility, structural stability and others. Allowing also
for the Energy Saving Ordinance from 2016 onwards in conjunction with the lat-
est version of the Renewable Energy Heating Act (EEWarmeG), the total in-
crease in construction costs is estimated to be 45 %, which means that regulation
adds a further 9 percentage points.

It should be noted here that although energy efficiency measures push up con-
struction costs, they also reduce running costs. It is also important not to ignore
the negative externalities created by carbon emissions. There is therefore a clear
conflict of objectives between providing reasonably priced accommodation
and ensuring that new housing is as energy efficient as possible. A standard
carbon price v iTEm 25 that also applies to homes would constitute a major step
towards finding an effective solution to this dilemma.

A further problem in the context of improving buildings’ energy efficiency is the
accurity of subsidies to target their objective. Grosche et al. (2013) use home-
owners’ revealed preferences to show that a large proportion of the funding pro-
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Overview of the construction law instrument box

Energy requirements Construction law requirements
- Energy saving law (Gebaude-RL 2010/31/EU, - Construction law requirements for the building
Renewable Energies Act - EEG 2013, Energy Saving (BauO, FeuerungsVO, other legal ordinances)
Ordinance - EnEV 2014/2016) - Construction product law (EU-BauPVO, BauPG,
- Smart Metering (Energy Industry Act - EnWG) BauO), Product safety law, Labelling requirements
- Sustainability certifications (BNB, DGNB, LEED, - Construction planning law (BauGB, BauNVO,

BREEAM)

construction plans, design statutes)

- Use of technology for the usage of renewable
energies (Renewable Energy Heating Act - EEWarmeQG)

Legal regulation of construction projects

Other legal requirements Environmental requirements
- ZCivil law regulations (Contract law for work and - Neighbour rights
services, Tenancy law, Real estate law, WEG) - Nature conservation law
- Subsidy law (KfW funding programmes, housing
programme)
- Expert law, Pricing law (HOAI)
- Insurance law, construction insurances

Source: Walberg et. al. (2015)
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vided is subject to deadweight effects and fails to achieve the intended effect of
addtional energy savings. The amount of regulation governing the improve-
ment of buildings’ energy efficiency should therefore be reduced.

A study on Berlin’s real estate market by bulwiengesa (2018) reveals that the
completion of construction projects — including all official procedural and
planning stages — can take more than ten years. This means that construction
plans currently being developed and the dwelling units specified therein might
not be available on the market for about another ten years. The study also finds
that further delays are caused by regulations such as the need to comply with re-
stricted periods for felling trees and relocating animals.

Prohibitions of illegal repurposing of housing

The short-term letting of accommodation to tourists via online vacation
rental portals such as AirBnB has recently exacerbated the shortage of rent-
ed accommodation. This form of rental is therefore driving up rents even more.
Some agreement has been reached in disputes between AirBnB and the cities of
Amsterdam, Barcelona, New Orleans, New York and San Francisco because
AirBnB has been prepared to compromise. Very little research has so far been
done on the actual impact of online vacation rentals on the supply of residential
property. Even in Berlin, which is Germany’s leading city in terms of the number
of transactions done on AirBnB, the accommodation advertised on this online
vacation rental portal accounted for only 0.58 % of the total housing stock as at
December 31, 2016 (Busch et al., 2018).

In Berlin a prohibition of illegal repurposing of housing came into effect in May
2016. This legislation stipulates that dwellings must not be permanently let as
vacation homes and must not remain unoccupied without a specific reason
(8§ 1 (1) Act on the Prohibition of Illegal Repurposing of Housing [ZwVbG]); the
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legislation also applies to second homes. Private dwellings are therefore only al-
lowed to be sub-let over the longer term if the rent is in line with the rents usual-
ly charged locally. It is questionable, however, whether such a serious en-
croachment on homeowners’ freedom can be justified.

In Bavaria the prohibition of illegal repurposing of housing originally adopted
in 2007 was stepped up in July 2017 in order to place tighter restrictions on sub-
letting. The law now states that dwellings cannot be sub-let for more than eight
weeks per year and must not remain unoccupied for more than three months.
Fines can be imposed for violations. So far in Bavaria only its capital city of Mu-
nich has implemented this ban. According to the city council’s department of
social services, roughly 1 ooo dwellings are suspected of having violated the
prohibition of illegal repurposing of housing. Just to place this in context, ap-
proximately 6 700 new homes were built in Munich in 2017.

5. Promoting private households to acquire property

Rising property prices are making it harder for many households to buy their
own home. Because of the very low home ownership rate in Germany com-
pared with other countries, however, there are relatively few households whose
personal wealth is being increased by this price rise. Germany’s home ownership
rate of 45 % is the lowest in Europe except for Switzerland. This rate is even low-
er in the cities most affected by these price rises: in Berlin it is only 16 % and in
Hamburg it is 24 %. The home ownership rate increases as incomes rise, and
there is a strong correlation between households’ home ownership and their per-
sonal wealth (Annual Report 2016 item 839). The sharp rise in property prices
therefore means that wealth is becoming increasingly concentrated.

The reasons for the low home ownership rate in Germany are diverse and
partly relate to history (Annual Report 2016 box 28). The substantial funding
and support given to the construction of social housing during the postwar years
and the comprehensive regulation of rents laid the foundations for Germany’s
tenant-friendly housing market. Since then, fairly little support has been given to
home ownership; the type of assistance made available to homebuyers un-
til 2005 does not appear to have significantly affected the home ownership rate
(Voigtlander, 2009). Moreover, the system of encouraging private pension pro-
vision in Germany makes it less advantageous to purchase residential property
than to acquire assets in the form of financial assets. N Box 21, ITEMS 118 FF.

The home ownership rate varies considerably among Germanys Léander.
N CHART 96 LEFT Whereas the city states can be found at the lower end of the distri-
bution, owner-occupiers account for 63 % and 57 % of all households in Saarland
and Rhineland-Palatinate respectively. Apart from the home ownership rate, lit-
tle is known about the ownership of residential property. The survey of
buildings and dwellings carried out ahead of the 2011 census reveals the distri-
bution of residential buildings, roughly 80 % of which are privately owned.
N CHART 96 RIGHT
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Structure of residential property in Germany in 2011
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Home ownership rate by Landert Dwellings by owner

%

SL RP NI BW BY SH HE TH BB NW ST HB MV SN HH BE

Private individuals? Housing associations
® Municipality, federal government or Land?
Private housing companies*

® Non-profit organisations (churches)

1 - Share of owner-occupied dwellings in relation to all occupied dwellings. SL-Saarland, RP-Rhineland-Palatinate, NI-Lower Saxony, BW-
Baden-Wirttemberg, BY-Bavaria, SH-Schleswig-Holstein, HE-Hesse, TH-Thuringia, BB-Brandenburg, NW-Nordrhine-Westphalia, ST-Saxony-
Anhalt, HB-Bremen, MV-Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, SN-Saxony, HH-Hamburg, BE-Berlin. 2 - Including homeowners associations.
3 - Including municipal housing companies. 4 - Including other private companies.

Source: Federal Statistical Office
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From an economic policy perspective, one way of encouraging households to buy
their own homes and other property is to lower the transaction costs incurred
by such purchases. The real estate transfer tax plays a key role here. Another way
of achieving this objective is for the state to provide tax incentives to invest in
property, as is currently happening with the introduction of the grant scheme
to support the acquisition of property (Baukindergeld). It should be re-
membered, however, that the existing tax legislation already offers substan-
tial benefits to those investing in real estate. A further option currently being
considered is to reduce the cost of buying property by introducing the “client-
pays-agent” principle (Bestellerprinzip) for the appointment of estate agents,
as already happens in the rental market. This would enshrine in law the princi-
ple that whoever appoints the estate agent is responsible for paying the agent’s
commission.

Reform of real estate transfer tax indicated

The real estate transfer tax is one of the main contributing factors in the high
transaction costs paid in the real estate market. It often accounts for more than
half of the total incidental purchase costs (Hentze et al., 2017). It is levied on
every land-related transaction in Germany. The resultant tax revenue accrues to
the respective Land. Although it generates the highest revenue of all the Lander
taxes, it accounts for only 4.6 % of the total tax revenues received by the Linder.
Since the reforms of Germany’s federal system were introduced in 2006, the
Lander have been free to set the rate of this tax as they see fit. Since then they
have increased this tax rate 26 times in total. ~ cHART 97 LEFT Only the Lander of
Bavaria and Saxony have not yet made any changes here. At the same time the
resultant tax revenues have grown considerably throughout Germany. In addi-
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N CHART 9

7

Real estate transfer tax: Development of tax rates and tax revenue

Tax rates in the Landert Growth contributions to the tax revenue?
Percentage points
NW | e 140 ]
BY 120
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BW | 100
NI ]
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' |
I
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HB 1 I Tax revenue (cumulative rate of change in %)
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35%

45% M50% M55% W6.0% MWM65%

1 - NW-North Rhine-Westphalia, BY-Bavaria, BW-Baden-Wurttemberg, NI-Lower Saxony, HE-Hesse, SN-Saxony, RP-Rhineland-Palatinate,
BE-Berlin, SH-Schleswig-Holstein, BB-Brandenburg, ST-Saxony-Anhalt, TH-Thuringia, HH-Hamburg, MV-Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania,
SL-Saarland, HB-Bremen. 2 - Seasonally adjusted values for cash tax revenue, moving 6-month average.

Sources: Working Group Tax Revenue Estimates (Arbeitskreis Steuerschatzung), own calculations
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tion to the tax rate hikes, rising prices and transactions have also contributed
significantly to this increase.

However, these tax rate increases in Germany have had a dampening effect on
the numbers of transactions and on prices (Fritzsche and Vandrei, 2016; Boy-
sen-Hogrefe, 2017; Petkova and Weichenrieder, 2017). Empirical estimates us-
ing offer prices for houses based on quarterly data at local-district level also re-
veal that the practice of passing on the tax burden to the vendor is greater in
shrinking and rural regions (Christofzik et al., 2018).

One likely reason for the rising tax rates is the limited revenue autonomy of
the Lander. Because the Lander do not have any other fiscal instruments at their
disposal, they are increasingly resorting to this highly distorting tax. In the past
the GCEE has therefore supported the idea of surcharge and discount rights for
certain community taxes, which have a broader tax base (Annual Report 2014
items 634 ff.). If no other fiscal instruments are available to the Lander, capping
these tax rates would be problematic because it would restrict the autonomy of
the Lander.

The federal fiscal equalisation scheme creates significant adverse incen-
tives. Calculations of a particular Land’s fiscal strength are based not on its ac-
tual tax rate but on the average tax rate across all Lander. This method assumes
that Lander with above-average tax rates are fiscally weaker than is actually the
case. This gives rise to higher transfers and lower contributions. This system
therefore compensates a Land for revenue shortfalls owing to loss of transac-
tions and lower prices as a result of a tax increase. This compensation can even
exceed the revenue shortfall, thereby increasing the incentive for further tax
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hikes (Biittner and Krause, 2018). This adverse incentive could be eliminated if
the aforementioned calculations were based not on the average tax rates across
all Lander but, instead, on a notional tax rate below the initial tax rate of 3.5 %.

Several aspects of the real estate transfer tax in its current form must be viewed
critically. This is why the misguided incentives to increase this tax further are
particularly serious. It should therefore be critically reviewed from the perspec-
tive of both the principle of equivalence and the ability-to-pay principle
(Rappen, 2012; Scherf and Dresselhaus, 2016; Hentze et al., 2017). It is only par-
tially consistent with the ability-to-pay principle because the frequency of trans-
actions bears no correlation with a buyer’s ability to pay. For this reason it is on-
ly partially consistent with the principle of equivalence as well.

In addition, the real estate transfer tax has a camulative effect because it is
designed to be a transaction tax without any deduction of input tax. If there are
repeated tranactions, therefore, the tax is levied not just on the additional appre-
ciation in value but on the total purchase amount in each case. This even applies
if losses are incurred on the sale. Real estate transfer tax can also give rise to
double taxation which punishes construction investment (Rappen, 2012).
This comes about when a new building is bought from a developer because the
real estate transfer tax has already been paid on the purchase of the land and
value added tax has been paid on the construction work.

A further frequent criticism is that share deals can be used as a legal way of
avoiding taxation. In such cases, properties are packaged in a specially created
company. If less than 95 % of this company is sold, the deal is not subject to real
estate transfer tax, and the remaining shares can subsequently be purchased tax-
free after five years. Given the considerable administrative work and expense in-
volved, share deals hold little appeal for households and are mainly used by
companies for large-volume transactions. In such cases real estate transfer tax
thus has a regressive effect, which means that the average tax liability decreases
as volumes increase.

However, this arrangement is not only used for tax management purposes; it al-
so prevents any double taxation if properties are transferred within a company.
It therefore makes sense to treat commercial real estate separately. In
this context, the proposal put forward by the Lander that the holding period be
extended to ten years and the exemption limit be reduced to 9o % constitutes a
compromise between a justified form of special treatment and a restriction on
tax management strategies.

Granting a real estate transfer tax allowance solely for families who are
first-time buyers, as specified in the German government’s coalition agreement,
should be viewed critically, not least because this would make it much more
complicated to implement this tax. Any subsidies offered to families would be
better if they were targeted, for example through income tax. Moreover, empiri-
cal studies show that this tax is not only paid by the buyer. v iTem 747 Vendors —
irrespective of their family status — would therefore be treated differently. Grant-
ing personal tax allowances for first-time buyers only might also have undesira-
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ble consequences for workers’ mobility, which is already low. It might be feasi-
ble, however, to introduce a general tax allowance.

The options for reforming real estate transfer tax could be based on other
countries’ experiences. However, real estate transfer tax is only internation-
ally comparable to a limited extent because the various systems are differently
structured and the effective levels of taxation usually differ not regionally but ac-
cording to property value and type of use. Even if the varying tax rates and ex-
emptions are taken into account, transactions in Germany are taxed compara-
tively heavily (Bechtoldt et al., 2014). Hentze et al. (2017) show, for example,
that if the purchase of a property worth 250 000 Euro in the Netherlands is
compared with an identical transaction in North Rhine-Westphalia, the inci-
dental purchase costs in Germany are four times higher. Alternatively, models
from other European countries could be used to reform the system of share
deals. France, for example, bases this tax on the proportion of real estate assets,
which means that real estate transfer tax is paid by companies if the property
value of the acquired company exceeds 50 % of the firm’s total value.

The incidental cost of purchasing real estate could be reduced in the case of the
real estate transfer tax either through adjustments to tax rates or through
tax allowances. In Belgium and the Netherlands, for example, no real estate
transfer tax is payable on the purchase of new buildings. The system used in the
United Kingdom is based on a system with tax brackets linked to the purchase
price; this ensures that buyers on lower incomes and with lower purchase prices
pay less tax. Purchasers of large portolios always have to pay real estate transfer
tax. Here they do, however, have the option of an asset deal, which is based on
the average purchase price of the property concerned. This price may be lower as
a result of the graduated rate. A relatively low tax rate is levied on share deals. It
amounts to 1 % for rental income of less than 5 million pound sterling and 2 %
for income above this level.

Existing tax incentives for investing in residential property

Despite the many calls for tax breaks to be granted for housebuilding, it should
not be forgotten that there are already considerable incentives for private
investment in the real estate market. Against this background, Rumpf and
Wiegard (2012) calculate the cost of capital for property investments and com-
pare them with classic investments in terms of the minimum required rate of re-
turn.

When assessing property investments from the perspective of tax law, a distinc-
tion must be made between owner-occupied and tenant-occupied property. The
“consumer-goods solution” is applied to owner-occupied housing for tax
purposes. Although the non-cash benefit arising from the notional rent is not
taxable, no expenses for debt interest, maintenance investment or depreciation
can be claimed for tax puposes. Capital gains are not usually taxable.

In the case of tenant-occupied property, on the other hand, the “invest-
ment-goods solution” is used, and rental income as well as expenses for in-
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terest, maintenance and depreciation are tax-deductible. Investors derive par-
ticular benefit from the fact that all maintenance expenses can be claimed for tax
purposes over the depreciation period. In addition, gains on the disposal of real
estate are tax-free if the property has been held for at least ten years (speculative
period).

A comparison of various types of use and financing reveals that investments in
debt-financed and tenant-occupied real estate enjoy special tax privileges. The
tax treatment of owner-occupied property — irrespective of how it is financed —
is less beneficial. The existing tax legislation on investing in real estate thus
gives preferential treatment to letting rather than owner-occupancy,
which creates incentives to increase the supply of residential property (Rumpf
and Wiegard, 2012).

The GCEE has in the past discussed an option that would eliminate this distor-
tion. This proposal would be to adopt the investment-goods solution for
owner-occupied dwellings as well. This would make debt interest tax-deductible.
In return, however, a notional rent and any capital gains would be taxable to en-
sure that no further adverse incentives were created (Annual Report 2013
item 872). This would be difficult to achieve in practice.

Debt-financed investments in tenant-occupied property therefore already enjoy
tax privileges over other investments (Annual Report 2013 box 28). The benefits
of additional depreciation rules would appear doubtful in this context. Accel-
erated depreciation would not eliminate the aforementioned distortion because
it too could only be used for the current investment-goods solution. Moreover,
accelerated depreciation causes amounts to be shifted between accounting peri-
ods, thereby creating incentives to bring property investments forward. Given
the significant overutilisation of capacity in the construction industry, this
measure would fail to achieve its objective. Furthermore, the special deprecia-
tion of 5 % per year over four years envisaged in the German government’s coali-
tion agreement is restricted to the “affordable rental segment”. However, the co-
alition agreement does not specify exactly what is meant here by ‘affordable’.
Given the very low level of long-term interest rates at present, such an arrange-
ment would be unlikely to have a significant impact on the supply of housing.

Baukindergeld: an unsystematic form of funding

A government grant scheme to support families buying or building homes
(Baukindergeld) was approved in June 2018 with the aim of increasing the rate
of home ownership among families. This instrument is intended to be used by
families with children and by single parents who are looking to buy their first
home, and it is available for a period of ten years from the date on which they
apply for it. The scheme provides annual funding of 1 200 Euro per child. Chil-
dren for which this grant is received must be living together with their parents in
the purchased property. Those eligible for Baukindergeld must have a taxable
annual household income of less than 75 000 Euro, and this amount rises by
15 000 Euro for each additional child. Notarised contracts for the purchase of
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owner-occupied property are also eligible for this funding backdated to
January 1, 2018.

The backdating of Baukindergeld gives rise to a full-extent deadweight ef-
fect, and future purchases can be expected to cause further such effects. Particu-
larly in towns and cities where there is a considerable mismatch between hous-
ing supply and demand it is likely that vendors will be able to pass this fund-
ing on to their asking price.

By restricting the application period for this funding to three years (up to the
end of 2020), the German government is looking to limit the expected cost of
this scheme. Nonetheless, it is likely to incur a considerable fiscal cost. The
German government reckons that there are roughly 200 000 eligible families
with around 300 000 children (Deutscher Bundestag, 2018a). This amounts to
total annual funding of approximately 400 million Euro per funding year. Given
the duration of the funding and the growing funding volumes, total annual
spending on this scheme is likely to amount to 4 billion Euro (Wissen-
schaftlicher Dienst des Deutschen Bundestages, 2018).

The anticpated impact of the Baukindergeld reveals significant parallels with
the former Eigenheimzulage (tax relief for first-time homebuyers), which
was available from 1995 to 2005. The German government estimates the average
tax revenue shortfall caused by the Eigenheimzulage over the period 2000 to
2005 to be roughly 9.3 billion Euro per year (Deutscher Bundestag, 2018b). The
Eigenheimzulage was therefore the single largest subsidy in the German gov-
ernment’s budget. In terms of its deadweight effect the Eigenheimzulage can be
used as a rough guide to the likely impact of Baukindergeld.

However, the German government believes that Baukindergeld will have
less of a deadweight effect because it is targeted, is being gradually phased
in and is structured as a KfW development programme with funding parameters
that can be optimised if necessary (Deutscher Bundestag, 2018b). Nonetheless,
it is likely that families who would have decided to buy their own homes anyway
will benefit from this funding.

As far as the incidence of Baukindergeld on property prices is concerned,
the German government points out the other measures currently being taken to
increase the supply of building land, the opportunity to expand capacity in the
construction sector over the course of the ten-year funding period, and the per-
sistently adverse trend in building permits (Deutscher Bundestag, 2018b). How-
ever, this limited funding period comes at a time when capacity in the construc-
tion industry is being overutilised. The government’s policies will therefore ex-
acerbate a potentially overheating market. On the whole, therefore, Baukinder-
geld is a fairly unsystematic and poorly targeted funding instrument.
Given the high levels of capacity utilisation in the construction sector, the prob-
able price impacts and a potential deadweight effect, a cost/benefit analysis of
this scheme seems extremely unfavourable.

If the objective here is to find an effective way of encouraging households to be-
come homeowners, this unsystematic scheme is inappropriate. Instead, the
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government should look for solutions that do not discriminate against purchases
of real estate in favour of other forms of investment as part of state-subsidised
private pension schemes. v iTEm 120 Whereas the so-called “Riester pension” al-
lows the funds saved to be used to buy an owner-occupied property (“Wohn-
Riester”), the particularly generous subsidies available under occupational pen-
sion schemes do not permit this form of investment.

One example of an allocation-neutral promotion for private pension provi-
sion in this respect can be found in Switzerland. ~ Box21 This system allows
funds from occupational pension schemes to be used to finance the purchase of
owner-occupied property. The early withdrawal enables individuals to use the
funds saved in their pension pot to buy an owner-occupied property. Pledges

enable entitlements to future pension payments to be used as collateral.

N BOX 21
Promoting acquisition of residential property in Switzerland

Since 1972, Switzerland’s federal constitution has included the obligation to encourage owner-
occupied home ownership (Article 108 (1)). In addition to reducing living expenses and housebuilding
costs, increasing the supply of building land is mentioned as an equally important objective (Arti-
cle 108 (2)). Support is provided especially for families, elderly persons, disabled people and those in
need (Article 108 (4)). For this purpose it has been possible since 1990 to use funds from voluntary
private retirement pensions. In 1995 this support was extended to include funds from occupational
pension schemes.

There are two different ways of using occupational pension schemes to fund the purchase of owner-
occupied residential property. The first option is the early withdrawal of retirement benefits, which
enables individuals to access the funds saved in their pension schemes. The second option is a
pledge, which enables entitlements to future pension payments to be used as collateral. The Swiss
system of provision for retirement allows individuals to choose between these options. Furthermore,
there is initially no fundamental obligation to repay these funds.

Early withdrawal of pension benefits

The option of withdrawing pension benefits early is only permitted for the owner-occupied residential
property of the person insured. This property must be the main residence; second homes are explicit-
ly not allowed. The funding of residential property abroad is also permitted as long as it is the main
residence.

The funds withdrawn can be used for various purposes, such as to provide a deposit for a property
purchase, to repay an existing mortgage loan, to acquire interests in residential property or to finance
a refurbishment or value-enhancing investments. The minimum amount for any early withdrawal of
pension benefits is 20 000 Swiss francs and can only be claimed once every five years. The latest
date for such an early withdrawal is three years before the policyholder is due to start withdrawing his
or her pension benefits.

If there is the risk of a funding shortall in the pension scheme concerned, the pension provider can
forbid the use of occupational retirement benefits for the aforementioned purposes or can restrict
their use in terms of timing or amount. When approving an early withdrawal it can also offer addition-
al insurance cover. Policyholders over the age of 50 are subject to additional restrictions on the
amount of early withdrawals. The amount of such withdrawals is limited either to the pension en
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titlements that had accrued by the age of 50 or to half of these entitlements at the time the applica-
tion was submitted. The larger of these two amounts applies.

If the residential property is sold to a third party, the amount withdrawn must be repaid. The amount
does not have to be repaid if the property is transferred to legal beneficiaries such as under-age chil-
dren or spouses. The obligation to repay such amounts only applies until no later than three years be-
fore the policyholder is due to start withdrawing his or her pension benefits. The deadline for volun-
tary repayments is the same.

Pledges

Instead of opting for an early withdrawal of their pension benefits, policyholders can pledge up to the
full amount of their occupational pension entitlements. While under this scenario the amount of the
policyholders’ occupational pension entitlements initially remains unchanged, the aim of pledges is
to reduce the deposit required for property purchases by providing collateral. Pledges are governed

by the same terms and conditions as early withdrawals of pension benefits.

768.

769.

770.

“Client-pays-agent” principle for property purchases

The high transaction costs involved in property purchases are often
mentioned as an obstacle to home ownership (Annual Report 2016 item 868).
Because incidental purchase costs cannot be taken into account for collateral
purposes, they also increase the deposit required. The main costs here are the
agent’s commission and the real estate transfer tax followed by the notary’s
charges and land registry fees. The share of the individual cost component varies
from region to region. In Germany the agent’s commisssion ranges between
4.8 % and 7.1 % of the purchase price and is generally shared equally by buyer
and vendor. The notary’s charges and land registry fees average 1.5 % to 2 % of
the purchse price nationwide.

Recent calls in political circles for the “client-pays-agent” principle
(Bestellerprinzip) to be extended to property purchses as well is unlikely
to alter this situation fundamentally. Assuming that the buyer is willing to pay
the purchase price plus incidental costs and that the vendor has a fairly accurate
idea of the purchase price less incidental costs, it should be possible for the ven-
dor under the client-pays-agent principle to pass on to the purchase price the
additional share of the agent’s commisssion for which he or she is reponsible.
The standard scales of fees and charges stipulated by the government should be
critically reviewed.

6. Promotion of peripheral real estate markets

Increasing the supply of housing could not lastly be achieved by designating
more building land, reducing regulation of the height of buildings, and speeding
up the procedures for approving the release of building land for development
(Feld et al., 2018). The planning and approval processes used by the local au-
thorities responsible for this issue are too protracted (Gemeinschaftsdiagnose,
2018). Many towns and cities have the potential for urban recompaction-
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which, if done properly, could make more residential space available (Spars and
Heinze, 2013) — or to convert vacant office buildings into housing (Clamor et al.,
2011).

However, the amount of residential space potentially still available in towns and
cities is limited. Moreover, excessive building at greater density can cause social
problems. One alternative solution would be to ease demand by developing the
periphery of cities and major conurbations more intensively.

The targeted development of peripheral real estate markets would focus less on
residential property and, instead, aim to enhance the attractiveness of the
location in order to solve the problem of price. For example, by developing
multimodal public transport, which is characterised by the smooth interaction of
various modes of transport, it might be possible to improve the appeal of living
in suburbs (Deffner et al., 2014) and, consequently, find a more cost-effective
way of resolving the shortage of residential space in urban centres than directly
subsidising expensive accommodation in inner cities.

Further locational factors that can help to enhance the appeal of towns and cities
outside the major conurbations are the ability to attract public institutions and
universities as well as the expansion of the broadband network (Kem-
permann and Millack, 2017).

German Council of Economic Experts - Annual Report 2018/19

375



376

Chapter 7 - No quick solutions in housing policy

REFERENCES

AFS (2018), Finfter Bericht an den Deutschen Bundestag zur Finanzstabilitat in Deutschland, Financial
Stability Commission, Berlin.

AFS (2017), Vierter Bericht an den Deutschen Bundestag zur Finanzstabilitat in Deutschland, Financial
Stability Commission, Berlin.

AFS (2015), Empfehlung vom 30. Juni 2015 zu neuen Instrumenten fir die Regulierung der Darlehens-
vergabe zum Bau oder Erwerb von Wohnimmobilien, AFS/2015/1, Financial Stability Commission, Ber-
lin.

Arbeitsgruppe der Lander Baden-Wirttemberg, Bayern und Hessen (2010), Eckpunkte flr eine verein-
fachte Grundsteuer nach dem Aquivalenzprinzip.

Barasinska, N., P. Haenle, A. Koban and A. Schmidt (2018a), Stress testing the German mortgage mar-
ket, Bundesbank Diskussionspapier, Deutsche Bundesbank, Frankfurt am Main, in press.

Barasinska, N., P. Haenle and T. Siemsen (2018b), Zwei Stresstests zur Untersuchung der Widerstands-
fahigkeit deutscher Banken bei einem Ruckgang der Immobilienpreise, Research Brief 19, Deutsche
Bundesbank, Frankfurt am Main.

Bauer, T. (2015), Die Verwendung von Internetdaten zur Analyse des Immobilienmarktes, Mannheimer
Schriften zu Wohnungswesen, Kreditwirtschaft und Raumplanung 13, 3-14.

Bechtoldt, S., R. Freier, J. Geyer and F. Kiihn (2014), Acht Jahre nach der Reform der Grunderwerbsteu-
er: Bundeslander nutzen ihre Spielrdume fir Steuererh6hungen, DIW-Wochenbericht 81 (50), 1283-
1290.

Board of Academic Advisors to the BMWi (2018), Soziale Wohnungspolitik, Wissenschaftlicher Beirat
beim Bundesministerium fur Wirtschaft und Energie, Berlin.

Boysen-Hogrefe, J. (2017), Steigende Grunderwerbsteuersatze, Verhaltensreaktionen und der Landerfi-
nanzausgleich, Kiel Working Paper 2069, Institut fur Weltwirtschaft, Kiel.

Breidenbach, P., L. Eilers and J. Fries (2018), Rent control and rental prices: high expectations, high ef-
fectiveness?, Working Paper 07/2018, German Council of Economic Experts, Wiesbaden, in press.

Bruckmeier, K. and J. Wiemers (2017), Benefit take-up and labor supply incentives of interdependent
means-tested benefit programs for low-income households, Comparative Economic Studies, 1-22.

Brunnermeier, M.K. and I. Schnabel (2016), Bubbles and central banks: Historical perspectives, in: Bor-
do, M. D., @. Eitrheim, M. Flandreau and J. F. Qvigstad (Eds.), Central Banks at a Crossroads: What Can
We Learn from History?, Studies in Macroeconomic History, Cambridge University Press, 493-562.

bulwiengesa (2018), Wohnungsmarktstudie Berlin - im Auftrag des BFW Landesverbandes Ber-
lin/Brandenburg, Berlin.

Bundesregierung (2017), Entwurf eines Gesetzes zur Erganzung des Finanzdienstleistungsaufsichts-
rechts im Bereich der MaBnahmen bei Gefahren fiir die Stabilitat des Finanzsystems und zur Anderung
der Umsetzung der Wohnimmobilienkreditrichtlinie (Finanzaufsichtsrechterganzungsgesetz), Drucksa-
che 18/10935, Berlin, 23 January.

Busch, C. et al. (2018), Sharing Economy im Wirtschaftsraum Deutschland - Studie des Instituts der
deutschen Wirtschaft KéIn in Zusammenarbeit mit DICE Consult im Auftrag des Bundesministeriums flr
Wirtschaft und Energie, Berlin.

Buttner, T. and M. Krause (2018), Foderalismus im Wunderland: Zur Steuerautonomie bei der Grunder-
werbsteuer, Perspektiven der Wirtschaftspolitik 19 (1), 32-41.

BVerfG (2018), Vorschriften zur Einheitsbewertung fur die Bemessung der Grundsteuer verfassungswid-
rig - Urteil des Ersten Senats vom 10. April 2018 - 1 BvL 11/14 - Rn. (1-181), Press release No.
21/2018, Bundesverfassungsgericht, Karlsruhe, 10 April.

CBRE and Berlin Hyp (2017), Wohnmarktreport 2017 Berlin, Berlin.

Christofzik, D.I., L.P. Feld and M. Yeter (2018), Heterogeneous price effects of the real estate transfer
tax in Germany, Arbeitspapier 14/2018, Sachverstandigenrat zur Begutachtung der Gesamtwirtschaftli-
chen Entwicklung, Wiesbaden, in press.

German Council of Economic Experts - Annual Report 2018/19



No quick solutions in housing policy - Chapter 7

Clamor, T., H. Haas and M. Voigtlander (2011), Blroleerstand - ein zunehmendes Problem des deut-
schen Immobilienmarktes, IW-Trends 38 (4), Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne, 57-71.

Deffner, J., T. Hefter and K. Gétz (2014), Multioptionalitat auf dem Vormarsch? Veranderte Mobilitats-
wiinsche und technische Innovationen als neue Potenziale fiir einen multimodalen Offentlichen Verkehr,
in: Schwedes, 0. (Eds.), Offentliche Mobilitat: Perspektiven fiir eine nachhaltige Verkehrsentwicklung,
Springer Fachmedien Wiesbaden, Wiesbaden, 201-227.

Deschermeier, P., H. Haas, M. Hude and M. Voigtlander (2016), A first analysis of the new German rent
regulation, International Journal of Housing Policy 16 (3), 293-315.

Deschermeier, P., R. Henger, B. Seipelt and M. Voigtlander (2017), Wohnungsmarkt: politische Implika-
tionen des zuklnftigen Baubedarfs, in: Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft (Eds.), Perspektive 2035 -
Wirtschaftspolitik fir Wachstum und Wohlstand in der alternden Gesellschaft, Schriften zur Wirtschafts-
politik aus dem Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne, 197-206.

Deutsche Bundesbank (2018a), Monatsbericht Februar 2018, Frankfurt am Main.

Deutsche Bundesbank (2018b), April-Ergebnisse der Umfrage zum Kreditgeschaft (Bank Lending Sur-
vey) in Deutschland, Press release, Frankfurt am Main, 24 April.

Deutsche Bundesbank (2017a), Ergebnisse der Niedrigzinsumfrage 2017, Press release, gemeinsam
mit der Bundesanstalt fir Finanzdienstleistungsaufsicht, Frankfurt am Main, 30 August.

Deutsche Bundesbank (2017b), Finanzstabilitatsbericht 2017, Frankfurt am Main.

Deutscher Bundestag (2018a), Finanz- und verteilungspolitische Auswirkungen steuerpolitischer Maf3-
nahmen, Drucksache 19/1276, Berlin, 20 March.

Deutscher Bundestag (2018b), Wirkungen des so genannten Baukindergeldes, Drucksache 19/2684,
Berlin, 12 June.

Deutscher Bundestag (2017), Sozialer Wohnungsbau in Deutschland - Entwicklung, Bestand, Perspek-
tive, Drucksache 18/11403, Berlin, 8 March.

Deutscher Mieterbund (2015), Koalition einig bei Mietpreisbremse und Bestellerprinzip, Press release,
Berlin, 25 February.

Diamond, R., T. McQuade and F. Qian (2018), The effects of rent control expansion on tenants, land-
lords, and inequality: evidence from San Francisco, NBER Working Paper No. 24181, National Bureau of
Economic Research, Cambridge, MA.

Dorffmeister, L. and M. Steininger (2018), Aktuelle Entwicklungen auf dem deutschen Blroimmobilien-
markt, ifo Schnelldienst 71 (7), 65-73.

ECB (2018a), The euro area bank lending survey - Fourth quarter of 2017, European Central Bank,
Frankfurt am Main.

ECB (2018b), The euro area bank lending survey - First quarter of 2018, European Central Bank, Frank-
furt am Main.

ECB (2018c), The euro area bank lending survey - Third quarter of 2018, European Central Bank,
Frankfurt am Main.

Erler, M. (2017), Preisblasen auf Bliroimmobilienmarkten - Eine empirische Betrachtung deutscher A-
und B-Stadte, IIWM-Paper 1, Hochschule Aschaffenburg, Institut fur Immobilienwirtschaft und
-management.

ESRB (2016), Recommendation of the European Systemic Risk Board of 31 October 2016 on closing
real estate data gaps, Europaischer Ausschuss flr Systemrisiken, Frankfurt am Main.

Feld, L.P., A. Schulten, S. Mdller, H. Simons and C. Wandzik (2018), Friihjahrsgutachten Immobilienwirt-
schaft 2018, Zentraler Immobilien Ausschuss, Berlin.

Fritzsche, C. and L. Vandrei (2016), The German real estate transfer tax: evidence for single-family home
transactions, CESifo Working Paper No. 232, Munich.

Gadatsch, N., L. Mann and I. Schnabel (2018), A new IV approach for estimating the efficacy of macro-
prudential measures, Economics Letters 168, 107-109.

Gelain, P., K. Lansing and C. Mendicino (2013), House prices, credit growth, and excess volatility: impli-
cations for monetary and macroprudential policy, International Journal of Central Banking 9 (2),
219-276.

German Council of Economic Experts - Annual Report 2018/19

377



378

Chapter 7 - No quick solutions in housing policy

Gemeinschaftsdiagnose (2018), Gemeinschaftsdiagnose Herbst 2018: Aufschwung verliert an Fahrt -
Weltwirtschaftliches Klima wird rauer, Berlin.

Geng, N. (2018), Fundamental drivers of house prices in advanced economies, IMF Working Paper
18/164, International Monetary Fund, Washington, DC.

Geymuller, P. and M. Christl (2014), Teurer Wohnen - Wie Politik und Mietrecht den Wohnungsmarkt
aufer Kraft setzen und drei Vorschlage fur leistbare vier Wande, Studie #1, Agenda Austria, Vereinigung
fir wissenschaftlichen Dialog und gesellschaftliche Erneuerung, Wien.

Glaeser, E.L. (2013), A nation of gamblers: real estate speculation and American history, American Eco-
nomic Review 103 (3), 1-42.

Glaeser, E.L. and C.G. Nathanson (2015), Housing Bubbles, in: Duranton, G., J. V. Henderson and W. C.
Strange (Eds.), Handbook of Regional and Urban Economics, Vol. 5, Elsevier, 701-751.

Grosche, P., C.M. Schmidt and C. Vance (2013), Identifying free-riding in home renovation programs us-
ing revealed preference data, Journal of Economics and Statistics 233 (5-6), 600-618.

Guerrieri, V. and H. Uhlig (2016), Housing and credit markets: booms and busts, in: Taylor, J. B. and H.
Uhlig (Eds.), Handbook of Macroeconomics, Vol. 2, Elsevier, 1427-1496.

Held, T., J. Nielsen, A. Schart and M. Waltersbacher (2014), Aktuelle Mietenentwicklung und ortsubliche
Vergleichsmiete: Liegen die erzielbaren Mietpreise mittlerweile deutlich Gber dem értlichen Bestands-
mietenniveau?, Hintergrundpapier, Bundesinstitut fir Bau-, Stadt- und Raumforschung, Bonn.

Henger, R. and J. Hebecker (2018), Anhaltender Boom ohne erwarteten Crash, IW-Kurzbericht 62/2018,
Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne.

Henger, R. and T. Schaefer (2018), Bodenwertsteuer: Einfach, transparent und nachvollziehbar,
https://www.iwd.de/artikel/bodenwertsteuer-einfach-transparent-und-nachvollziehbar-386880, retrie-
ved 2 October 2018.

Hentze, T., B. Seipelt and M. Voigtlander (2017), Reform der Grunderwerbsteuer, Studie fir die FDP
Fraktionsvorsitzendenkonferenz, Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne.

Holm, A., U. Hamann and S. Kaltenborn (2018), Die Legende vom sozialen Wohnungsbau, Berliner Hefte
zu Geschichte und Gegenwart der Stadt #2, Berlin.

Jorda, 0., M. Schularick and A.M. Taylor (2016), The great mortgaging: housing finance, crises and busi-
ness cycles, Economic Policy 31 (85), 107-152.

Jorda, 0., M. Schularick and A.M. Taylor (2015), Leveraged bubbles, Journal of Monetary Economics 76
(S), 1-20.

Kajuth, F., T.A. Knetsch and N. Pinkwart (2016), Assessing house prices in Germany: evidence from a
regional data set, Journal of European Real Estate Research 9 (3), 286-307.

Kauermann, G. and M. Windmann (2016), Mietspiegel heute, AStA Wirtschafts- und Sozialstatistisches
Archiv 10 (4), 205-223.

Kempermann, H. and A. Millack (2017), Regionaler Chancen Monitor - Maf fur die Attraktivitat von Re-
gionen, IW-Kurzbericht 77/2017, Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne.

Kholodilin, K.A., A. Mense and C. Michelsen (2018), Mietpreisbremse ist besser als ihr Ruf, aber nicht
die Lésung des Wohnungsmarktproblems, DIW Wochenbericht 85 (7), Deutsches Institut fir Wirt-
schaftsforschung, Berlin, 107-117.

Kholodilin, K.A., A. Mense and C. Michelsen (2016), Market break or simply fake? Empirics on the
causal effects of rent controls in Germany, DIW Discussion Paper 1584, Deutsches Institut fir Wirt-
schaftsforschung, Berlin.

Kholodilin, K.A. and C. Michelsen (2018), Anzeichen fur neue Immobilienpreisblase in einigen OECD-
Landern - Gefahr in Deutschland geringer, DIW Wochenbericht 85 (30/31), Deutsches Institut fir Wirt-
schaftsforschung, Berlin, 657-667.

Kholodilin, K.A. and D. Ulbricht (2014), Mietpreisbremse: Wohnungsmarktregulierung bringt mehr Scha-
den als Nutzen, DIW Wochenbericht 81 (15), Deutsches Institut flr Wirtschaftsforschung, Berlin, 319-
327.

Krebs, T. and M. Scheffel (2017), Offentliche Investitionen und inklusives Wachstum in Deutschland -
Studie im Auftrag der Bertelsmann Stiftung, Inklusives Wachstum fur Deutschland Band 17, Gutersloh.

Kuttner, K.N. and |. Shim (2016), Can non-interest rate policies stabilize housing markets? Evidence
from a panel of 57 economies, Journal of Financial Stability 26, 31-44.

German Council of Economic Experts - Annual Report 2018/19



No quick solutions in housing policy - Chapter 7

Landgericht Berlin (2016), Mietspiegel 2015 als Schatzungsgrundlage geeignet, Press release
46/2016, Berlin, 10 August.

Lim, C.H., I. Krznar, F. Lipinsky, A. Otani and X. Wu (2013), The macroprudential framework: policy re-
sponsiveness and institutional arrangements, IMF Working Paper 13/166, International Monetary Fund,
Washington, DC.

Loffler, M. and S. Siegloch (2018), Property taxation, housing, and local labor markets: evidence from
German municipalities, mimeo.

Ludwig, M. (2017), Das Wiener Modell - der soziale Wohnungsbau in Wien, in: BDB, Bund deutscher
Baumeister e.V. (Eds.), Jahrbuch 2017 mit Sachverstandigenverzeichnis, Berlin, 22-35.

Mian, A. and A. Sufi (2016), Who bears the cost of recessions? The role of house prices and household
debt, in: Taylor, J. B. and H. Uhlig (Eds.), Handbook of Macroeconomics, Vol. 2, Elsevier, 255-296.

Olszewski, K., H. Augustyniak, J. Laszek, R. Leszczynski and J. Waszczuk (2016), On the dynamics of the
primary housing market and the forecasting of house prices, in: Bank flr Internationalen Zahlungsaus-
gleich (Eds.), Combining micro and macro data for financial stability analysis, IFC Bulletins chapters,
Vol. 41.

Peichl, A., F. Buhlmann and M. Léffler (2017), Grenzbelastungen im Steuer-, Abgaben- und Transfersys-
tem - Studie im Auftrag der Bertelsmann Stiftung, Inklusives Wachstum fur Deutschland Band 14, Gu-
tersloh.

Petkova, K. and A.J. Weichenrieder (2017), Price and quantity effects of the German real estate transfer
tax, CESifo Working Paper No. 6538, Munich.

Rappen, H. (2012), Probleme der Grunderwerbsteuer und ihrer Anhebung durch die Lander: Endbericht
Januar 2012. Forschungsprojekt im Auftrag der Bundesvereinigung Spitzenverbadnde der Immobilien-
wirtschaft (BSI), RWI Projektbericht, RWI - Leibniz Institute for Economic Research, Berlin.

Rumpf, D. and W. Wiegard (2012), Kapitalertragsbesteuerung und Kapitalkosten, Perspektiven der Wirt-
schaftspolitik 13 (1-2), 52-81.

Scherf, W. and C. Dresselhaus (2016), Pladoyer fiir einen Ersatz der Grunderwerbsteuer, Finanzwissen-
schaftliche Arbeitspapiere 95, Justus-Liebig-Universitat GieRen.

Schier, M. and M. Voigtlander (2016), Soziale Wohnraumférderung auf dem Prufstand, IW-Trends 43 (1),
Institut der deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne, 21-35.

Schlittgen, R. (2017), Zur Qualifizierung von Mietspiegeln, AStA Wirtschafts- und Sozialstatistisches Ar-
chiv 11 (3-4), 147-156.

Sebastian, S. (2016), Reform von Mietspiegel und ortsublicher Vergleichsmiete, Journal for Economic
Policy 65 (3), 240.

Sebastian, S. and O. Lerbs (2016), Mietspiegel aus 6konomischer Sicht - Vorschlage fur eine Neuregu-
lierung, Perspektiven der Wirtschaftspolitik 17 (4), 347-363.

Siemsen, T. and J. Vilsmeier (2017), A stress test framework for the German residential mortgage mar-
ket - methodology and application, Bundesbank Discussion Paper No. 37, Deutsche Bundesbank,
Frankfurt am Main.

Sims, D.P. (2011), Rent control rationing and community composition: Evidence from Massachusetts,
The B.E. Journal of Economic Analysis & Policy 11 (1), Article 27.

Sdder, M. et al. (2016), Reform der Grundsteuer: Gerechtere Verteilung der Steuerlasten oder Kosten-
explosion?, ifo Schnelldienst 69 (18), 03-26.

Spars, G. and M. Heinze (2013), Optionen flr bezahlbaren Wohnraum in den Gro3stadten, vhw FWS
3/2013, Bundesverband flir Wohnen und Stadtentwicklung, Berlin, 123-128.

Sudekum, J. (2010), Human capital externalities and growth of high- and low-skilled jobs, Journal of
Economics and Statistics 230 (1), 92-114.

Thomschke, L. (2016), Distributional price effects of rent controls in Berlin: When expectation meets re-
ality, CAWM Discussion Paper 89, Centrum fur Angewandte Wirtschaftsforschung, Munster.

UBS (2018), UBS global real estate bubble index, https://www.ubs.com/global/en/wealth-
management/chief-investment-office/our-research/life-goals/2018/global-real-estate-bubble-index-
2018.html, retrieved 2 October 2018.

vdpResearch (2017), Strukturen der Wohneigentumsfinanzierung 2017 - Ergebnisse einer Erhebung
unter den Mitgliedsinstituten, Verband deutscher Pfandbriefbanken, Berlin.

German Council of Economic Experts - Annual Report 2018/19

379



380

Chapter 7 - No quick solutions in housing policy

Voigtlander, M. (2016), Mietspiegel: Zeit fir moderne Mietspiegel, IW-Kurzbericht 44/2016, Institut der
deutschen Wirtschaft, Cologne.

Voigtlander, M. (2009), Why is the German homeownership rate so low?, Housing Studies 24 (3), 355-
372.

Walberg, D., T. Gniechwitz and M. Halstenberg (2015), Kostentreiber flir den Wohnungsbau: Untersu-
chung und Betrachtung der wichtigsten Einflussfaktoren auf die Gestehungskosten und auf die aktuelle
Kostenentwicklung von Wohnraum in Deutschland, Bauforschungsbericht No. 67, Arbeitsgemeinschaft
fur zeitgeméafes Bauen, Kiel.

Wissenschaftlicher Dienst des Deutschen Bundestages (2018), Sachstand: Baukindergeld, WD 4-3000-
071/18.

Wissenschaftlicher Dienst des Deutschen Bundestages (2017), Sachstand: Einzelfragen zur Grundsteu-
er C, WD 4-3000-022/17.

German Council of Economic Experts - Annual Report 2018/19



	Kapitelblatt_Immobilien
	DWIK_Immobilien
	07_Immobilien-engl_Buero

