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[Abstract] Firstly this essay introduces the origin and
status of the Netherlands’ social housing policy and the organi—
zation structure of the Netherlands’ social housing policy from
the views of central government local government and the social
housing associations. Then it elaborates the financing guarantee
system of the social housing construction as well as the objec—
tive group allocation system and rent control and subsidy of the
social housing. In the end it proposes successful suggestions of
the Netherlands’ to China according to Chinese situations.

[Key words] the Netherlands; social housing; social

housing associations
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