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25090 10.31987105
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Construction cost

Municipality

Construction Type

Material and labour index

| Total project tim

........ 10.32
(Constant)

£€ 2,000,000
14.10894431

TRUE
0.84

RUE
aln i

1.00
14.10894431

7.84
0.32
2.80
197

-0.08

Vacant land/leegstand bouwsgrond
1410894431

TRUE
0.00

2.5090
0.0970
1.2730
0.9570
0.0320

Leiden
14.10894431

10.31987105
0.417559688
3.070085914
-1.578023554
-0.116132035

TRUE 100.0%

3.(:JY_
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(Constant)
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Construction Type
Material and labour index

10.32
(Constant)

> 8.376

| Construction Cost |

£€ 2,000,000
14.10894431

7.84
2.00 0.32
1 2.80
0 197

1 -0.08

TRUE
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| TRUE Vacant land/leegstand bouwsgrond

Rise in Cost |

b 14.10894431

TRUE 1.00
0.84 14.10894431

14.197

2.5090 10.31987105
0.0970 0.417559688
1.2730 3.070085914
0.9570 -1.578023554
0.0320 -0.116132035
TRUE 100.0%
3.07

14.10894431
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Demolish and Build project “B” in UTRECHT

(Constant)

Construction cost 2.00
Municipality 0
Construction Type 0

Material and labour index

RUE
-0.01

TRUE 1.00
0.65 11.33946724

- . . € 2,000,000

| Total project time |

R 4 ']O?’O 1133946724
(Constant)
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