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LOCAL EFFECTS OF PROPOSED CUTS IN FEDERAL
HOUSING ASSISTANCE DETAILED

State Totals

Impact of Administration Proposal | Impact of Administration Proposal in
in 2005 2009
Reduction Reduction
in in
Number of Number | Increase Number | Increase
Authorized of in of in
Vouchers as Funding Families Annual Funding Families Annual
State of July 2003 Reduction Assisted Rent Reduction Assisted Rent
Alabama 28,458 | $15,636,347 3,449 $538 $41,668,337 8,278 $1,399
Alaska 4,081 $3,114,750 495 $747 $8,300,304 1,187 $1,944
Arizona 20,361 [ $17,206,113 2,468 $827 $45,851,508 5,923 $2,152
Arkansas 22,406 | $10,592,792 2,716 $463 $28,228,077 6,518 $1,204
California 294,708 | $316,440,144 35,721 $1,051 [ $843,261,823 85,730 $2,734
Colorado 27,534 | $25,499,420 3,337 $907 $67,951,833 8,010 $2,359
Connecticut 34,157 | $31,434,109 4,140 $901 $83,766,819 9,936 $2,344
Delaware 4,939 $3,515,271 599 $697 $9,367,628 1,437 $1,813
District of Columbia 9,350 [ $10,477,524 1,133 $1,097 $27,920,908 2,720 $2,854
Florida 86,996 [ $71,818,139 10,545 $808 | $191,383,728 25,307 $2,102
Georgia 47,579 [ $40,992,929 5,767 $843 | $109,239,527 13,841 $2,194
Hawaii 11,993 | $10,837,345 1,454 $885 $28,879,772 3,489 $2,301
Idaho 6,463 $3,742,472 783 $567 $9,973,083 1,880 $1,475
lllinois 83,694 | $75,412,775 10,144 $726 | $200,962,852 24,347 $1,889
Indiana 36,747 | $22,963,464 4,454 $612 $61,193,919 10,690 $1,591
lowa 21,020 $9,908,928 2,548 $461 $26,405,691 6,115 $1,201
Kansas 10,873 $6,222,238 1,318 $560 $16,581,257 3,163 $1,457
Kentucky 30,336 | $16,172,938 3,677 $522 $43,098,266 8,825 $1,358
Louisiana 35,757 | $21,221,837 4,334 $581 $56,552,765 10,402 $1,511
Maine 12,262 $7,723,520 1,486 $617 $20,581,932 3,567 $1,604
Maryland 42,317 | $38,496,949 5,129 $891 | $102,588,144 12,310 $2,317
Massachusetts 71,093 [ $84,553,821 8,617 $1,164 [ $225,322,263 20,681 $3,029
Michigan 46,059 | $32,487,560 5,583 $690 $86,574,096 13,399 $1,796
Minnesota 30,206 | $24,155,743 3,661 $783 $64,371,149 8,787 $2,037
Mississippi 17,734 $9,655,057 2,150 $533 $25,729,165 5,159 $1,387
Missouri 39,496 | $23,421,739 4,787 $581 $62,415,148 11,489 $1,510
Montana 5,551 $3,005,270 673 $530 $8,008,558 1,615 $1,379
Nebraska 11,187 $6,369,561 1,356 $557 $16,973,851 3,254 $1,450
Nevada 11,900 | $10,732,339 1,442 $883 $28,599,947 3,462 $2,297
New Hampshire 9,127 $7,353,180 1,106 $789 $19,595,035 2,655 $2,052




New Jersey 64,163 | $64,315,454 7,777 $981 [ $171,390,287 18,665 $2,553
New Mexico 14,118 $8,481,599 1,711 $588 $22,602,089 4,107 $1,530
New York 200,442 | $175,437,257 24,295 $857 [ $467,511,925 58,308 $2,229
North Carolina 54,348 | $35,694,896 6,587 $643 $95,121,127 15,810 $1,673
North Dakota 7,225 $3,212,266 876 $435 $8,560,170 2,102 $1,132
Ohio 85,329 | $55,648,788 10,343 $638 | $148,295,023 24,822 $1,661
Oklahoma 22,581 | $14,465,034 2,737 $627 $38,546,977 6,569 $1,631
Oregon 31,657 | $20,239,114 3,837 $626 $53,993,968 9,209 $1,628
Pennsylvania 81,351 | $54,262,080 9,860 $653 [ $144,599,670 23,665 $1,699
Puerto Rico 28,392 | $18,061,218 3,441 $623 $48,130,227 8,259 $1,620
Rhode Island 9,596 $7,263,894 1,163 $741 $19,357,104 2,791 $1,928
South Carolina 23,458 | $14,475,225 2,843 $604 $38,574,135 6,824 $1,571
South Dakota 5,636 $2,962,470 683 $515 $7,894,504 1,640 $1,339
Tennessee 30,366 | $19,101,956 3,681 $616 $50,903,624 8,833 $1,602
Texas 139,516 | $105,881,817 16,910 $743 | $282,157,923 40,585 $1,933
Utah 10,318 $7,352,992 1,251 $698 $19,594,535 3,001 $1,815
Vermont 6,079 $4,288,399 737 $691 $11,427,890 1,769 $1,797
Virginia 42,399 | $33,236,591 5,139 $767 $88,570,141 12,334 $1,996
Washington 42,851 | $35,660,347 5,194 $817 $95,029,335 12,465 $2,125
West Virginia 14,662 $6,845,061 1,777 $457 $18,240,980 4,265 $1,189
Wisconsin 27,813 | $15,498,511 3,371 $546 $41,301,027 8,091 $1,419
Wyoming 2,124 $1,157,561 257 $534 $3,084,713 618 $1,388

Note: The funding reduction is the amount by which funding for voucher subsidies would fall below the amount needed to maintain assistance at the
current level. Most housing agencies would experience additional cuts in the funding they receive to administer the program; those cuts are not included
in the table. The reduction in number of families assisted is the number of vouchers that would need to be eliminated if the entire cut were carried out
by eliminating vouchers. Similarly, the increase in annual rent is the increase that would result if the full cut were implemented by raising rent burdens

for all families receiving assistance.




