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ESTIMATED VOUCHER FUNDING SHORTFALLS IN 2005, 2006 AND 2010

lowa

Thistable displays estimates of cutsin housing voucher assistance under the actual 2005 voucher funding level, the
Administration's 2006 budget regquest, and an estimate of the Administration's budget plan for 2010 based on the limited
information available to the public.' (Please see the endnotes for the methods used to devel op these estimates.) The

table below can be read as follows:

“In 2005, [housing agency] will receive [2005 funding shortfall] lessfunding' than it needs to support its
vouchers, causing an estimated [2005 cut in families assisted] | ow-income families to go without housing assistance.""'
Under the Administration’s budget for 2006, the funding gap confronting the agency will drop to[2006 funding
shortfall], allowing it to restore temporarily [2006 number of cut vouchersrestored] of the vouchers that were cut in
2005. But estimates based on available information on the Administration’s budget plans through 2010 show the
shortfall widening to approximately [2010 funding shortfall], eliminating all of the vouchers restored in 2006 and
cutting the number of families assisted by afurther [2010 cut in families assisted below 2005 level].”

2010 Administration
2005 Actual Funding 2006 Administration Request | Budget Plan (Estimated)
Cutin
Families
Current Assisted
Number of Cutin Number of Below
_ Authorized Funding Families Funding Cut Vouchers Funding 2005
Housing Agency Vouchers Shortfall Assisted Shortfall Restored Shortfall Level
Albia Low Rent Housing Agency 96 -$9,652 -4 -$5,006 2 -$60,546 -17
Ames 202 -$35,940 -8 -$18,447 4 -$223,102 -36
Area XV Multi-Co. Housing Agency 374 -$44,483 -14 -$23,698 7 -$286,604 -66
Betterndorf HA 100 -$20,040 -4 -$10,436 2 -$126,211 -18
Burlington 277 -$40,535 -11 -$20,419 6 -$246,946 -49
Cedar Rapids HA 1,265 -$219,566 -52 -$109,538 27 | -$1,324,757 -221
Centerville Housing Agency 98 -$11,714 -4 -$6,195 2 -$74,925 -17
Central IA Regional HA 769 -$108,490 -29 -$58,939 14 -$712,807 -137
Charles City Housing and Redevelopment
Authority 163 -$20,290 -6 -$10,927 3 -$132,151 -29
Clinton HA 424 -$51,737 -17 -$26,016 9 -$314,639 -74
Davenport Housing Commission 660 -$96,061 -22 -$57,578 9 -$696,349 -120
Decorah Low Rent Housing Agency 86 -$9,092 -3 -$5,090 1 -$61,555 -15
Des Moines Municipal Housing Agency 2,688 -$531,620 -110 -$265,217 56 | -$3,207,548 -471
Dubuque 1,024 -$154,163 -40 -$80,444 20 -$972,893 -181




2005 Actual Funding

2006 Administration Request

2010 Administration
Budget Plan (Estimated)

Cutin
Families
Current Assisted
Number of Cutin Number of Below
Authorized Funding Families Funding Cut Vouchers Funding 2005
Housing Agency Vouchers Shortfall Assisted Shortfall Restored Shortfall Level
Eastern IA Regional HA 883 -$116,838 -35 -$59,617 18 -$721,006 -155
Emmetsburg Low Rent Housing Agency 99 -$7,841 -4 -$4,062 -$49,127 -17
Evansdale Municipal HA 107 -$17,469 -4 -$9,142 -$110,561 -19
Fort Dodge Housing Agency 617 -$82,993 -25 -$41,404 13 -$500,748 -108
Fort Madison HA 74 -$8,859 -3 -$4,420 -$53,450 -13
Grinnell Low Rent HA 166 -$22,869 -7 -$11,409 3 -$137,983 -29
lowa City HA 1,213 -$245,834 -48 -$125,718 24 | -$1,520,444 -214
Keokuk HA 171 -$22,094 -6 -$12,082 3 -$146,122 -31
Knoxville Low Rent Housing Agency 263 -$32,839 -11 -$16,551 5 -$200,167 -46
Low Rent Housing Agency of Cedar Falls 326 -$60,249 -13 -$31,440 6 -$380,236 -58
Manning HA 20 -$1,463 -1 -$876 0 -$10,593 -4
Marshalltown Rent Assistance Program 449 -$54,688 -17 -$29,283 8 -$354,145 -80
Mason City 435 -$52,527 -17 -$26,676 9 -$322,615 -76
Mid 1A Regional HA 329 -$35,989 -13 -$19,037 6 -$230,232 -58
Municipal Housing Agency 652 -$140,813 -26 -$71,049 13 -$859,270 -114
Muscatine Municipal HA 376 -$55,928 -14 -$31,100 6 -$376,123 -67
New Hampton HA 80 -$8,157 -3 -$4,350 1 -$52,613 -14
North IA Regional HA 381 -$40,966 -14 -$22,385 -$270,728 -68
Northland Regional HA 233 -$27,357 -10 -$13,648 -$165,061 -41
NW IA Regional HA 522 -$54,922 -21 -$27,611 11 -$333,932 -92
Oskaloosa Municipal Housing Agency 230 -$28,560 -9 -$14,248 -$172,320 -40
Ottumwa sec. 8 voucher 237 -$26,283 -9 -$13,956 4 -$168,790 -42
Region XlI Regional HA 908 -$102,686 -36 -$52,264 18 -$632,078 -160
SE IA Regional HA 252 -$31,253 -10 -$15,696 5 -$189,823 -44
Sioux City HA 1,169 -$163,254 -46 -$84,183 23 | -$1,018,109 -206
Siouxland Regional HA 353 -$36,169 -14 -$18,095 7 -$218,845 -62
Southern IA Regional HA 996 -$129,895 -39 -$67,538 19 -$816,812 -176
Spirit Lake Low Rent Housing Agency 142 -$8,915 -4 -$6,534 -$79,017 -27
Upper Explorerland Regional HA 391 -$45,908 -15 -$23,754 -$287,278 -69
Warren Co. HA 171 -$28,815 -7 -$14,690 -$177,663 -30
Waterloo HA 1,040 -$185,652 -42 -$94,187 21 | -$1,139,108 -183
lowa 21,511 | -$3,231,468 -849 | -$1,664,952 422 - -3,796

" The Administration has released its planned 2010 funding level for a“housing assistance” category that includes the voucher
program, public housing and several other programs taken together, but has not released a funding level for the voucher program

separately. We have estimated the 2010 voucher funding level by assuming that the Administration plansto cut all housing assistance

programs proportionately. It is possible that the Administration actually intends to impose larger cutsin voucher assistance than we




estimate and smaller cutsin other programs, or vice versa. See Appendix, “The Basis for the Estimate that the Budget Would Support
370,000 Fewer Vouchersin 2010,” http://www.cbpp.org/2-18-05hous-app.htm.

i We assume that the amount of funding needed to support an agency’s vouchers in 2005 is equal to the agency’s average voucher cost
in May -July 2004 plus the applicable HUD inflation adjustment, multiplied by the sum of the number of the agency’s vouchersin use
in May -July 2004 and the number of hew vouchers requiring funding that were issued to familieslosing public housing or other types
of federal housing assistance. In 2006 and 2010 we assumed the agencies would need funding for approximately the same number of
vouchers as in 2005, but that the average cost of these vouchers would risebased on anational average CBO voucher cost inflation
estimate.

i All figures in the table assume that agencies will respond to funding shortfalls by reducing the number of families assisted.
Agencies also have some limited flexibility to reduce the level of assistance provided per family, for example by shifting rental
burdens onto needy households or reducing the maximum amount of rent a voucher can cover (and therefore limiting the ability of
voucher households to live outside high-poverty neighborhoods in areas that may be safer and with better schools and more job
opportunities). If agenciestook these measures, the reduction in the number of families assisted could be somewhat smaller.



