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ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF THE LOSS OF VOUCHER FUNDING ON THE

IN 2005 AND 2010

Louisiana

ELDERLY, PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES AND WORKING FAMILIES

This table displays estimates of the effectsof cutsin housing voucher assistance on the elderly, people with disabilities and working familiesunder the actual
2005 voucher funding level and under the Administration's budget plan for 2010 based on the limited information available to the public. “Working families” are
defined in this table as families obtaining at least some of their income from wages.

The table below can beread asfollows: “In 2005, the shortfall in voucher funding needed to support its vouchers will cause [housing agency] to cut an
estimated [Overall Number of Vouchers Cut] vouchers. Asaresult, [2005 Estimated VVouchers Cut by Types of Familiesassisted] ederly/disabled/working
families will go without housing assistance. Information available on the Administration’s budget plans through 2010 indicate the voucher funding shortfall will
grow substantially, resulting in an estimated further cut in the number el derly/disabled/working families assisted by [2010 Estimated Vouchers Cut by Types of
Families Assisted Below 2005 Level].”
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LA023 Alexandria 826 -33 -4 -7 -15 -16 -30 -64
LAOO09 Ascension Parish 87 -3 0 -1 -1 -1 -4 -6
LA215 Assumption Parish HA 108 -4 0 -1 -1 -2 -4 -6
LA132 Avoyelles Parish Police Jury 119 -5 0 -1 -2 -1 -5 -11
LA219 Baton Rouge 267 -11 0 -2 -6 -1 -10 -24
LA241 Bienville Parish Policy Jury 81 -3 0 0 -1 0 -2 -7
LAO24 Bogalusa HA 98 -4 0 -1 -2 -2 -3 -7
LA190 Bossier Parish Section 8 Housing 641 -26 -4 -4 -13 -17 -18 -59
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LA136 Broussard 646 -26 -2 -4 -12 -10 -18 -52
LA184 Caddo Parish Commission 141 -6 -2 -2 -1 -10 -10 -3
LA172 Calcasieu 536 -20 -2 -2 -11 -9 -10 -50
LA125 Caldwell Parish HA 114 -4 -1 -1 -2 -4 -4 -7
LA222 Catahoula Parish 66 -3 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -5
LA032 Church Point HA 88 -4 0 -1 -1 -2 -3 -6
LA246 Claiborne Parish 84 -3 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -6
LA122 Colfax HA 50 -2 0 0 -1 0 -1 -5
LA159 Concordia Parish Policy Jury 51 -2 0 -1 -1 -1 -2 -4
LA238 Covington 109 -4 0 -1 -2 -2 -2 -9
LA029 Crowley HA 365 -14 -2 -4 -5 -9 -20 -23
LA114 Delhi HA 40 -1 0 0 0 -1 0 -2
LA101 Denham Springs HA 120 -5 -1 0 -2 -6 -2 -8
LA209 DeRidder Community Development 35 -1 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -3
LA230 Desoto Parish Policy Jury 212 -9 -1 -2 -3 -6 -7 -12
LA202 Donaldsonville 95 -4 0 -1 -2 -1 -3 -7
LA0O03 East Baton Rouge Parish 2,377 -95 -5 -17 -41 -21 -75 -180
LA195 East Carroll Parish Police Jury 142 -6 0 0 -3 -1 -2 -11
LA182 Evangeline Parish Police Jury 120 -5 0 -1 -2 -1 -4 -8
LA229 Franklin Parish Policy Jury 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1
LAQ97 Grambling HA 150 -5 0 0 -2 0 -2 -14
LA120 Grant Parish HA 113 -4 0 -1 -1 -2 -5 -7
LA104 Hammond 286 -12 -1 -2 -6 -3 -10 -25
LA189 Iberia Parish Government 226 -8 0 -1 -3 -2 -8 -18
LA214 Iberville Parish 42 -1 0 0 0 -1 -2 -2
LA099 Independence HA 55 -2 0 0 -1 -1 0 -4
LA248 Jackson Parish 18 -1 0 0 0 0 -1 -1
LA168 Jeanerette Public Housing 41 -2 0 0 0 -1 -1 -2
LA188 Jefferson Davis Policy Jury Section 8 129 -5 -1 -1 -3 -3 -5 -12
LAO13 Jefferson Parish 2,667 -103 -8 -28 -46 -38 -128 -213
LAO12 Kenner HA 572 -22 -2 -3 -12 -7 -13 -53
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LA206 Kentwood 55 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -6
LA247 Kinder 97 -4 0 -1 -1 -2 -5 -6
LAOO5 Lafayette 952 -39 -5 -10 -14 -20 -42 -58
LA253 Lafourche Parish HA 271 -7 -2 -1 -3 -11 -9 -22
LA00O4 Lake Charles 1,542 -59 -6 -12 -33 -27 -55 -151
LA111 Leesville HA 56 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -5
LA212 Lincoln Parish Policy Jury 135 -5 0 0 -2 -2 -2 -12
LAO31 Mamou 20 -1 0 0 0 0 -1 -1
LAO37 Minden HA 137 -5 -1 -1 -2 -3 -3 -11
LAOO6 Monroe HA 1,469 -59 -6 -14 -25 -26 -59 -108
LA258 Morehouse Parish Police Jury HA 158 -6 -1 -1 -2 -3 -4 -11
LA221 Morgan City HA 134 -4 -1 -1 -2 -4 -5 -12
LA115 Natchitoches 449 -17 -1 -4 -9 -5 -17 -41
LA166 Natchitoches Parish HA 334 -13 -2 -2 -4 -11 -9 -19
LA165 New lberia 322 -13 -1 -3 -5 -4 -14 -23
LAOO1 New Orleans 10,555 -416 -42 -79 -162 -186 -354 -726
LA205 New Roads 42 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -4
LA169 Newellton HA 129 -5 0 -1 -2 -2 -3 -11
LAO33 Oakdale HA 120 -4 0 -1 -2 -2 -5 -10
LA269 Oberlin 75 -2 -1 -1 0 -5 -6 -2
LA171 Oouachita Parish Policy Jury 514 -21 -4 -2 -10 -16 -9 -41
LA254 Pearl River 70 -3 -1 -1 -1 -3 -7 -3
LAO57 Pineville HA 165 -7 -1 -2 -3 -3 -10 -14
LA179 Plaguemine 134 -5 -1 -1 -2 -3 -6 -9
LAQO75 Ponchatoula HA 60 -2 0 0 -1 -2 -2 -5
LA199 Port Allen 138 -5 -1 -1 -2 -3 -4 -11
LA129 Rapides Parish HA 267 -11 -1 -1 -5 -2 -3 -24
LA174 Rayne 93 -3 -1 -1 -1 -3 -4 -6
LA163 Red River 45 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -4
LA232 Ruston Section 8 233 -9 0 -1 -5 -2 -6 -21
LAO74 Sabine Parish 108 -4 0 -1 -2 -1 -3 -9




Overall

2005 Estimated Vouchers Cut

2010 Estimated Vouchers Cut

Nﬁ:qggpfgf Nur:;fber by Types of Families Assisted by Typseslg\fvz%rgg'iz\';‘;S'Sted
Authorized | Vouchers People . People ;

HUD Vouchers Cutin Elderly witrr)1 l\:/\;. ?T:II(I:ZS Elderly witFr)] ﬁ\;z:h:gg
Code Housing Agency Name 2005 Disabilities Disabilities
LA0O2 Shreveport HA 3,174 -122 -11 -27 -51 -51 -124 -237
LA103 Slidell 304 -10 -1 -1 -6 -3 -8 -34
LA178 St Martin Parish Govn't Hsg Dept 341 -12 -1 -1 -7 -4 -5 -32
LA187 St. Bernard Parish Government 280 -11 -2 -3 -4 -7 -12 -19
LA094 St. Charles Parish HA 305 -12 -1 -2 -7 -3 -10 -30
LA181 St. John the Baptist HA 102 -4 0 -1 -2 -1 -4 -9
LAO67 St. Landry Parish HA 646 -26 -3 -4 -12 -11 -19 -53
LA173 St. Martinville Section 8 Program 50 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -3
LA220 St. Mary Parish HA 200 -8 -1 -2 -4 -4 -8 -16
LA063 Sulphur HA 105 -4 0 -1 -2 -2 -4 -10
LA242 Tallulah HA 55 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -5
LA207 Tangipahoa Parish Council 185 -7 -1 -1 -3 -3 -6 -12
LA211 Terrebonne Parish 512 -20 -2 -5 -9 -7 -22 -41
LA194 Thibodaux HA 251 -8 0 -2 -4 -1 -13 -22
LA196 Union Parish Police Jury 101 -4 #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
LA128 Vernon Parish 66 -3 -2 -1 0 -7 -2 -2
LA192 Ville Platte Section 8 112 -5 -1 -1 -1 -4 -6 -4
LA046 Vinton HA 50 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -6
LA217 Washington Parish HA 155 -6 0 -1 -3 -1 -4 -12
LA213 Webster Parish Police Jury 177 -7 -1 -2 -2 -4 -8 -10
LA204 West Baton Rouge Parish 80 -3 0 -1 -1 -2 -3 -5
LA233 West Carroll Parish Policy Jury 65 -2 0 -1 -1 -2 -3 -5
LA186 West Monroe 463 -19 -2 -3 -10 -8 -14 -43
LA266 White Castle 14 -1 0 0 0 0 -1 -1
LA257 Winn Parish 92 -4 0 -1 -2 -2 -4 -7

Total for Louisiana 38,694 -1,508 -147 -299 -648 -669 -1,357 -2,942




The estimated numbers of each type of family affected are based on the current proportion of an agency’ s vouchers now received by families of that type, based
on datain HUD’ s Public and Indian Housing Information (PIC) Center system as of January 21, 2005 (accessed at
http://pic.hud.gov/pic/RCRPublic/rcrmain.asp). The estimates for 2010 assume that the demographic mix of families served in 2010 would be the same asin
January 2005. The numbers of vouchers cut for each type of family do not add up to the total cut because some vouchers are received by families that do not
have earnings and are not headed by a person who is elderly or disabled. For an explanation of how we derived these estimates, see the papers referenced at
www.cbpp.org/hous2-18-05hous-states.htm  All figuresin 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
househol ds or reducing the maximum amount of rent avoucher can cover (and therefore limiting the ability of voucher householdsto 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.




