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ESTIMATED VOUCHER FUNDING SHORTFALLS IN 2005, 2006 AND 2010 
 

Oregon 
 

This table displays estimates of cuts in housing voucher assistance under the actual 2005 voucher funding level, the 
Administration's 2006 budget request, and an estimate of the Administration's budget plan for 2010 based on the limited 
information available to the public. i  (Please see the endnotes for the methods used to develop these estimates.)  The 
table below can be read as follows: 

 
“In 2005, [housing agency] will receive [2005 funding shortfall] less fundingii than it needs to support its 

vouchers, causing an estimated [2005 cut in families assisted] low-income families to go without housing assistance.iii  
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 vouchers restored] 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 a further [2010 cut in families assisted below 2005 level].” 
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Clackamas County 1,542 -$393,376 -59 -$208,318 29 -$2,519,412 -274 

Central Oregon Regional HA  1,003 -$214,203 -41 -$106,862 21 -$1,292,401 -176 

Coos Curry HA  725 -$101,739 -26 -$58,300 11 -$705,082 -131 

Douglas County 651 -$106,088 -26 -$54,007 13 -$653,162 -115 

Jackson County 1,414 -$296,039 -58 -$147,712 30 -$1,786,437 -248 

Josephine Housing Council 827 -$121,515 -30 -$68,832 13 -$832,456 -149 

Klamath HA  734 -$117,946 -30 -$59,075 15 -$714,457 -129 

Lane County 2,628 -$588,183 -107 -$293,435 55 -$3,548,825 -460 

Lincoln County 492 -$79,293 -20 -$40,007 10 -$483,852 -86 

Linn-Benton HA  2,391 -$509,946 -97 -$256,736 49 -$3,104,983 -419 

Malheur County HA  349 -$58,024 -14 -$29,050 7 -$351,336 -61 

Marion County HA  1,168 -$186,712 -46 -$96,611 23 -$1,168,424 -206 

MID Columbia HA  822 -$95,970 -24 -$66,819 8 -$808,118 -153 

Northeast Oregon HA  710 -$118,140 -28 -$60,683 14 -$733,900 -125 

Northwest Oregon HA  1,075 -$210,841 -39 -$118,620 18 -$1,434,602 -193 

Polk 699 -$154,096 -27 -$80,847 13 -$977,764 -124 
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Portland 7,275 -$1,892,905 -297 -$944,340 153 -$11,420,911 -1,274 

Salem HA 2,792 -$542,352 -113 -$274,022 57 -$3,314,037 -490 

Siletz Indian Housing Authority  37 -$10,788 -1 -$5,459 1 -$66,027 -6 

Umatilla County HA  329 -$49,830 -13 -$25,035 7 -$302,772 -58 

Washington County HA  2,569 -$700,524 -99 -$370,698 48 -$4,483,244 -456 

Yamhill County 1,301 -$306,479 -52 -$155,720 26 -$1,883,287 -229 

Oregon 31,533 -$6,854,989 -1,247 -$3,521,190 622 -$42,585,489 -5,561 
 

 
                                                 

i 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 plans to cut all housing assistance 
programs proportionately.  It is possible that the Administration actually intends to impose larger cuts in voucher assistance than we 
estimate and smaller cuts in other programs, or vice versa.  See Appendix, “The Basis for the Estimate that the Budget Would Support 
370,000 Fewer Vouchers in 2010,” http://www.cbpp.org/2-18-05hous-app.htm.  
 
ii 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 vouchers in use 
in May -July 2004 and the number of new vouchers requiring funding that were issued to families losing 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 rise based on a national average CBO voucher cost inflation 
estimate.  
 
iii 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 agencies took these measures, the reduction in the number of families assisted could be somewhat smaller. 


