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Indiana Total 95% 89% 86% 85% 32,195 37,752 32,613 4,098 97%
Anderson IN006 96% 93% 87% 96% 1,102 1,153 1,104 49 100%
Bedford IN031 87% 69% 83% 86% 139 161 158 3 100%
Bloomfield IN032 92% 90% 90% 86% 43 50 41 9 100%
Bloomington IN022 91% 89% 96% 99% 1,270 1,284 1,284 0 100%
Brazil IN035 90% 85% 78% 74% 85 115 84 11 83%
Cannelton IN043 86% 80% 80% 84% 151 179 147 5 85%
Charleston IN025 99% 93% 91% 87% 61 70 64 6 100%
Columbus IN058 99% 96% 93% 103% 595 579 579 0 100%
Crawfordsville IN047 95% 100% 94% 94% 468 497 440 57 100%
Decatur IN062 100% 94% 97% 99% 176 178 178 0 100%
Delaware Co. IN004 105% 96% 99% 98% 252 256 256 0 100%
East Chicago IN029 92% 89% 81% 78% 494 636 525 111 100%
Elkhart IN026 99% 99% 97% 100% 634 633 633 0 100%
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Housing Voucher Data for Indiana 

•    Of Indiana's 37,752 authorized vouchers, only 85 percent were used by families 
last year.

•   2,592 fewer families in Indiana received assistance in 2007 than in 2004.

•    This year, housing agencies in Indiana have sufficient funds, including reserves, 
to assist 4,516 additional families, thereby using up to 97 percent of their 
authorized vouchers.  To encourage agencies to make efficient use of these 
resources, agencies must be reassured that voucher renewal funding policy will be 
both stable and take into account the additional vouchers used by these families.  
Congress should enact the Section 8 Voucher Reform Act (H.R. 1851 and S. 
2684) to provide confidence that renewal funding needs will be met in future 
years, thereby encouraging agencies to put as many of their vouchers to use as 
possible.
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Elwood IN079 96% 93% 94% 94% 284 301 293 8 100%
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Evansville IN016 96% 100% 99% 99% 1,881 1,906 1,906 0 100%
Fayette Co. IN073 90% 80% 71% 78% 292 376 302 74 100%
Fort Wayne IN003 100% 89% 77% 78% 2,235 2,870 2,240 630 100%
Franklin Co. IN070 87% 82% 71% 57% 57 100 58 35 93%
Fulton Co. IN069 97% 90% 91% 81% 141 175 153 22 100%
Gary IN011 93% 85% 75% 79% 1,113 1,408 1,102 250 96%
Goshen IN101 100% 100% 93% 95% 303 320 309 11 100%
Greencastle IN094 99% 92% 98% 98% 181 184 172 12 100%
Greensburg IN078 88% 90% 82% 63% 72 115 71 28 86%
Hammond IN010 100% 98% 100% 96% 615 639 631 8 100%
IHCDA IN901 88% 79% 78% 81% 3,674 4,587 3,684 777 97%
Indianapolis IN017 93% 83% 77% 71% 5,586 7,882 5,565 1,616 91%
Jasonville IN077 90% 74% 78% 72% 36 50 38 12 100%
Jeffersonville IN023 95% 96% 94% 93% 356 382 364 18 100%
Kendallville IN036 93% 100% 87% 67% 10 15 10 5 100%
Knox Co. IN067 96% 98% 99% 93% 310 334 321 13 100%
Kokomo IN007 90% 87% 82% 86% 582 674 604 70 100%
Lafayette IN071 96% 98% 100% 99% 1,088 1,099 1,090 9 100%
Linton IN055 90% 88% 83% 86% 188 219 190 14 93%
Logansport IN092 99% 91% 91% 90% 255 283 271 12 100%
Marion IN041 102% 102% 95% 89% 373 421 395 26 100%
Marshall Co. IN103 95% 90% 93% 89% 153 171 166 5 100%
Michigan City IN019 99% 98% 95% 97% 253 261 261 0 100%
Mishawaka IN020 99% 96% 92% 96% 295 307 298 9 100%
Mt. Vernon IN037 94% 71% 75% 80% 162 203 156 25 89%
Muncie IN005 93% 95% 96% 95% 800 842 842 0 100%
New Albany IN012 100% 100% 100% 99% 402 408 408 0 100%
New Castle IN050 97% 95% 93% 97% 266 274 264 10 100%
Noblesville IN080 97% 96% 96% 90% 166 185 185 0 100%
Peru IN091 100% 96% 90% 92% 195 212 186 18 96%
Portland IN084 94% 98% 92% 84% 42 50 49 1 100%
Richmond IN009 98% 98% 96% 92% 252 273 263 10 100%
Rockville IN048 96% 98% 93% 95% 126 133 125 8 100%
Sellersburg IN083 96% 91% 82% 85% 47 55 47 8 100%
Seymour IN056 99% 92% 96% 96% 152 158 154 4 100%
South Bend IN015 96% 93% 91% 92% 1,944 2,124 2,124 0 100%
St. Joseph IN100 93% 94% 94% 92% 207 224 216 8 100%
Sullivan IN034 98% 90% 90% 92% 46 50 43 4 94%
Tell City IN018 96% 84% 75% 85% 57 67 51 4 82%
Terre Haute IN021 97% 91% 91% 94% 862 916 819 69 97%
Union City IN086 100% 76% 97% 91% 147 161 154 7 100%
Vincennes IN002 97% 89% 97% 94% 348 372 367 5 100%
Warsaw IN060 95% 95% 93% 98% 171 175 173 2 100%

Note: Authorized voucher figures for each agency are based on data from HUD's Resident Characteristics Report.  The percentage of 
authorized vouchers in use in each year was determined by analysis of voucher leasing data reported by housing agencies to HUD's Voucher 
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Management System (VMS).  The number of vouchers funded in 2008 under the renewal formula was calculated using actual renewal funding 
awards and an estimate of the additional funds assumed to be available from excess reserves (the "offset" amount); these estimates do not take 
into account amounts received under the $50 million in supplemental adjustment funds available under the law.  The number of additional 
authorized vouchers that could be funded using remaining reserves is based on estimates of each agency's fund balance at the end of 2007, 
excluding the 2008 offset, and per-voucher costs for 2008.  
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