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May ~4, 2004

~Vacts About Section 8 Voucher Funding

Some of you may have r~c~tly bc~a =ontact~d by v~ou~ ~voca~ groups ~d
re~g ~e~ c~c~ ov~ Se=fiou 8 vouch~ ~ng. U~o~amly, mine ~d~ ~upa hays

a~aflons AcL I ~ ~ng ~ s¢t ~ ~ord a~t ~g ~s issue,

~ ~ ye= 2004 ~on ~cfl for ~ Scion 8 vouch~ d~m~a~

Ov~ ~ ~ ~e y~, Cou~ss has ~¢ased ~g ~ S~on 8 ~hm by o~ 29
addm~ ~e m~i~y ~e~g ~ ~ ~s ~. For fis~ y~ 200&, ~ C~ess ~d

S12,974,577,000 for S~oa 8 wuch~ rentals, a $I,613,550~000 or I#.5% ~,
2003 ~ct,d l~oL

To address ths rapidly escalsting costs £u the program, diwction was included in
oo~ ag~¢cmcnt for the S~’rctary to renew vouchers on s budget-barb, with ee~h public
booming anthority’s budget to bc d~mmin~d in a~corclance with th¢ ~brmula F~s~ribcd by statute in
the ¢onf~mzc¢ sgrcmzt¢nt. Public housiag authority budgets azs to be b~sed on th= voucher
they r~ported sponding a~ of Augus~ I, 2003, adjt~st~d for a fatal or rogiomR inflation ~aotor. The
significant fimdlng inc~aae pmvidad in the 2004 A=t x-~prosmats ~e srnotmt nsc~ssary to suppm’~ this

in~ascs ~ p~tbli= housing ~uthorit7 budgets, ~ is not su~licisnt funding ~vaJlable to support stmh
a ~hange, Nor is such s change warranted. Any ~hanges to th~ ~brmula adopted in tim con_fo.-tmo¢
agrement would require additional fund~ abov~ the’ 14.5 pm~nt increase alr~afiy provifl,d. The

¯ Depattcnent’s allocation of the large ftmding incr=ase IX’ovided in the 2004 A~ is wholly conaistcmt
with the bi-pmlsaa ~otaMxmce agrccmont, =.ud should b~ supported folly by the Congress.


