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November 11, 2004
The Honorable Roscoe Bartlett

2412 Rayburn Housing Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Congressman Bartlett:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  
Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Eleanor Holmes Norton
2136 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Delegate Norton:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Christopher Van Hollen
1419 Longworth House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Congressman Van Hollen:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Steny H. Hoyer
1705 Longworth House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Congressman Hoyer:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Albert R. Wynn
434 Cannon House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Congressman Wynn:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Thomas M. Davis
36 Cannon House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Congressman Davis:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable James P. Moran, Jr.
2239 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Congressman Moran:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Frank R. Wolf
241 Cannon House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Congressman Wolf:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Barbara Mikulski
709 Hart Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Senator Mikulski:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes
309 Hart Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Senator Sarbanes:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable George F. Allen

708 Hart Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Senator Allen:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

November 11, 2004
The Honorable John Warner

225 Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-0001
Dear Senator Warner:

We are writing to express our concerns about funding levels in FY 2004 and proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program contained in the Administration’s FY 2005 budget.

As you may know, HUD recently announced steps to mitigate the FY 2004 funding crisis created by changes to the voucher renewal formula (limiting cost-per-unit adjustments to the number of vouchers under lease at August 1, 2003, with some adjustment for inflation), we are concerned that these changes will not actually solve the funding problem for Public Housing Agencies (PHAs) in our area this fiscal year.  Local PHAs are anticipating a combined funding shortfall of over $5 million dollars through year end.  This figure is only expected to increase in calendar year 2005 as current program participants renew their rental contracts.  

Looking beyond 2004 issues, we oppose the proposed Flexible Voucher Program (FVP) outlined in HUD’s FY 2005 budget, as well as the proposed funding cut for the program.  The Administration’s proposed funding for Section 8 tenant-based vouchers is cut by more than $1 billion below that for FY 2004.  Block granting Section 8 funds to PHAs, as proposed in the FVP, subjects the program to potential future funding cuts as the fixed dollar amount may not keep pace with the cost of providing rental assistance to needy families.  We believe Congress should provide enough funding to the Housing Choice Voucher program to maintain current levels of assistance as well as include language in the FY 2005 VA-HUD Appropriations bill which will base renewals on costs in the most recent quarter for which the PHA has submitted data to HUD. 

The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program is the nation’s largest rental assistance program.  It is successful in assisting thousands of local families with housing costs.  We are sensitive to the cost concerns expressed by HUD and administration officials.  We stand willing to engage in a comprehensive and fundamental dialogue with HUD about the future of the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.  We strongly believe any efforts to improve the program should build on its proven positive aspects.

Sincerely,

Phil Mendelson

Chair Board of Directors

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments
777 North Capitol Street, N.E. Suite 300 Washington, D.C. 20002-4290
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