NAHRO's Impact Analysis:

HUD FY 2004 Section 8 Renewal Funding Policy (PIH Notice 2004-7)

October 4, 2004
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# of Affected Shortfall in | HUD Requirement HUD's Budget- | to Redistribute by
Agencies Agencies Number of to Absorb # of Over- | Based RenewalDecember 31, 2004
State / with Exhaust Rainy| Assisted- | Shortfalls During Funded Formula Over- Jto Cover Agencies'|
Territory | Shortfalls Day Funds Families |Agency Fiscal Year§ Agencies Funding Shortfalls
AK 1 -$492,067 -146 -499) 0 $0 -$492,067
AL 12 -$1,753,984 -470 -1 ,258' 28 $2,202,157 $448,172
AR 8 -$389,694 -206 -568] 38 $2,467,046 $2,077,353
AZ 4 -$1,073,832 -283 -970] 11 $6,909,478 $5,835,646
CA 23|  -$14,947,881 -2,840 -7,255 31 $59,431,018 $44,483,137
(of0) 3 -$69,258 -10 -17 20 $2,383,894 $2,314,636
CT 18 -$3,281,009 -612 -1,264 12 $4,425,873 $1,144,863
DC 2 -$5,463,151 -1,017 -1,362 0 $0 -$5,463,151
DE 1 -$44,518 -7 -12 2 $390,661 $346,144
FL 19 -$6,444,654 -1,675 -2,333] $8,836,310 $2,391,656
GA 8 -$2,385,749 -462 -1,21 OI 5 $2,252,630 -$133,119
GQ 0 $0 0 of 0 $0 $0
HI 0 $0 0 of 3 $2,016,706 $2,016,706
1A 5 -$686,471 -351 -900] 19 $1,648,827 $962,355
ID 1 -$168,638 -87 -297 3 $499,139 $330,501
IL 18 -$2,303,560 -634 -1,492 32 $5,582,201 $3,278,641
IN 9 -$1,523,474 -436 -624] 29 $3,677,002 $2,153,528
KS 5 -$618,867 -128 -211 14 $2,375,164 $1,756,297
KY 4 -$165,755 -78 -2384 24 $2,557,471 $2,391,716
LA 28 -$1,385,023 -485 -765 40 $1,452,488 $67,466
MA 38 -$6,324,084 -884 -1,896) 43 $22,684,892 $16,360,808
MD 6 -$2,139,762 -467 -1,566] 9 $1,641,720 -$498,041
ME 6 -$416,328 -116 -315) 12 $1,522,770 $1,106,442
MI 17 -$353,926 -119 -237 27 $31,700,064 $31,346,138
MN 24 -$800,756 -370 -1,046 14 $859,816 $59,060
MO 13 -$698,837 -278 -529) 25 $1,572,754 $873,917
MS 5 -$2,458,802 -883 -1,201 3 $363,905 -$2,094,897
MT 2 -$25,068 -12 -27 3 $409,871 $384,803
NC 7 -$536,384 -194 -346) 35 $5,676,397 $5,140,013
ND 8 -$124,983 -55 -154 13 $724,440 $599,457
NE 4 -$145,096 -71 -225) 11 $308,552 $163,457
NH 6 -$209,546 -49 -74 6 $255,257 $45,711
NJ 13 -$1,724,752 -257 -571 27 $13,224,428 $11,499,676
NM 5 -$296,020 -104 -315 11 $2,460,244 $2,164,225
NV 0 $0 0 0] | 2 $2,700,713 $2,700,713
NY 26 -$9,552,840 -2,232 —7,096' 69 $70,196,596 $60,643,757
OH 11 -$2,797,050 -600 -1 ,488' 26 $6,689,200 $3,892,150
OK 8 -$266,010 -92 -315 13 $3,097,660 $2,831,650
OR 2 -$82,185 -33 -77 12 $3,351,705 $3,269,520
PA 11 -$671,371 -138 -237 28 $6,524,241 $5,852,870
RI 5 -$592,170 -173 -4394 11 $1,047,364 $455,195
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RQ 20 -$1,196,964 -434 -1,486) 28 $2,168,015 $971,052
SC 7 -$5,324,960 -1,253 -2,132 12 $5,549,131 $224,172
SD 4 -$254,633 -97 -131 12 $423,222 $168,589
TN 1 -$833,841 -241 -827, 16 $3,579,896 $2,746,055
TQ 0 $0 0 of 1 $28,661 $28,661
X 46 -$5,454,230 -1,771 —2,753' 66 $13,843,026 $8,388,795
uT 4 -$42,240 -14 -29| 12 $1,442,121 $1,399,881
VA 12 -$2,889,562 -701 —2,076' 15 $1,841,867 -$1,047,694
vQ 0 $0 0 of 0 $0 sof
VT 1 -$9,989 -4 -6 3 $489,233 $479,244
WA 5 -$3,059,105 -857 -2,846) 14 $3,165,687 $106,581
WI 11 -$290,010 -83 -1594 26 $1,915,796 $1,625,786
wv 5 -$286,903 -163 -362 11 $1,801,053 $1,514,150
wy 2 -$8,767 -6 -12 1 $884,935 $876,169
Total 499| -$93,064,758 -22,676 -52,248 928 $323,253,298 $230,188,540




