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ICYMI: NEW YORK DAILY NEWS EDITORIAL BOARD HIGHLIGHTS UNINTENDED CONSEQUENCES OF CITYFHEPS BILLS, HOW LEGISLATION WOULD KEEP MORE NEW YORKERS IN SHELTER
 
IN CASE YOU MISSED IT – The New York Daily News editorial board today outlined the unintended consequences that a package of bills regarding CityFHEPS would hurt New Yorkers in shelter, effectively halting their ability to move people from shelter into affordable housing.
“The package of legislation to expand eligibility for housing vouchers being considered by the City Council today, while well intentioned, would do significant harm to the most vulnerable unhoused New Yorkers,” said New York City Department of Social Services Commissioner Molly Park. “They would undermine a system designed to direct resources to those with the greatest need, and instead provide rental assistance to tens or even hundreds of thousands of New Yorkers who are not homeless or at risk of becoming homeless. They would disadvantage the nearly 20,000 existing voucher holders who cannot currently find housing because of the extremely low vacancy rate in our city. And they would cost upwards of $17 billion in the midst of a budget crisis, leaving the city no choice but to cut other essential services.
“We have communicated these serious concerns to the City Council throughout the legislative process and have offered to work with them on a bill that would eliminate the 90-day rule for families experiencing homelessness, a measure that would move people into permanent housing faster without disastrous unintended consequences. We urge our colleagues on the City Council to work collaboratively with us and New Yorkers with lived experience of homelessness, to implement targeted improvements to the city’s housing voucher program while also advancing the new housing construction our city so desperately needs.”
Editorial: The City Council’s well-meaning but ill-advised CityFHEPS bills
 
Today, the City Council is voting on a package of bills to overhaul the CityFHEPS housing voucher system. If they care about actually helping people, they should vote the bills down.
 
Saying that this package “expands eligibility” for CityFHEPS is like saying that an aircraft carrier is a “boat.” If the legislation was passed, the program would go from a relatively targeted initiative to move unhoused people and families into permanent homes to an expansive de facto entitlement for a huge swath of low-income New Yorkers.
 
Bringing eligibility from 200% of the federal poverty level to 50% of area median income sounds like jargon-y tweaking, but in practice that means household income cutoffs go from $27,750 to $60,050 for a family of three in 2022 numbers, an enormous jump. The definition of “at risk of eviction” would include even a rent demand letter from a landlord, which can come if a household falls behind on rent for a month, while still in their apartment and long before they might actually be removed.
 
Obviously, providing assistance only when people are destitute is not ideal, but there’s a middle ground here that doesn’t involve making what are conservatively tens of thousands of additional families a year eligible for CityFHEPS at a time when existing recipients are having trouble finding apartments.
 
The bills include some worthwhile fixes, like consideration of utility costs. Yet if passed wholesale, they would run roughshod over an already-stretched system to no one’s real benefit. In fact, this unrestrained expansion — featuring no cap in either families eligible or dollars spent — would end up pitting families in shelters, the population whose acute needs the program was designed to address, against more stable New Yorkers in the competition for available apartments.
 
We wish there were unlimited apartments and endless city funding for struggling New Yorkers. There aren’t, and instead of pretending there are, the Council should focus on targeted policies like axing the 90-day rule and, in the long term, ensuring that there is ample housing for everyone.
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