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Housing Vouchers 
[bookmark: _GoBack]United States government launched housing vouchers mainly to help low-income households to make their ends meet. The government argues that housing vouchers will help low incomers' freedom to choose households at affordable places, it will reduce the number of homeless and decongestion of overcrowded homes. However, the arguments of the market-based solution illustrated that government efforts of housing vouchers seem to be short-term and do not provide a permanent solution to the problem. A permanent solution to affordable housing among low-income households is establishing equality in the housing sector (Feeny et al 2008). Making laws that reduce the high cost of houses that makes low income unable to pay to own or pay rent. Reducing tax on the land and building materials will also contribute to affordable houses for low-income households. 
Low-income households and poor families have benefited from the housing vouchers which have helped them to pay rent. Housing vouchers paid half of the rent while the remaining part of the rent was paid by tenants. These reduced the burden of paying rent by low incomers by a half. Landlords also benefit from the housing vouchers benefit by getting their monthly income on time through the vouchers. This reduces the amount of unpaid rent by the tenants which have influenced an increase of the landlords taking housing vouchers by 20% (Galvez, 2010). The imperfect launch of the housing vouchers program without consideration of the state jurisdiction change has created a problem within low-income households. Some of the people with those vouchers find it difficult to get houses if they change jurisdictions and some landlords do not accept those vouchers.    
The unintended consequence of housing vouchers is an increase in tax over the years which makes the housing sector more expensive. As the housing voucher program expands to more than 6.1 million people, the government spent more money to fund that project (Turner, 2003). Government increases the tax to obtain money to fund that project making building materials expensive which reflects the prices of the houses. Housing vouchers increase the gap between the poor and the rich by identifying that housing funding is for low incomers who can be viewed as poor people. While those without housing cards can easily get a house because they are not regarded as poor.   
The cost of house vouchers intervention is increasing yearly as the American economy reduces. The program was introduced to two million low-income households but it supports more than 6.1 million employees during this year (Turner, 2003). The number has increased this particular year due to the COVID 19 pandemic which decreased the economy of the United States due to the closure of business. Many people become jobless influencing them to apply for housing funds. The government spends a high amount of money on the program but it is not efficient, one out of four low-income households receive those vouchers.
 The housing voucher program is currently successful because it helps poor and low-income households live in fordable houses. It also aimed at reducing homeless and decongesting some of the highly populated apartments. The move also helped to reduce mental problems among the homeless and low incomes. However, those efforts are not economically viable to improve the economy of the United States because the government spends more on that project than the income from that project which comes from the tax (Galvez, 2010). The economically viable way of improving the affordability of the houses in the United States is through the provision of equality and reduced tax rate on real estate properties. Making the housing market equal will make landlords take advantage of low-income householders through overpricing. 
The program should be modified and continued to help the poor and low-income households especially during this time of the pandemic when most of the people have no jobs. The modification should focus on the easy transfer of jurisdiction for people with house vouchers. This program is good for the country because it helps to reduce the poverty (Turner, 2003). However, it should not be launched at a larger rate because it can have devastating effects on the government capital due to an increase in funding which can lead to increased taxes. The root cause of the problem which limits the poor and low-income people from accessing should be addressed. The problem of inequality in houses affordability should be solved by the law establishing equality for the rich and poor to afford houses. 
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