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AGENDA 


JOINT RECOMMENDATIONS COMMITTEE (JRC) 
March 25, 2021 


9:00am – 11:00am 
Zoom Meeting 


I. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS


II. ACTION ITEMS:


A. Nominate & Elect 2021 JRC Chair and Vice Chair
Agenda/Roster
Kristin Pula


B. Approve JRC 2021 Meeting Schedule
Agenda/Roster
JRC Chair


C. Approve December 3, 2020 Meeting Minutes
Attachment A
JRC Chair


D. Adopt 2021 CDBG Funding Round Subregion Priorities
Attachment B
Dave Mecklenburg
VOTING: ★


III. INFORMATION/DISCUSSION ITEMS


A. King County Consortium Annual Performance and Evaluation Report
(CAPER) Public Hearing
Quincy Williams


B. RAHP Funding Goals – Interlocal Cooperation Agreement
Attachment C
Kristin Pula


C. JRC State Legislative Priorities – Session Report
Attachment D
Al D’Alessandro


D. Housing Finance Program - 2021 Capital Funding Round Timeline 
Attachment E
Tina Ilvonen


E. Community Development Program – 2021 CDBG Funding Round Timeline 
Attachment F
Lynn Scherer







Name Representing Email
Sound Cities Association - ★ ■ ♦
Amy McHenry City of Duvall amy.mchenry@duvallwa.gov Date Location
Chris Ross City of Sammamish cross@sammamish.us 3/25 Zoom
Clyde Hill City of SeaTac chill@ci.seatac.wa.us 4/15 Zoom (Special Session)
Cynthia Delostrinos Johnson City of Tukwila c.delostrinosjohnson@tukwilawa.gov 5/27 Zoom
ALTERNATE: Elizabeth Porter City of Covington eporter@covingtonwa.gov 9/23 TBD
ALTERNATE: Semra Riddle City of Lake Forest Park sriddle@ci.lake-forest-park.wa.us 12/2 TBD
Joint Agreement Cities - ♣ ■ ♦
Dianne Utecht City of Renton dutecht@rentonwa.gov ★ CDBG Consortium City
Leslie Miller City of Kirkland lmiller@kirklandwa.gov ■ HOME Consortium City
ALTERNATE: Colleen Brandt-Schluter City of Burien colleenb@burienwa.gov ♦ RAHP Consortium City
ALTERNATE: Bethany Wolbrecht-Dunn City of Shoreline bwolbrec@shorelinewa.gov ♣ Joint Agreement City
HOME Cities - ■ ♦
Joy Scott City of Auburn jfscott@auburnwa.gov
Thara Johnson City of Bellevue tmjohnson@bellevuewa.gov
ALTERNATE: Merina Hanson City of Kent mhanson@kentwa.gov
ALTERNATE: Sarah Bridgeford City of Federal Way sarah.bridgeford@cityoffederalway.com
County - ★ ■ ♦
Jim Chan Department of Local Services jim.chan@kingcounty.gov
John Taylor Department of Local Services john.taylor@kingcounty.gov
Mark Ellerbrook Regional Housing mark.ellerbrook@kingcounty.gov
Seattle RAHP - ♦
Laurie Olson City of Seattle laurie.olson@seattle.gov


2021 Joint Recommendations Committee (JRC) Roster
Schedule


2021 JRC Meetings 












MEETING MINUTES 


JOINT RECOMMENDATIONS COMMITTEE (JRC) MEETING 
December 3, 2020 
9:00am – 11:00am 


Zoom Meeting 


I. WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS, & ZOOM PROTOCOL
Kristin Pula opened the meeting at 9:08am and had Diego Galvan share/review Zoom protocol.
JRC members and meeting attendees introduced themselves.


II. ACTION ITEMS:


A. Approve - September 2020 JRC meeting minutes


VOTING: ALL
MOTION: Chair De’Sean Quinn entertained a motion to approve the September 2020 JRC
meeting minutes. Vice Chair Amy McHenry motioned to approve. Kevin LeClair seconded
the motion.


Motion passed unanimously.


B. Approve – October 2020 JRC meeting minutes


VOTING: ALL
MOTION: Chair Quinn entertained a motion to approve the October 2020 JRC meeting
minutes. Carol Helland motioned to approve. Vice Chair McHenry seconded the motion.


Motion passed unanimously.


C. CDBG & HOME 2020 Entitlement Reductions


Laurie Wells, Community Development Program Manager, shared that HUD had slightly
reduced funding for CDBG and HOME (-$866 and -$952, respectively).


RECOMMENDATION: Given nominal reductions in funding and short time frame before
2021, staff recommended that the County absorb the reductions in available CDBG and
HOME funding.


VOTING: ★ ■ CDBG/HOME Cities


MOTION: Vice Chair McHenry motioned to approve staff recommendations. Kevin LeClair
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.


D. Housing Finance Program 2020 Funding Recommendations


Tina Ilvonen, Housing Finance Program Manager, provided brief project summaries and
context/reasoning behind the Housing Finance Program’s 2020 Capital Funding Round
recommendations. It was noted that the JRC provides advice and recommendations for ONLY
two sources of funding awarded to housing capital projects - federal HOME Investment
Partnerships (HOME) funds and Regional Affordable Housing Program (RAHP) funds.
HOME funds are reviewed by the King County Consortium; RAHP funds are reviewed by the
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Sponsor Project HOME Award RAHP Award Total H/R Award
Downtown Emergency Service Center DESC Burien 1,789,835$   199,044$   1,988,879$     
Habitat for Humanity SKC Habitat for Humanity - Burien 1,327,900$     -$     1,327,900$     
Plymouth Housing Eastgate PSH 4,391,705$     -$     4,391,705$     
Mt. Zion Housing Development Mount Zion Senior Housing at 19th -$    180,890$   180,890$      
Multi-Service Center Redondo Heights -$    718,428$   718,428$      
SCIDpda North Lot - Building A -$    330,722$   330,722$      


7,509,440$     1,429,084$      8,938,524$    JRC Approval Total:


Consortium plus the City of Seattle.  


Kristin Pula shared that the recommended projects were selected based on RFP priorities, 
construction readiness, ability to leverage funds, and organizational capacity. Fund source 
and recommended project breakdowns presented as follows: 


HOME  $    6,400,028 
HOME CHDO 
(Community Home Development Organization) 


 $    1,109,412 


RAHP - Seattle  $       511,612 
RAHP - Non-Seattle  $       917,473 
HOME & RAHP Total  $    8,938,525 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 


HOME AWARD RECOMMENDATION: Housing Finance Program staff recommended 
awarding $7,509,440 in HOME funding for 3 projects. 
VOTING: ALL 
MOTION: Carol Helland moved to approve HOME award recommendations. Kevin LeClair 
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously. 


RAHP AWARD RECOMMENDATION: Housing Finance Program staff recommended 
awarding $1,429,084 in RAHP funding for 4 projects. 
VOTING: ALL 
MOTION: Chris Ross moved to approve RAHP award recommendations. Vice Chair 
McHenry seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously. 


E. 2020 State Legislative Agenda


Kristin Pula shared and reviewed high level changes made to the 2020 State Legislative
Priorities based on feedback received at October 2020 JRC meeting.


1. INCREASE DOCUMENT RECORDING FEE TO MEET DEMAND
Kristin highlighted word changes to COVID-related language and confirmed the document
recording fee will be $100. Carol Helland shared that the changes respond to previous
concerns.


2. MAKE EXISTING REVENUE SOURCES MORE RESPONSIVE TO LOCAL
NEEDS
Proposed legislative changes were re-grouped to specify which changes applied to which
specific revenue sources: 1) Councilmanic 0.1% sales tax and 2) lodging taxes and
affordable housing/behavioral health sales taxes.
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Regarding the 0.1% sales tax option, Chris Ross shared that he would like more flexibility 
to fund programs not just within the city. Mark Ellerbrook, Division Director for Housing, 
Homelessness, and Community Development, clarified that this applies to jurisdictions 
with more than 60,00 people – it technically doesn’t say the funds must be spent in the 
jurisdiction so the flexibility is already there.  


The County is working on an implementation plan (with Sound Cities Association support) 
to lay out how the County will work with jurisdictions to allocate funds. As it relates to 
ARCH, the language is specific to the production of housing - Funding ARCH is not eligible 
but ARCH-supported projects would be eligible. 


Carol Helland shared that she thought the final bullet (“•Allow funding to support 
existing units of affordable housing, not just new”) was confusing and interpreted it as 
preservation. 


Q: How do you “support” existing units?  
A: The language of the final bullet is meant to clarify that operating funds can be used to 
support existing units, not just new units. 


Q: Can you change language to say “allow funding to support operation and services of 
the populations in existing units? 
A: Yes, we can modify language to provide more clarity. We will also add “single adults,” 
which were excluded in the enumerated list. 


Q: What is the intent of “permit youth service space?” 
A: This is language defined in the statute, it’s meant to clarify that we can provide capital 
support for youth AND youth services. 


3. INVEST $250 MILLION IN THE HOUSING TRUST FUND (HTF)
No changes.


4. MAINTAIN FUNDING FOR ABD/HEN PARTICIPANTS
No changes.


5. ADOPT STATEWIDE TENANT PROTECTIONS
Language was heavily modified to respond to concerns from the previous meeting, to
mirror Affordable Housing Committee agenda, and to align with the efforts of the Regional
Affordable Housing Task Force.


Councilmember Ross shared that he felt that “we’re running a collision course with 
landlord tenant laws.” Ross believes that the policy outlined in this priority should be at the 
local level, not statewide – fears the policy would drive out a lot of private landlords and 
reduce housing stock due to overreach. Ross indicated he would not be supporting the 
fifth priority. 


Chairman Quinn believes the priority does provide a lot flexibility – “this is a very complex 
issue that is going to require a solution at the local, state, and federal levels.”  
Carol Helland shared that she believes staff did a good job of capturing and responding to 
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concerns but feels that the priority would provide more clarity/nuance if renamed “ADOPT 
STATEWIDE EVICTION REFORMS.” Chair Quinn and Vice Chair McHenry agree. 


Mark Ellerbrook shared that there is often a simplicity applied to landlord/renter discussion 
that belies the nature of the complex issue - there are both sides to this, often demonizing 
landlords to the benefit of tenants which is not the case. Mark wonders if it would be 
important to add language calling out the need to balance tenant and landlord interest. 


Sunaree Marshall, Policy & Special Projects Manager, clarified that non-payment of rent is 
always Just Cause for eviction. The 1st bullet of this priority is about tenants’ (on month to 
month leases) ability to stay in the unit if they’ve done nothing wrong. The current eviction 
prevention program asks landlords to waive rent beyond six months (as unpaid rent would 
be reason for eviction under Just Cause) and also includes a clause in the agreement so 
landlords can’t evict without cause until March 2021. 


Chris Ross felt the 1st bullet is vague and fraught with misinterpretations. He would like to 
delete the 1st bullet and believes bullets 2-4 are very reasonably related to COVID. 


Collen Brandt-Schluter felt that removing the 1st bullet would make the suggested title 
change not make sense. Brandt-Schluter suggested that these two issues should be 
decoupled – one focusing on eviction reform as a long-term goal and the other a short 
term goal related to COVID. 


Chair Quinn shared that the definition of “Just Cause” has been the same on the 
legislative agenda for several years. Sunaree shared that the only change to Just Cause 
definition was the addition of cities who voted on Just Cause policies. 


Chair Quinn respectfully acknowledged that several attempts/conversations have been 
made to modify this priority and suggested that a vote be made on latest suggestion. 
Councilmembers agreed to vote issue by issue. 


Mark clarified that the vote would be issue by issue but result in one comprehensive 
legislative agenda with a voting record of support for each priority. 


PRIORITY 1: Approve as is. 
VOTING: ALL 
MOTION: Chair Quinn entertained a motion to approve Priority 1. Mark Ellerbrook motioned 
to approve. Kevin LeCLair seconded the motion. Motion approved unanimously.  


PRIORITY 2: Approve priority with changes to language regarding supportive services 
/existing units. 
VOTING: ALL 
MOTION: Chair Quinn entertained a motion to approve Priority 2 with changes. Mark 
Ellerbrook motioned to approve. Vice Chair McHenry seconded the motion. Motion 
approved unanimously. 


PRIORITY 3: Approve as is. 
VOTING: ALL 
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MOTION: Chair Quinn entertained a motion to approve Priority 3. Mark Ellerbrook motioned 
to approve. Collen Brandt-Schluter seconded the motion. Motion approved unanimously.  


PRIORITY 4: Approve as is. 
VOTING: ALL 
MOTION: Chair Quinn entertained a motion to approve Priority 4. Vice Chair McHenry 
motioned to approve. Mark Ellerbrook seconded the motion. Motion approved unanimously. 


PRIORITY 5: Approve priority with amended title change (“Adopt Statewide Eviction 
Reforms”), keep language of “pass Statewide protections against discriminatory and 
arbitrary evictions, keep “increase resources for rental assistance” and change foreclosure 
prevention to eviction prevention,” and keep “support housing stability in response to COVID 
economic recession.”  


After the first paragraph, change bullet 1 to language that was previously adopted in 2019 
legislative agenda, move bullet 2 into a new priority (#6) and keep bullet 3 and bullet 4. 
VOTING: ALL 
MOTION: Chair Quinn entertained a motion to approve Priority 5 with changes. Carol 
Helland motioned to approve. Mark Ellerbrook seconded the motion. Motion approved with a 
single “Nay” vote from Councilmember Chris Ross. 


PRIORITY 6: Create a new priority #6 from bullet 2 of Priority #5. Title is Respond to 
COVID-19 and reads “respond to increased housing instability caused by the COVID-19 
pandemic through resources for rental assistance and landlord support.”  


VOTING: All but Laurie Olson and Merina Hansen who had left the meeting as the meeting 
ran a few minutes overtime and this vote was concluded after the scheduled end time. 


MOTION: Carol Helland moved to create Priority #6, Councilmember Ross seconded. 
Motion was approved unanimously by all present.  


III. INFORMATION ITEMS


A. Update – Housing Repair Program
Clark Fulmer, Housing Repair Program Manager, provided an update on the Housing
Repair Program (HRP) for the first three quarters of 2020. Clark shared that housing repair
activities continued safely even with COVID-19 changes to operations.


Carol Helland said there were a few projects that didn’t get funded in Redmond. She
believes there is a big gap between what is contributed by Redmond and what is used in
Redmond for housing repair. Clark shared that HRP had increased direct mailers to
Redmond and Kirkland and had also contacted IT departments in the cities to share
videos and pamphlets.


Carol Helland also wondered why projects don’t receive approval. Clark shared that once
a project is preapproved they are nearly always completed. Carol requested talking with
Clark offline about the three projects not funded.
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Councilmember Ross asked why it is hard to move pending applications to approved. 
Clark indicated that projects pending in one quarter likely move to approved in the next 
quarter. Some projects may not move forward because the owner changes their mind.  
 
Kevin LeClair requested adding a line after each city indicating how many more were from 
unincorporated King County. Kevin also would like to see a map showing distribution. 
Clark indicated changing the report would be difficult as it comes from a legacy system, 
but he could provide a map annually. 


Meeting Adjourned at 11:04 
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South Subregion 


2021 CDBG Funding Round Subregion Priorities 
 


The Joint Recommendations Committee (JRC) provides guidance and dictates the use of King 
County Consortium Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds through the creation of 
funding priorities. Following discussions held at the January Consortium Wide meeting, the 
following CDBG priorities for the North/East and South subregions were established: 


North/East Subregion 
 


The North/East Subregion’s use of CDBG funds will continue to adhere to existing standards/ 
set-asides unless an exception is made based on the revised exception criteria. In addition, the 
N/E Subregion recommends reviewing these set-asides every three years to align with the ICA 
renewal cycle. 


 40% of N/E allocation set-aside for A Regional Coalition for Housing (ARCH) capital. 


 60% of N/E allocation set-aside for non-housing capital projects. 
o No specific project priorities, best project rises to the top. 


 
 
 


The South Subregion’s use of CDBG funds will continue to adhere to existing standards/set-
asides with an emphasis on equity and social justice. 


 100% of South allocation set-aside for non-housing capital projects. 
o No specific project priorities, best project rises to the top. 
o Continue emphasis on equity and social justice when making award 


recommendations. 
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North/East Subregion Exception Criteria 


(percent split between ARCH and non-housing capital) 


During the Consortium -wide meeting in January, staff presented a recommendation to move 
discussion about the N/E split between ARCH and non-housing capital projects to coincide with 
renewal of the 3-year ICA. The group agreed but wished to have a subcommittee discussion 
about the exception criteria developed in 2013. Both the recommendation related to discussions 
about the split and the exception criteria will be reviewed by the JRC in March 2021. 


King County staff met with representatives from North Bend, Kenmore, ARCH and the Blue Line 
Group (representing North Bend and Duvall) on February 24th. The group discussed the pros 
and cons of each exception criteria. King County staff confirmed that these exceptions have 
never been used to change the amount of set aside between the housing capital and non-
housing capital programs.  


The group recommends keeping three of the exceptions: numbers 1, 2, and 5 below. The work 
group recommends moving conversation about #3 into the larger subregional ARCH set-aside 
discussion prior to the next Interlocal Cooperation Agreement for 2024-2027. The work group 
recommends deleting #4, as all agree it is confusing and nobody understands what it really 
means.  


Recommended N/E Exception Criteria: 


1) A viable project(s) that has submitted an eligible and fundable application(s) which
implicates an emergency health and safety issue (an emergency project that is not  in a
six year
CIP pipeline), such as a caved in roof in a community center, or a potable water issue;


2) A previously funded public benefit project(s) that needs gap funding to be completed;
3) A project(s) that has leveraged a high percentage of other funding sources and has a


remaining gap;
4) A project(s) that could apply for housing capital funding, instead of capital funding as a


“facility”.
5) Heavy versus light pipeline on the housing capital side, and heavy  versus light


applications on the other capital needs side.
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North/East Subregion & ARCH - Percentage Split of Available Funds 


King County staff received a request to determine if the ARCH set aside had to be discussed and 
voted on annually at the Consortium-wide meeting. After extensive research, staff determined: 


 In 2013 the JRC agreed with the recommendation to continue the N/E 60%/40% split
between non-housing capital and ARCH housing capital projects, respectively. The JRC
further approved five exception criteria that could alter the split of funding annually.
There was an expectation that this would be looked at again during the Interlocal
Cooperation Agreement (ICA) discussions in 2015. To our knowledge this never
happened.


 In 2019 there was a robust discussion about changing the percentage split in the N/E
subregion prompted by a letter from the Snoqualmie Valley Cities raising concerns about
the 40% portion to ARCH . A sub-work group discussed several options, but no
agreement resulted from those conversations. In the May 2019 JRC meeting the JRC
agreed to keep the percentage splits the same, requesting a workplan be created and
presented to the JRC for approval by the end of 2019. Given staff departures soon after
the May meeting, the workplan never happened and the Cities that raised the concern
initially did not resurface the issue.


Staff proposal: 


 Continue the 60%/40% split and exception criteria (included below) for the 3-year
ICA period, 2021-2023


 From now forward review this agreement every three years (with the ICA cycle)
 If the N/E agrees with proposal, make recommendation to JRC in March. If N/E


members want to make changes to the current exceptions, ask for a workgroup
to discuss and draft changes, with goal of making recommendation to JRC in
March.
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Background


Available Funds
3-year fund pool


Subregional Target Goals
South North/East Seattle
31.9% 32.3% 35.8%


$1,381,177 $1,398,496 $1,550,036


Actuals
Fund Year/Award Year South North/East Seattle
2018/2017 994,108$  -$  554,347$  
2019/2018 -$  -$  524,799$  
2020/2019 -$  1,785,564$                470,890$  
Totals: 994,108$  1,785,564$                1,550,036$                


South North/East Seattle
Actual allocation % 23% 41.2% 35.8%
Actual fund distribution $994,108 $1,785,564 $1,550,036
Target goal variance ($) (-$387,069) (+$387,068) -


Goal Performance
South North/East Seattle
72% 128% 100%


Summary
For 3-year ICA cycle, 2018-2020 RAHP distribution was 28% ($387,069) below South 
subregion allocation target and 28% ($387,068) above North/East subregion 
allocation target.


Per ICA - if funding falls below 95% of subregional allocation goal, JRC can adjust 
subregional allocation targets in subsequent cycles as needed.


NOTE: Last year, the first year in the next ICA cycle (2021-2023), the South was 
awarded $917,472 or 67% of funds awarded, while the N/E did not receive any 
awards. 


Allocations as outlined in 
2018-2020 ICA


% of subregional allocation goal
(actual/target)


ICA 2018 - 2020  RAHP Geographic Goals


The Regional Affordable Housing Program (RAHP) fund is a flexible source that 
addresses regional and sub-regional housing needs. The fund uses subregional 
allocation targets as a means to achieve geographic equity in the distribution of 
funds by the end of each Interlocal Cooperation Agreement (ICA) period.


$4,329,709
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ATTACHMENT D


Contact:  Al D’Alessandro    401 Fifth Avenue, Suite 500 
(206) 263–9077  Seattle, Washington 98104 
Al.Dalessandro@kingcounty.gov 


Update On 
Joint Recommendations Committee 


2021 State Legislative Priorities 


1. INCREASE DOCUMENT RECORDING FEE TO MEET DEMAND
Increase the document recording fee by $100 to address the unmet demand for Operating, Rental
Assistance and Services funds for affordable housing and support shelters.


Operating funding needs for over 3,000 current permanent supportive housing units in King County, 
supported primarily by document recording fee revenue, are expected to outpace revenue over the next 
five years. A document recording fee increase (or other dedicated revenue source), with an automatic 
increase for inflation, would address this imminent gap and preserve access to housing for individuals 
experiencing chronic homelessness. 


Bill Number:  HB 1277  Status: House Appropriations ‐ Necessary to Implement the Budget (NTIB) 


Creates a new rental assistance program to help people get caught up on rent. All funds would be 
deposited into state affordable housing and homeless accounts as follows: five percent to the affordable 
housing for all account for operating and maintenance and services for permanent supportive housing, 
two  percent to the landlord mitigation program and the remainder to the home security account with the 
“majority” of funds used for a newly created  eviction prevention rental assistance program for households 
earning 80 percent of the area median income (AMI) and below. Rental assistance under the new program 
includes both rent and utility assistance to prevent eviction. Other eligible activities include project based 
rental assistance for nonprofits, foreclosure prevention, dispute resolution eviction prevention, rental 
assistance for people experiencing homelessness, and tenant legal assistance. 


There is some ambiguity over State VS local control over funds. The bill currently requires Commerce to 
distribute funds consistent with the amount of revenue collected in each county and gives counties that 
are grantees the opportunity to refuse the grant funds prior to identifying another eligible recipient. 
Notably this does not achieve clarity on whether the majority of funding will be distributed back out to the 
counties.  


2. MAKE EXISTING REVENUE SOURCES MORE RESPONSIVE TO LOCAL NEEDS
THE KING COUNTY AFFORDABLE HOUSING COMMITTEE ESTIMATES IT WILL COST APPROXIMATELY $20
BILLION TO CONSTRUCT OR PRESERVE, OPERATE, AND SERVICE 44,000 HOMES AFFORDABLE AT 0‐50%
AREA MEDIAN INCOME (AMI) BETWEEN 2019 AND 2024 IN ORDER TO MAKE SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS
TOWARD THE REGION’S GOAL TO ENSURE THAT NO HOUSEHOLD PAYS MORE THAN 30% OF ITS INCOME
ON HOUSING BY 2044.
Greater flexibility is needed in two current revenue options to ensure the King County region has a diverse
stock of affordable homes and serves people experiencing homelessness and at‐risk of homelessness:


 Councilmanic 0.1% sales tax option (RCW 82.14.530)
o Allow the subject tax to be used for property acquisition (not just construction) to support a


speedy response to chronic homelessness and affordable housing needs;
o Update the allowable populations to more effectively meet local housing needs:


o Clarify that funding can support housing for homeless single adults;
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o Allow funding to support operations and services for populations in existing
units of affordable housing, not just new ones.


 Lodging taxes and affordable housing/behavioral health sales taxes:


 Update the allowable populations to more effectively meet local housing needs:
 Remove the 30% AMI floor on housing related lodging tax revenue expenditures; and
 Permit lodging tax funds to support capital for youth service space.


Bill Number: HB 1070  Status: Passed House Referred to Senate Rules 


Clarifies that the sales taxes can be used for acquiring existing property, housing‐related services, and 
behavioral health services. Clarifies the allowable uses of revenues from the state‐shared lodging tax 
to include housing for people with incomes below 30 percent area median income (AMI); and housing and 
facilities for homeless youth. Facilities must provide the opportunity for, but not ensure that, 15 percent of 
serve people who live in or near the city, or have ties to the community, in which the facility is located 
provided that this prioritization does not jeopardize U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
funding for the Continuum of Care Program. 


3. INVEST $250 MILLION IN THE HOUSING TRUST FUND (HTF)
The HTF is the state’s primary source of financial equity for developing affordable housing across
Washington State. It is a critical source of leverage for housing programs in King County. When the HTF is
increased, the region gains additional permanent supportive homeless housing and other affordable
homes.


Status:  Pending State Budget. 


4. MAINTAIN FUNDING FOR ABD/HEN PARTICIPANTS


The Housing & Essential Needs (HEN) and Aged, Blind, and Disabled (ABD) programs help provide housing
stability for people with disabilities and those experiencing homelessness. A much‐needed increase to HEN
occurred in 2020. For 2021‐22, the Commerce Department proposed cutting back HEN funding to 2017‐19
levels. This proposal would reduce funding in King County by an estimated $8 million and eliminate
services for approximately 640 residents. Washington State must maintain these critical supports at 2020
levels.


Status:  Pending State Budget 


5. ADOPT STATEWIDE EVICTION REFORMS


Pass statewide protections against discriminatory and arbitrary evictions, increase resources for rental
assistance and eviction prevention, and support housing stability in response to the COVID economic
recession.


 Currently, landlords in Washington State (outside of Seattle, Auburn, Burien, and Federal Way) are
able to terminate a renter’s tenancy for “no cause” as long as they follow the terms of the lease
and provide 20 days’ notice. This creates uncertainty for renters who, especially in a tight rental
market, are at risk of homelessness when they are unable to find a suitable, affordable home they
can afford within 20 days.  Improving statewide eviction protections would require that landlords
show cause (including failure to pay rent, committing an unlawful activity, or other causes
enumerated in 2019 HB 2453) to terminate tenancy before the end of a lease.
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Contact:  Al D’Alessandro    401 Fifth Avenue, Suite 500 
(206) 263–9077  Seattle, Washington 98104 
Al.Dalessandro@kingcounty.gov 


 Existing manufactured home (mobile home) relocation reimbursements and notice requirements
are outdated and do not adequately meet current market conditions. Make it easier for
manufactured home park tenants to maintain housing stability by increasing both the amount of
relocation assistance and tenant notice protections, particularly for park closures, to better reflect
market realities.


 Pass the Housing Justice Act to ban discrimination against renters impacted by the criminal justice
system (SB 6490/HB 2878 from 2020).


Bill Number:  HB 1236  Status:  Passed House, Scheduled for Executive Session in Senate 
Committee on Housing and Local Government March 18th. 


Except for tenancies of an indefinite period during the first year of occupancy, a landlord may terminate a 
tenancy without cause at the end of an initial lease term between three and 12 months upon a 60‐ days' 
written notice. If the landlord does not provide a 60‐days' notice, the tenancy becomes a month‐to‐month 
tenancy, which may only be terminated. 


• Failure to pay rent provided that the landlord must offer a reasonable repayment plan.
• substantial breach of a material program requirement of subsidized housing.
• committing or permitting waste or nuisance, or other substantial or repeated interference with the.
• use and enjoyment of the premises by the landlord or tenant neighbors.
• the landlord, in good faith, seeks possession so they or their immediate family may occupy the unit.
• the landlord elects to sell the premises if it is a single‐family residence.
• the landlord plans to demolish, substantially rehabilitate, or change the use of the premises.
• the owner elects to withdraw the premises from the rental market to pursue a conversion.
• the premises are condemned as uninhabitable.
• other good cause exists constituting a legitimate economic or business reason.


6. RESPOND TO COVID‐19


Respond to increased housing instability caused by the COVID‐19 pandemic through resources for rental
assistance and landlord support.


Both 1236 and 1277 would address this item. 


3












Housing Finance Program (HFP) 
2021 Housing Capital Funding Round 


JRC Timeline Estimate 


Date/Time Event 


May – July - Pre-application meetings (required)


Late-July - Request for Proposals (RFP) Published


Early-September  - Applications Due


Mid-September - Applications briefing – JRC (initial high-level overview only)


September – November - Review by HFP project managers


November - Applicant clarification interviews


Mid-November - Advisory Committee meeting


- JRC review & discussion


Early December - Final presentation to JRC
- JRC action on housing capital recommendations


Mid-December  - Final decisions by DCHS Director


- Award notifications


Staff Contact:  Tina Ilvonen, King County Housing Finance Program Manager 
E-mail: tilvonen@kingcounty.gov Phone: (206) 263-8491
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Community Development Program  
2021 Capital Funding RFP for 2022 Funding 


CDBG Timeline Estimate 


Date/Time Event 


Mid-March - Pre-Application notification is made on King County’s website, flyers,


newspaper ad, and targeted outreach list.


April 2  - Pre-Application opens in ZoomGrants


April 2 - 26  - Technical Assistance available by request.
- Pre-Application workshops – attendance required for applicants new to the


CDBG program or capital projects.


April 26, 2021  - Pre-Applications Due (Required to be eligible to submit Application)


April 27 – April 30 - CD Evaluation Team reviews all pre-applications


May 3 – May 31 - Application process begins.  Applications available online through


ZoomGrants closing at 3 p.m. on Monday, May 31st.


June 2 – June 30 - Applications reviewed – all applications rated in ZoomGrants


July 1- July 10 - CD holds Public Forum for applicants to present their applications. (5
minutes for presentation; 5 minutes Q&A with Sub-region reps).


- Sub-Regions Advisory Group(s) meet to finalize award recommendations


August 2020  - CD drafts preliminary recommendations for presentation to the JRC.


September Date TBD  - CD briefs the JRC Consortium Members about CDBG Capital
Recommendations


September 23, 2021 - CD presents capital award recommendations to the JRC.
- JRC adopts/modifies recommendations


October 2021 - CD drafts award and non-award letters to applicants for Department
Director signature.


- Creates draft Action Plan
- Plan available in December for review.


- Publish for 30-day public comment in December.


January 1, 2022 - New program year begins


Staff Contact:  Laurie Wells, King County Community Development Program Manager 
E-mail: lauwells@kingcounty.gov Phone: (206) 263-8341
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