
 

   

 

DRAFT EAST 205 COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP COMMITTEE MEETING 

MINUTES 

Meeting Details:   
Date: August 12, 2026 Time: 5:30 pm to 7:30 pm 
Location: Rosewood Initiative Online: Zoom 

 

Attendees (In-Person/Online):  
Name Role Name Role 
Andy Miller  CLC Raul Preciado 

Mendez 
Portland Housing 
Bureau (PHB)  

Daniel Carrillo  CLC Paula Byrd Community Liaison 
David Linn  CLC Anielis Raas Prosper Portland 
Wes Ayers  CLC Angela 

Nguyen-Ta 
Prosper Portland 

Karen Wolfgang  CLC  Amy Nagy Prosper Portland 
Olena Borova  CLC  Alonzo 

Chadwick 
Facilitator  

Parker Fitzpatrick  CLC   

ShaToyia Bentley  CLC Co-Chair   

Tami Booth  CLC Co-Chair   

    

 

 

  



 

   

 

Meeting Minutes:   

Meeting commenced at 5:41 pm  

1. Welcome & Roll Call 

Alonzo Chadwick (Facilitator) started the meeting. The CLC responded 

to the icebreaker question for attendance purposes.  

2. Meeting Objectives & Agreements 

Alonzo reviewed the evening’s meeting objectives and goals for the CLC. 

Before getting to public comment, Alonzo reviewed the group’s meeting 

agreements.  

3. Public Comment  

Tami Booth (CLC Co-Chair) opened the meeting up for public comment. 

Public commenters are listed below.  

Lisha Shrestha: Executive Director at DMA. Sharing two items:  

1. Transit Matters conference will cover transit, safety, and 

placemaking opportunities. (See Attachment A)  

2. DMA is activating a business plaza on August 22nd from 1 pm to 3 

pm at Dairy Queen on 136th and Division.   

Sonia Odighizwa: Home construction architectural renderings/ plans 

accuracy for home sales – Observes that certain homes in the area have 

listings that do not match the floor plans of what the home has. (See 

Attachment B) 

Mario Odighizwa: Shared thoughts on bridge funding for property 

management companies to support first resident move ins. Requested 

history of mobile home parks in the area and clarification on 

underwriting terms and conditions. Additional public comments 

available on Attachment B)  

Richard Lauderback: No comment 



 

   

 

Jan McMannus: With WeShine Organization, sharing about 

organization’s on micro-villages. Advocating for use of TIF funds to 

focus on capital investments for micro-villages, such as shared 

amenities, restrooms, etc in the area and support development of 

affordable housing for those who are 80% AMI and lower. (See 

Attachment C)  

Sarah Radcliffe: With Habitat for Humanity. Sarah shared how TIF funds 

can support work for land trust model that Habitat for Humanity does 

for the community, sharing an example of an affordable housing project 

in North Portland (True North). (See Attachment D) 

4. CLC Roadmap & Work Plan 

Raul Preciado Mendez (PHB) oriented the CLC on its current progress in 

the Action Plan and upcoming discussions.  

5. Approve July Meeting Minutes 

Tami started on the approval of the July Meeting Minutes at 6:04 pm. 

Tami offered the opportunity for the CLC to delay the approval of the 

minutes due to an email delivery error.  

The CLC opted to approve with the CLC members that were present at 

the July meeting. David Linn (CLC) motioned to approve the July 

Meeting Minutes, Daniel Carrillo (CLC) seconded.  

The July Meeting Minutes are unanimously approved at 6:09pm.  

6. CLC Vacancies & Meeting Recording: 

Tami opened the floor to the vacancies and Anielis Raas (Prosper 

Portland) began covering the information for CLC vacancies and 

meeting recording.  

a. CLC Vacancies 

Anielis reviewed the guidance from the East 205 Governance 

Charter as process for filling CLC membership and guidance from 



 

   

 

the application that highlights knowledge and experience from 

various areas. From there, Anielis outlined the nomination 

process and selection process for the CLC to determine to fill the 

current CLC vacancy. Anielis highlighted the previous seat was 

filled by someone who had small business experience.  

Anielis reviewed the selection process that the CLC would select 

from:  

• Review existing applicant pool for a match (Using scores 

previous by original selection panel or new selection panel 

re-scores the existing applicant pool)  

• Conduct targeted recruitment for identified expertise 

• Full recruitment process. Anielis noting a longer timeline 

with this option.  

 

Questions and discussions by the CLC:  

Tami: Is there a way for the CLC to choose one path today 

and shift down the road? Anielis believes that it is.  

 

Daniel: Choose one process now and use option two to 

increase the pool.  

 

David: Interested in taking option 1 but noting that the need 

to cover the TIF district’s geographic representation.  

 

Staff clarified that we had members from all the 

neighborhoods David mentioned 

 

Wes Ayers (CLC): Discussed the path of the targeted 

recruitment, assuming the inaugural committee was 

selected that way. Anielis clarified that it was full 

recruitment and selection was made based on applications.  

 



 

   

 

Wes: Would like to go with option 1 and use option 2 to fill 

out the pool for future vacancies. 

 

ShaToyia: Would like to pick from the applicant pool and 

agrees with Daniel.  

 

Tami proposed that the CLC moves to go with option 1. 

Anielis asked if the CLC would like to use the previous 

scored applicants or have the new selection panel re-score?  

 

David asked how the process would be for option 1 in 

selecting. Anielis outlined potential paths but it is up to the 

CLC to decide.  

 

Andy shared that it is important to get the representation 

during the action planning process. And would like to move 

using the current applicant pool scores.  

 

Parker Fitzpatrick (CLC): (Shared in the chat) “For the 

Chairs: 

Given that this is the first the Committee is considering the 

issue of Vacancies, wouldn't it allow for more thoughtful 

consideration and deliberation if VOTING occurred in a later 

meeting? Can you clarify the Committee's responsibility, 

citing the Governance Charter, City Code, binding city policy 

and Oregon Public Meetings law?” and “By combining 

presentation, discussion and vote we are denying the 

Community an opportunity to weight in.”  

 

Tami responded material and item was posted ahead of the 

meeting online and the work done within the CLC is done so 

with trust and recognizing not every decision is unanimous.  

 



 

   

 

Karen (Shared in the chat): “I am fine with the targeted 

recruitment approach with staff + chairs leading”  

 

Tami would like to take a temp check on decision making to 

see if the CLC is ready to make a decision on the paths.  

 

    CLC members in agreement to make a decision:  

Name Vote 

Andy Miller  Yes 

Daniel Carrillo  Yes 

David Linn  Yes 

Wes Ayers  Yes 

Karen Wolfgang  Yes  
Olena Borova  Yes  
Parker Fitzpatrick  Abstain 

ShaToyia Bentley  Yes 

Tami Booth  Yes 

Eric Knox Absent 

Emily Hutsell Absent 
Kristin Romaine Absent 

Noting that the CLC generally seemed to agree with option 1 and 

Tami proposed to have the CLC share on those who would like 

option 2.  

Daniel shared that going with option 2 would allow for 

backup in future vacancies to fill out the pool. Wes feels that 

casting the net should be up to staff and using option 2 to fill 

out the pool. Wes would like to go with option 1.  

 



 

   

 

Tami feels that there is a significant pool already. Hearing that 

the CLC would like the Co-Chairs and would be okay using the 

current scores and focus on small business.  

 

Daniel motioned to have Prosper/PHB to use existing applicant 

pool to search for business owner and for future vacancies, 

conduct a targeted recruitment. Andy seconded and added an 

amendment that if there was a need for a targeted recruitment, 

PP/PHB would not need to go back to the CLC for approval.  

Name Vote 

Andy Miller  Yes 

Daniel Carrillo  Yes 

David Linn  Yes 

Wes Ayers  Yes 

Karen Wolfgang  Yes  
Olena Borova  Yes  
Parker Fitzpatrick  Abstain 

ShaToyia Bentley  Yes 

Tami Booth  Yes 

Eric Knox Absent 

Emily Hutsell Absent 
Kristin Romaine Absent 

Motion Approved.  

b. Meeting Recording:  

Anielis opened the floor for the recording and would need 

clarification for audio/video or audio only. ShaToyia Bentley (CLC 

Co-Chair) noted that the CLC wanted A/V but wanted to learn 

from other CLCs how they have chosen.  

Questions and discussions by the CLC:  

David asked if the process would be to vote on status quo or new 

option. ShaToyia and Tami provided clarification.  



 

   

 

Parker added (Shared in the chat): “MEETING RECORDING 

For the Chairs and to the Committee: 

I believe the Committee said "no" to creating a video recording 

and said 'yes" to a VERBAL (not "audio") recording. I recall both 

Emily and Tami expressing concerns about the need for a written 

transcript to give meaningful access to people using "screen 

readers" or relying on translation software. 
 

The best solution is an automated transcription like the one our 

facilitator, Alonzo, demonstrated with the June Meeting. There are 

many no added cost options, and it would have the added benefit 

of reduce the burden on Staff of generating the required meeting 

minutes. Having an "audio" record is only valuable for 

verification.” 

David motions to maintain the current process, Daniel seconds. 

Name Vote 

Andy Miller  Yes 

Daniel Carrillo  Yes 

David Linn  Yes 

Wes Ayers  Yes 

Karen Wolfgang  Yes  
Olena Borova  Yes  
Parker Fitzpatrick  Abstain 

ShaToyia Bentley  Yes 

Tami Booth  Yes 

Eric Knox Absent 

Emily Hutsell Absent 
Kristin Romaine Absent 

Motion Passes.  



 

   

 

Parker asked if (in the chat) “Will you please clarify whether the 

"audio" recording will be transcribed or not?”. Zoom does create a 

transcription.    

7. Bylaws Update: Co-chairs will provide an update regarding bylaws* 

Tami provided the Bylaws update to the CLC. The Co-Chairs are still 

currently waiting on the meeting with the City Attorney.  

8. Housing Investment Priorities & SOAR Review 

a. SOAR Review:  

Amy Nagy reviewed the SOAR with the CLC, orienting the CLC to 

the feedback created in the last few meetings. Amy noted that 

with the SOAR, the information will be used to identify the themes 

that could be translated into priorities for the Action Plan.  

Questions and discussions by the CLC:  

ShaToyia would like to add event spaces to the opportunities 

section.  

Parker asked in the chat “For the Chairs: Will you please tell the 

committee WHO created the themes, WHEN they create the 

themes, HOW they defined the themes, and chose WHICH themes 

would be presented in this meeting?” Tami shared that the 

feedback was created by the CLC during the June and July 

meetings.  

Parker added “I'm making a distinction between the activity itself 

(the input of the Committee), as oppsed [opposed]to "themes". 

For the record.”  

Alonzo clarified that the CLC was shared that the organization was 

conducted at the meeting and the shared prior to this meeting. 

ShaToyia added that the CLC created these themes as TIF eligible 

work.  



 

   

 

David asked if the correction could be made for “district” identity 

to be “neighborhood” identity in the Opportunities section.  

Amy then led the group into how to take the SOAR items into the 

identifying programs to establish priorities and budget allocations 

for the Action Plan.  

Daniel asked when the staff were going through the sticky notes, 

did staff weed out anything that were not TIF eligible? Anielis 

shared that staff transcribed every single sticky note and CLC has 

access to the Excel sheet with all the sticky notes.  

b. Housing Investment Priorities:  

Raul then led the group through the Housing Investment 

Priorities.  

Raul began  grounding the CLC with priorities that came up during 

the exploration process and the TIF District Plan that outlines the 

broad categories of work for affordable housing. In addition to the 

broad categories of work, there are new programs that are 

available and additional guidance shared in the district plan for 

future action plans.  

Karen noted in the chat that homesharing is not the list. Raul 

identified that and shared that he would share additional 

information.  

In thinking about taking the TIF Plan to Action Plan, Raul 

reviewed how investments would look like for an Action Plan. 

When the CLC has identified priorities and connecting to 

programming, the CLC would then allocate the funds into the 

granular level for specific programs to translate into results 

oriented supports for the community in the Action Plan.  

Raul then walked the CLC through the three broad categories of 

the affordable housing work and how the staff would use 

feedback from the CLC to identify programs: Home Repair & 



 

   

 

Home Buying, Construction, Preservation, Rehabilitation, and 

Buying & Selling Land. Raul wanted to introduce the framework 

and what kinds of programs are available that can direct the 

Action Plan and open the floor for additional discussions or 

questions:  

Questions and discussions by the CLC:  

Karen shared in the chat “Which programs have the lowest 

cost to administer and highest ROI [return on investment] 

in terms of actual impact in the district?”  

Raul shared that it depends and how the CLC would define 

“return on investment”. As for administrative costs, there is 

a cost capped but Raul would double check. 

Karen added “I am mostly concerned about 

creating/investing in “programs” that don’t then serve the 

folks who need the help” Raul agrees and would reiterate 

the need for how the CLC would define it.  

ShaToyia shared that home-repair would be a top priority 

for apartment complexes and noting the need for additional 

support to prevent rental cost hikes. Raul affirmed.  

Andy asked if the split between Economic Development and 

Affordable Housing have to occur with each Action Plan? 

Andy feels that it is important to start with more funds to be 

in affordable housing.  

Raul shared that the split is over the life of the district and 

depends on how the committee chooses. Andy added to 

ShaToyia’s point and that typically home repair goes toward 

single-family homes rather than apartments. Raul shared 

that PHB does not currently have a multi-unit repair 

program and if the CLC would like to do that, it could be a 

TIF eligible program.  



 

   

 

ShaToyia asked if the CLC would like to create a multi-

family repair program, they could? Raul confirmed that it 

would be possible if its program is TIF eligible. 

Karen agrees with the use adding the chat “I like the 

multifamily repair/preservation use — if a program can be 

created “lite” and doesn’t need a huge heavy lift. And if 

SPACC is already wanting to do that, it looks like PHB 

should have one, and it could potentially serve areas outside 

of our TIFs if there were other sources of funds for other 

areas??” Raul responded that the program could be 

developed and used by other TIF districts.   

Parker shared in the chat “Question: Do we know, or when 

will we know, what the actual "budget" will be for the first 

five years? (I'm not clear if the "5-Year Action Plan Budget 

$20,000,000" in the slide is just an example, a projection, or 

something else?)”  

Raul shared that the slide is an example, and that there will 

be better forecasts coming soon.  

Amy added that the five-year projections are forecasts and 

the most accurate would be year one.  

Andy added in the chat “PHB IS putting out a “preservation” 

offering that would invest City $ (Not TIF) in existing 

affordable housing to make units more affordable, safer and 

repair units in disrepair. Raul responded that TIF is almost 

always leveraged with other funds to maximize the 

investments. Daniel asked if Andy could share the resource.  

Karen asked in the chat “Could CLCs have input into the 

preservation program?” Raul shared that there can be 

policy guidance written in the Action Plan, however there 

are some limitations.  



 

   

 

Daniel shared that land banking might be lower on his list 

and wants the CLC to focus on helping current residents.  

David asked if multifamily rehabilitation is only for 

apartments or could be it used towards expansion of 

homes? Raul said that the programs depend on the CLC’s 

guidance.  

ShaToyia added that the City has programming for ADUs 

and could be used to leverage more funds. Karen agrees 

with ShaToyia’s point.  

David asked if there could be conditions on landlords of 

apartments receiving repair to prevent evictions or rental 

rate hikes. Daniel agrees and would also like the CLC to keep 

in mind elders in the area as well.  

Karen added in the chat “Metro is pursuing a land banking 

strategy” and “would be wise to align with that if possible”. 

Raul shared that PHB is in conversation with Metro about 

that.  

Andy shared that there are themes and energy in wanting to 

help existing residents and TIF could have limitations on 

doing that and would like PHB to have some degree of 

preference and support for existing residents. Secondly, is 

for the CLC to encourage City Council to focus funds on 

current resident retention. Lastly, PHB could use the 

existing affordable housing list and focus on rehabilitation 

of those homes.  

Parker added that he would like the number and locations. 

Raul added that data is available in the State of Housing 

report.  



 

   

 

Karen added in the chat “I would like to see a list of 

multifamily properties in the district and what their 

ownership and state of repair is”.  

ShaToyia requests data on how many single family 

dwellings are in the area to receive the snapshot and tenure 

of housing. PHB to provide data on requested information. 

9. Community Updates & Next Steps:  

Paula: TIF Coffee Chats have resumed at Rosewood Initiative.  

Meeting concluded at 7:32pm  

 

Freida Christopher (EPAP): Picnic in the Park (See Attachment E)  

  



 

   

 

Attachments 

Attachment A: Lisha Shrestha, DMA  

• Transit Matters: Placemaking, Safety & Economic Vitality in Portland 

Event, Saturday, September 12,  8:30 AM - 1 PM. Information here: 

https://www.eventbrite.com/e/transit-matters-placemaking-safety-

economic-vitality-in-portland-tickets-1995802989467  

• Business Plaza Activation August 22 from 1 to 3 pm on 136th and 

Division  

  

https://www.eventbrite.com/e/transit-matters-placemaking-safety-economic-vitality-in-portland-tickets-1995802989467
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/transit-matters-placemaking-safety-economic-vitality-in-portland-tickets-1995802989467


 

   

 

Attachment B: Sonia & Mario Odighizuwa  



 

   

 



 

   

 

 

 



 

   

 

 



 

   

 

 

  



 

   

 

Attachment C: We Shine 

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 

 

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 

  



 

   

 

Attachment D: Habitat  

  



 

   

 

Attachment E: Picnic in the Park 

 

THE EPAP PARTY IN THE PARK 2026 AT GATEWAY DISCOVERY PARK! 
Dear EPAP community advocates, EPAP past awardees, community members whose work have been supported by EPAP 

advocacy/grants; you are all invited to the EPAP Party in the Park 2026. EPAP Party in the Park is a change for you to meet 

your neighbors, other community leaders, play games, or simply relax in gratitude that you are not alone in championing social 

issues. Come enjoy good food!!!! 

Send your email reservation to Josee.Kangabe@portlandoregon.gov, or EPAP@Portlandoregon.gov. you can also use the 

provided link, or scan the QR Code 

PHYSICAL LOCATION: Gateway Discovery Park 
10520 NE Halsey, Portland OR 97220 

 



 

   

 

  



 

   

 

Attachment F: SOAR Analysis Document (See Link) 

 

http://prosperportland.us/wp-content/uploads/2026/08/East-205-Soar-Analysis_August-2026.pdf
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