AGENDA

CITY COUNCIL MEETING

City of Junction City
680 Greenwood Street, Junction City, Oregon

Wednesday, November 12, 2025
6:30 p.m.

To join the City Council meeting via computer, tablet, or smartphone, please click on the Zoom link below:
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/83465527032
You can also dial in using your phone: 1-253-215-8782 or toll free 877-853-5257
Meeting ID: 834 6552 7032

(*Estimated Time*)

. Call to Order, Pledge of Allegiance, and Roll Call
(Mayor Wells)

. Changes to the Agenda
(Mayor Wells)

. Staff Introduction 5 minutes
(Chief Waddell)

. Approval of Minutes — October 14 and 28, 2025 5 minutes
(Mayor Wells)

. Public Comment on Items not Listed on the Agenda 10 minutes
(Mayor Wells)

Members of the public wishing to submit comments shall state their name and address for the record.
The Council will not respond to commendations for, or complaints against, individuals. The Council will
not engage in discussion with members of the public during this time, it is for public comment, only. The
Council may reflect on public comment at the end of the meeting. Please limit comments to 3 minutes.

A. New Comments from Public
B. Follow-up from Staff on Previous Comments

Moose Lodge Presentation to Police Department 10 minutes
(Duane Edmondson)

. Public Hearing — Sanitary Sewer Connection Moratorium Extension 15 minutes
(Attorney Connelly)

A. Public Hearing

B. Resolution No. 1 — A Resolution Extending a Moratorium on Development
Pursuant to ORS 197.505 to 197.540 Based on Limited Sanitary Sewer
Capacity.
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8. DLCD Grant Application 5 minutes
(Administrator Knope)

A. Resolution No. 2 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Junction City, Oregon, Authorizing Submittal of a Request to the
Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) for
A Technical Assistance Grant to Support the Junction City Future-
Ready Utilities Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Project.

9. Records Retention Resolution 5 minutes
(Recorder Vodrup)

A. Resolution No. 3 — A Resolution Addressing the City’s Record Retention
Schedule and Repealing Resolution No. 1141.

10.Planning Commission Appointments 5 minutes
(Planner Henry Hearley)

11.Yule Fest Street Closure Request 5 minutes
(Superintendent Tracer)

12.Light Parade Street Closure Request 5 minutes
(Superintendent Tracer)

13.Bailey Park Irrigation Replacement 5 minutes
(Superintendent Tracer)

14.Water Tower Irrigation 5 minutes
(Superintendent Tracer)

15.Liquor License Application — Cherries Snack Shack 5 minutes
(Chief Waddell)

16. Council Agenda Forecaster 5 minutes
(Administrator Knope)

17.Staff Reports 5 minutes

18.Previous Month’s Expenditures 5 minutes

19. Councilor Comments/Questions 10 minutes

20.Mayor’'s Comments 5 minutes

21.Adjournment

(Estimated End Time: 8:30 p.m.)

The meeting location is accessible to persons with disabilities. A request for an interpreter for the hearing impaired or
for other accommodations for persons with disabilities should be made at least 48 hours before the meeting to City
Recorder Kitty Vodrup at 541-998-2153 or at kvodrup@ci.junction-city.or.us .
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING DRAFT OCTOBER 14, 2025

The City Council for the City of Junction City, met in regular session at 6:30 p.m. on Tuesday,
October 14, 2025 in the Council Chambers, 680 Greenwood Street, Junction City, Oregon and in a
virtual meeting format via internet and phone.

PRESENT: Mayor, Kenneth Wells; Council President, Karen Leach; Councilors Sandie Thomas,
Sidney Washburne, Andrea Ceniga, Ken Jamieson; and Ken Hancock; City Administrator, Jason
Knope; City Attorney, Carrie Connelly; Police Chief, Mark Waddell; Public Works Director, Gary
Kaping; Finance Director, Christina Green; and City Recorder, Kitty Vodrup.

1.

2.

3.

Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance
Mayor Wells opened the meeting at 6:30 p.m., led the Pledge of Allegiance, and took roll call.

Changes to the Agenda. None.

Approval of Minutes — September 9 and 23, 2025

MorTioN: Councilor Leach made a motion to approve the September 9 and 23, 2025 minutes.
The motion was seconded by Councilor Washburne and passed by unanimous vote of the
Council: Thomas, Washburne, Ceniga, Leach, Jamieson, and Hancock.

Public Comment on Items not Listed on the Agenda
A. Follow-up from Staff on Previous Comments. None.
B. New Comments from Public.

Brad King, 93592 Prairie Road, Junction City, thanked the community for their support at the
October 5" Lions Chicken BBQ and noted that the next one would be held the 3 weekend in
May. There would be a Blood Drive Thursday, October 16" at Christ’'s Center Church.

Kamryn Stringfield, Eugene, shared that he was involved with Lane County Immigrant Defense
Network, as well as Eyes Off Eugene, which was pushing to get the Flock Al mass
surveillance system out of the Eugene area. He understood that Junction City was considering
Flock, and a Flock representative had shared with the Council that this would be a great
investigative tool to help solve crime and find missing people. He continued that what neither
Flock nor Axon would tell the City were the ways in which this system had been abused and
had led to real harm to regular people. The automated license plate readers were merely one
part of Flock’s capabilities, and it misidentified license plate numbers up to 10% of the time. In
Aurora, Colorado, a 2 being registered as a 7 on a license plate led to an innocent family being
held at gunpoint, face down on the hot asphalt, which resulted in an over one-million-dollar
lawsuit against the City of Aurora. There were plenty of other incidents where Flock cameras
had been abused by police departments, the federal government, as well as other actors. He
urged the Council to reconsider installing Flock cameras within Junction City. He noted that
there were plenty of other ways to keep up public safety and prevent crime that did not involve
surveilling everybody in Junction City without their consent. He added that Junction City looked
like a great town that he would love to shop in, but he did not know if he would come here and
spend his money if he knew he was going to be surveilled.

Fire Lock Boxes Discussion

Junction City Rural Fire Protection District Inspector Bob Trout, who had submitted a letter of
request for Council to consider an ordinance requiring the installation of fire department lock
boxes on certain types of buildings within the city, noted that he was present to answer any
Council questions.

In response to Council questions, Inspector Trout shared:

e There were a lot of facilities in town that currently had lock boxes, and the Fire Department’s
goal was to have them at all commercial buildings, multi-family residential buildings (e.g.,
apartments with more than four units), and at schools, nursing homes, and other high-
occupancy or vulnerable facilities, to provide safe and quick emergency responses.

e The keys to access the lock boxes would be securely locked in a Fire Department apparatus
that only Fire Department staff would have access to. Inside the lock boxes would be the
key to access the facility.

e They have had calls where they have had to break doors to enter, where someone had
fallen and had their cell phone but could not get up to unlock the door. It was noted that
replacing a commercial glass door that had to be broken was $3,000 to $5,000 to replace.

¢ |n the past, there may have been some Knox lock boxes in town, but the Fire Department
was recommending going with Supra boxes, which were less expensive and would cut
down on the costs for people.
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10.

11.

e The lock boxes were very secure, all Fire Departments in the other local communities used
them, and he had not heard any negative situations with burglaries or other.

The Council consensus was for staff to work with Attorney Connelly and bring back a draft
ordinance for Council review.

Tri-County Chamber Annual Report

Executive Director Rhonda Giles reported: Chamber had 212 members; started doing
podcasts and would be doing more live social media reports and shop locally campaigns for
local businesses; upcoming events — Downtown Trick or Treat, Distinguished Service Awards
Banquet, and Light Parade; and invited Council to attend Chamber lunch forums and other
activities.

City Attorney Contract Review

Administrator Knope stated that the City had issued a Request for Proposal for City Attorney
services and had received one response from Local Government Law Group (LGLG). Based
on direction from Council at the last meeting, he worked with LGLG to complete the contract,
and it was before Council for approval.

MorTioN: Councilor Hancock made a motion to approve the contract with the Local Government
Law Group and authorize the City Administrator to sign the necessary documents. The motion
was seconded by Councilor Washburne and passed by unanimous vote of the Council:
Thomas, Washburne, Ceniga, Leach, Jamieson, and Hancock.

Draft City Prosecutor Contract Review
Administrator Knope presented the draft City Prosecutor contract with Leahy and Cox for
Council review.

The Council consensus was that the draft contract looked good, and for staff to bring back for
Council consideration of approval.

Janitorial Services Contract

Recorder Vodrup presented the contract with Elite Maintenance for Janitorial Services. In
February 2025, the Council approved a janitorial services contract, after soliciting written
quotes. Unfortunately, that contract had to be cancelled, as the vendor was not fulfilling the
scope of services. Staff conducted a second oral intermediate procurement process to follow
up on last year’s written procurement. Elite Maintenance had been next in line, and they
indicated that they could provide services as previously quoted. Staff from the various
departments where janitorial services were provided were in favor of Council approving this
contract.

MorTioN: Councilor Leach made a motion to approve the Janitorial Services Contract with Elite
Maintenance as presented and to authorize the City Administrator to sign the necessary
documents. The motion was seconded by Councilor Jamieson and passed by unanimous vote
of the Council: Thomas, Washburne, Ceniga, Leach, Jamieson, and Hancock.

Run 4 Roth 5K Fun Run Street Closure Request

Director Kaping presented the Run 4 Roth Street Closure Request, in honor of longtime
Junction City Athletic Director Craig Rothenberger. The Council had previously approved a
request for a run in June, but that event had been postponed, due to the passing of Mr.
Rothenberger.

MorTioN: Councilor Thomas made a motion to approve the street closure request for the 2nd
Annual Run 4 Roth 5K Fun Run on October 19, 2025, as conditioned in Attachment B, with the
nonexclusive use of city streets for closures from 1:45 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. The motion was
seconded by Councilor Hancock and passed by unanimous vote of the Council: Thomas,
Washburne, Ceniga, Leach, Jamieson, and Hancock.

Community Meetings Report

Administrator Knope reported on the first set of Community Meetings that were held in
September. Eighteen community members attended and there were a lot of great questions
and discussion back and forth. Public Works and Police Department staff did an excellent job.
Meeting notes were included in the Council packet. Lane County was interested in
participating in future meetings. Next meetings would be held in January, and staff would work
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12.

13.

on notifications of these meetings to the community, through improved social media and other
means.

Councilor Leach shared that she had attended two meetings and they were great. Staff did a
wonderful job of answering questions.

Councilor Hancock stated that in the meeting notes, a citizen had asked how to get stop signs
installed, and staff had responded that there had to be three accidents in five years. Councilor
Hancock suggested that the City review this policy, as he would prefer prevention and
deferring to the Police Chief's discretion rather than waiting for accidents to happen.
Administrator Knope responded that years ago the Council had a traffic engineer do a study
and a stop sign policy was created based on that. He added that staff would be happy to bring
that policy to a future meeting, for Council review and discussion.

Councilor Hancock continued that also in the notes, a citizen had asked if Public Works could
do pipe work so it did not have to be contracted out, and staff had responded that Public
Works could do that but it would be slower. Councilor Hancock asked if a report could be
provided on what the Projects Crew was doing, so Council could understand what was being
done. Administrator Knope responded that staff could certainly do that and he recommended
providing a quarterly report, as some projects were seasonal.

Mayor Wells shared that he attended three of the Community Meetings, and staff did a great
job. He continued that citizens had positive comments on the new Community Center.
Councilor Leach added that the recent Community Center open house had been awesome.

Council Agenda Forecaster

Administrator Knope presented the forecaster. October 28, 2025 Meeting Items: PFM
Financial, pool fees, a new standing Administrator Report, and General Fund Projections. He
noted that typically the Council did not hold November and December Work Sessions, but he
recommended holding them this year, as there were many timely items to discuss, including
Enterprise Fund projections, providing accurate status quo numbers for water and sewer rate
projections, and talking about sewer opportunities with Metropolitan Wastewater Management
Commission (MWMC).

The Council consensus was to schedule Council work sessions on Tuesday, November 18,
2025 at 6:30 p.m. and Tuesday, December 16, 2025 at 6:30 p.m.

Staff Reports

Chief Waddell reported: Police Records Technician candidate in backgrounds; interviewed
entry level police officer candidates; CAD project with EIS should be active soon; county staff
was working on installing a new radio repeater on the water tower; Records Management
System should be live in November; IT staff was assisting with setting up MDTs and had
ordered 3 more to get to the goal of 11 and would develop a replacement policy; the Police
Foundation had raised $22,000 for a drone program, and 3 officers were going through testing
to become drone pilots/operators; Officer Fanning was taking a 40 hour Crisis Intervention
Training, which all the other officers had taken; department was increasing internal training
instructors and regular trainings: Administrative Assistant Isaac Cox was a Defensive Tactics
Instructor, Officer Levi Green was a Firearms Instructor, and Detective Tim Ware was a EVOC
(Emergency Vehicle Operator Course) Instructor; had received a $5,000 grant for SIMS
equipment; and recently conducted a Pedestrian Safety detail.

Director Kaping reported: Public Works was currently reading meters; he had been in contact
with City of Creswell to get their take on connecting to MWMC; the Public Works crew was
installing fiber line from 8" and Deal to 9" and EIm; and the maintenance crew was TVing 3™
and Maple basin.

Councilor Leach asked how Creswell felt about connecting to MWMC. Director Kaping
responded that their Public Works Director had said he felt pretty good about the process.
There would be some code changes needed to make this happen, and Creswell’s planner was
working with Lane County. Creswell had experienced some of the same issues as Junction
City on sewer. Director Kaping noted that the City would have gone down this road sooner but
had been told that the whole deal with Creswell was dead and then found out a few weeks ago
that it was actually moving forward.
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Mayor Wells stated that he was glad the City followed up on this, to see if there was a way to
solve the sewer problem at less expense for everybody.

Director Green reported: Just finished the 15t quarter and completed the City’s payroll reporting
to federal and state; City was on track to receive its first Gold Star for PERS reporting;
Accounting Technician Jordan Blair was doing the required yearly Accounts Payable reporting
to the state on unclaimed property; the auditors were still asking questions and were on track
to have the audit completed before the end of the year. She thanked staff for all of their help,
as she had asked Administrator Knope and Department Directors many questions, and staff
had been very quick to respond, which was appreciated.

Councilor Hancock expressed congratulations for working towards the Gold Star. Director
Green responded that Senior Accountant Ashley Barber had been doing that work.

Mayor Wells stated that he was glad to see the financial reports in their mailboxes, and it
looked like the City was close to the budget projections. Director Green responded that the
September report should be ready next week.

Attorney Connelly reported: She expressed thanks for the City continuing the relationship with
Local Government Law Group. She would add the Lock Box ordinance to her list of things to
do. She noted that she had been asked to review the Employee Recognition policy, regarding
recent legislation on food and drinks, and asked if she should review for the Council as well.
Administrator Knope responded yes, to include the Council.

Mayor Wells noted that at a recent LCOG Board meeting, they had a buffet which was open to
the public, so they were able to stay within the rules of OGEC (Oregon Government Ethics
Commission). Attorney Connelly responded that certainly would avoid the “but for” problem
and would be an option for the City to consider. She continued that it would be nice to be able
to provide food in a private setting as well and to have a policy that supported that. She would
be outlining all of that for staff.

Recorder Vodrup reported: She, Administrative Aide Tere Andrews, and HR/Administrative
Services Manager Ashley Tapia attended the annual OAMR (Oregon Association of Municipal
Recorders) Conference in Eugene last month. Highlights: Senate Bill 580 requires that the City
post candidate filings on the City’s website; House Bill 4024 requires incumbent candidates
running for Council to file their final election paperwork 7 days before non-incumbent
candidates; Senate Bill 983 permits public officials to participate, debate, and vote on adoption
of a local budget that includes compensation for the public official or relative of the public
official, after announcing an actual conflict of interest; she and Aide Andrews served on the
OAMR Records Committee, and Aide Andrews sat on a records session panel, where she
shared forms and processes that the City was using in archiving records. This information was
well received by other cities; and Recorder Vodrup would be bringing information to the
October 28" meeting for Council direction, as the state adopted an updated City Records
Retention Schedule.

Administrator Knope reported: Finance staff started an internal process to better track and
manage grants; regarding Creswell connecting to MWMC, Creswell had been looking at a $74
to $77 million project, and the rough draft numbers to connect to MWMC were $40 million, with
a million-dollar charge annually thereafter for treating the wastewater. Depending on how
conversations went with MWMC, staff may be coming back to Council to request getting on
board with Creswell and the county to be part of the code amendment process and to lend
support to Creswell, if this was a path the Council wanted to pursue. Creswell was looking at a
$34 million capital construction cost, but this cost would likely be less for Junction City,
because of being closer; Director Green had completed a General Fund projection report, and
the General Fund looked a lot better than had been anticipated. Would be doing Enterprise
Fund projections next, and there would be some course corrections based on infrastructure
and other work that needed to be done; IT staff had been doing a lot of work for the Police
Department and would be integrating the new police software with the court software; looking
at switching from Verizon to T-Mobile at the end of the year, which would save $700 to $800
per month and provide better service; and he was happy with the work Recorder Vodrup and
her staff had been doing on records and retention work, which would set the backbone for the
City going to a more digital records format.

Councilor Thomas noted that Judge Williams had communicated that he would be happy to
provide a court report to council.
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14.

15.

16.

17.

Previous Month’s Expenditures. None.

Councilor Comments/Questions
Councilor Thomas thanked everybody for all their hard work and for all that they had done.
She added that they were moving forward.

Councilor Washburne stated that the City had come a long way and still had a long way to go,
but if they worked on it, they would accomplish it.

Councilor Ceniga shared that everybody had been doing great work. She noted that Director
Green was fairly new and had done a great job, and she expressed congratulations to the
Finance staff on working towards the Gold Star. She noted that they had a lot of work ahead to
do. She liked hearing Director Green share that department heads had been quick to respond
to audit questions. She added that it was all about working together as a team to get things
done, and she thanked everybody for doing that.

Councilor Leach voiced her agreement with Councilor Ceniga’s comments and expressed
appreciation to everyone. She noted that Director Green had done a great job, and she
appreciated Chief Waddell and the Police Department participating in the recent Faith and
Blue weekend at a local church. She expressed appreciation to Director Kaping for always
answering questions, to Administrator Knope for all the work that would not have been done
without him, and to Recorder Vodrup for her work.

Councilor Jamieson thanked everybody for doing a great job. He had been on the Council a
short time, but it seemed like every department was positive about what they were doing and
what they were aiming for. He appreciated everybody’s hard work.

Councilor Hancock stated that there was a lot of important information flowing around the room
tonight, and he appreciated the briefings from staff. He referred to the lawsuit in Colorado and
other problems that were voiced during public comment and asked Chief Waddell if he could
research how often those types of things had happened. Chief Waddell responded that he
would.

Councilor Hancock noted that he was excited about the opportunity to look at other sewer
treatment alternatives, especially when there could be a $35 to $40 million savings. He
encouraged staff to not hesitate in letting the Council know if they needed to meet to provide
further direction. He congratulated staff for exploring other options for sewer. He added that he
was thrilled to hear about the financial projections and looked forward to seeing those.

Mayor’s Comments

Mayor Wells stated that they had a citizen speak tonight about the Flock cameras and noted
that the Council had not taken action. He asked if they would have a presentation from Axon.
Chief Waddell responded yes and that was scheduled for the next Council meeting.

Mayor Wells continued that the Council and staff were doing great things and working well
together, which took everybody’s ideas, new and old. He noted that everyone was willing to
listen, which he was thankful for. The Council would not always agree, but once they walked
out of the meeting, they were still friends and respected everybody. He wished that other
levels of government had the same level of respect, even partially. He added that the Council
accomplished things and did not leave things for the next guy.

Adjournment
As there was no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:58 p.m.

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Kitty Vodrup, City Recorder Kenneth Wells, Mayor

Page 5 of 5
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The City Council for the City of Junction City, met in a work session at 6:30 p.m. on Tuesday,
October 28, 2025 in the Council Chambers, 680 Greenwood Street, Junction City, Oregon and in a
virtual meeting format via internet and phone.

PRESENT: Mayor, Kenneth Wells; Council President, Karen Leach; Councilors Sandie Thomas,
Sidney Washburne, Andrea Ceniga, Ken Jamieson, and Ken Hancock; City Administrator, Jason
Knope; City Attorney, Carrie Connelly, Public Works Director, Gary Kaping; Public Works
Superintendent, Jeremy Tracer; and City Recorder, Kitty Vodrup.

1.

Call to Order, Pledge of Allegiance, and Roll Call
Mayor Wells called the work session to order at 6:30 p.m., led the pledge of allegiance, and
took roll call.

Axon ALPR Presentation

Patrick Newton and John Hunt presented information on the Axon (ALPR) Automatic license
plate recognition cameras. Axon supported over 90% of police departments across the country
with technology such as body worn cameras and License Plate Readers in patrol vehicles.
They were in the final testing phases of offering ALPR that would be in fixed locations on top of
light poles or on separate poles. The cameras would capture both front and rear license plates,
axon video would be integrated into Junction City Police Department’s (JCPD) existing
evidence.com, and the City would own the cameras. Current proposal included 8 cameras at a
five-year term. JCPD would be notified in seconds, whether there was a stolen vehicle, Amber
Alert, or anything that was tied to the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) database.

In response to questions, Patrick and John provided responses:

e Life span of cameras were up to 10 years. At the end of the contract, JCPD would receive a
full hardware refresh to replace all equipment, get new cameras, and have new storage
capacity, similar to the contract JCPD had with Axon for body worn cameras. JCPD would
just pay the licensing fee and cellular LT.

e This fixed system technology would work in tandem with the LPR that JCPD had currently in
their vehicles through Axon.

¢ The system did not integrate with DMV.

e JCPD had full control over the information captured by the cameras, and other agencies
would only have access if JCPD chose to share. There would be deep user permissions and
stringent controls based on JCPD’s policies and procedures.

e If a vehicle was stolen, a report would be filed, and the data would be entered into the NCIC
database. Alerts would then go out to agencies because of the NCIC alert and not because
something was entered into the Axon system.

e This system was not integrated to the red light trafficking systems or software.

e This was an advanced hot list tool, and officers would still need to validate and investigate
information.

e Standard data retention was 30 days, but JCPD could choose a longer timeframe if desired.

Chief Waddell noted that Lexipol had a policy for this, and before JCPD would initiate anything
like this, they would have a policy in place that would first be reviewed by Council.

PFM Financial Consultant — Duncan Brown
Administrator Knope stated that Duncan was present to provide educational information on
what financing options could be for water projects. Duncan’s presentation included:

e What are Bonds: A bond was a loan; investors (bondholders) were the lenders.

e Upcoming Water Projects: The total estimated cost of selected water projects was $14.2
million. Less other funding sources in the amount of $6.9 m from grants and low interest
loans from the Safe Drinking Water Revolving Loan Fund program (Oregon Health Authority
(OHA), would leave an estimated financing need of $7.3 million.

e Decision Points: Security, interim versus long-term financing, term and structure of long-
term financing, and method of bond sale.

e Observations: Given that some projects may take a few years, bank financing with a draw-
down feature where you only take the money when you need it and only accrue interest on
funds as they were drawn might provide helpful flexibility. It might be most straightforward
and cost-effective for the City to pursue financing on a full faith and credit basis, which
would also limit complexity of negotiations with OHA regarding covenants for the SRF loan.
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Councilor Leach asked if they could refinance after a bank loan of 10 to 15 years. Duncan
responded yes. Many banks offered loans with a ballon payment at year 10 or 15. The
challenge would be an added element of risk to the City because of the market conditions in
the future to refinance the loan.

Councilor Hancock asked if the Other Funding Sources listed were grants and if those were
guaranteed. Administrator Knope responded yes.

Councilor Ceniga asked how long a bond could go out for and if it had to go to the taxpayers.
Duncan responded that the bond could go up to 30 years. Administrator Knope responded that
this type of water revenue bond would not go to taxpayers for a vote and would be paid by the
ratepayers as part of the water bill.

Councilor Ceniga noted that in addition to this, they would also have the wastewater financing
and wondered if they should do one option for water and a different one for sewer.
Administrator Knope responded that they split these out so they could be dealt with separately
and could definitely do different options.

Administrator Knope noted that next month, the Council would begin looking at the Enterprise
Funds Projections and would have updated information in January or February for Council to
review. Staff would bring back information on if some or part of projections could be done in
house by the Projects Crew to save money.

4. Pool Fees Discussion
Superintendent Tracer stated that Council reviewed pool fees in May and made a slight
increase to pool fees at that time, with direction for staff to bring back other pool comparison
fees for Council to review. He presented a spreadsheet showing the fees that nearby and
comparison pools charged.

Councilor Hancock noted that it would be helpful to know what the increase in fees would go
towards, if the City decided to raise fees. Superintendent Tracer responded it would go
towards wages and operational costs, which were increasing. Administrator Knope added that
staff could research the pool receipts and find out how many passes were sold, etc., which

[{pRl)

would give a sense of how much would be generated if they raised rates by “x” amount.

Councilor Hancock added that the other thing that would be helpful to know would be how
many other cities were using General Fund dollars for their pools to survive and if so, how
much of the pool budget was supplemented by the General Fund. He noted that Junction City
used a significant amount.

The Council consensus was for staff to bring back these data points in a spreadsheet to
Council for further review and direction on next steps.

Council members thanked Superintendent Tracer for the good work.

5. Records Retention Schedule

Recorder Vodrup reviewed that the City was required by Oregon Revised Statute to retain City
records for a minimum length of time, and the retention requirements could be found in Oregon
Administrative Rules Chapter 166, Division 200, City General Records Retention Schedule. On
April 12, 2016, the Council adopted Resolution No. 1141, which set a longer retention period
for some city records through a Special Citywide Records Retention Schedule. The state
recently adopted a new City General Records Retention Schedule, which added better
definitions, renumbered sections, and moved some records into different categories. Staff
reviewed and recommended that the City use the new City General Records Retention
Schedule, without adopting a special longer retention schedule. A spreadsheet was included in
the packet which showed the differences between the two schedules and why a longer
retention was set on some records in 2016 and why staff now recommended to go by the new
state schedule with no special retention.

Attorney Connelly provided her endorsement to stick to the state retention schedule, as
opposed to setting a special retention schedule.

The Council consensus was to use the state City General Records Retention schedule, with
no special longer retention. Recorder Vodrup noted that she would bring back a resolution at
the next meeting. Council members thanked Recorder Vodrup for her work on this.
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6. Administrator Projects Update

Part 1 — LOC Training
Administrator Knope stated that Council had expressed interest in doing LOC (League of
Oregon Cities) training and this was before Council to get input on training topics.

Council members expressed interest in: Lobbying 101, High Functioning City Councils, Social
Media, Budgeting, and Strategic Planning.

The Council consensus was for Administrator Knope to reach out to LOC, get a quote, and
bring that information back to Council for further direction. Administrator Knope added that he
would also ask LOC if they had other recommended training for Council.

Part 2 — RV Park at Lyle Day Park

Administrator Knope shared that Council had discussed putting an RV park at Lyle Day Park.
The City of Lebanon Park Rules, which included RV parking, were included in the Council
packet, as Councilor Hancock had shared that the City of Lebanon offered this service. If the
City were to go down this road, legal counsel would need to review, to make sure the City was
not inadvertently causing problems somewhere else. Repairs would be needed to make the
site RV ready, including replacing sewer clean outs, putting in garbage receptacles and gates,
maybe making spaces larger, etc. They would also need to determine what the fees would be.

Councilor Hancock noted that they could also talk about how the money generated would be
directed. An example would be to dedicate revenue to a future dog park. It was noted that
revenue generated from this parking lot needed to go towards parks.

The Council consensus was in favor of Administrator Knope having legal counsel start to work
on the code piece. Administrator Knope would also have Public Works staff work on preparing
the list of repairs needed and costs to get the site functional and bring that back to next
month’s Council Work Session.

Part 3 — Long Term Forecaster General Fund Departments

Administrator Knope stated that he worked with Director Green to create a 7-year forecast for
the General Fund Departments, as the Council wanted to look at this before budget season
began. He reviewed:

¢ Building Department: Would require additional work in the future, due to the decrease in
revenue with the building moratorium. This was expected.

e Court Department: Remained steady.

e Police Department: The changes of closing dispatch, adding a full-time Police Services
Technician, and funding a detective position were sustainable going forward. After the
upcoming retirement of the current Deputy Chief in 2026, Administrator Knope and Chief
Waddell were in agreement to vacate that position. With that funding, Chief Waddell
recommended keeping a Lieutenant position, and Administrator Knope recommended using
those funds for needed equipment going forward.

e Community Services: Looked solid going forward. Administrator Knope noted that one of his
long-term goals before he retired was to have a Community Services Director/Manager, who
could build the programs, revenue, etc.

Administrator Knope continued that the projections included COLAs (Cost of Living Increases),
PERS costs, and all other estimates, so staff felt the General Fund was on pretty solid footing
going forward. He would present an operational review in the future, which would include
recommendations and discussion points.

Councilor Leach expressed appreciation for the positive information. She noted that
Community Services Coordinator Shelli Jenkins had shared there had been a lot more rentals
at the Community Center. Administrator Knope responded yes, and it was enough to where
they would be moving the camp program out of the Community Center and over to the City’s
facility at Dutch’s Field where Ophelia’s Place had been located.

Councilor Hancock thanked staff for the great information. He had compared these projections
to the forecast that had been in the adopted budget, and everything looked great and the
projections were much higher than what had been in the adopted budget. Administrator Knope
responded that when the budget was put together, the City was fully funding dispatch, so that
had been removed in the projections and they had added in the two Police Department
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positions, dropped the Deputy Chief position in 2026, and made other updated adjustments to
PERS increases and insurance that were less than had been projected in the budget.

Councilor Hancock stated that it looked like things were good, but they would need to work on
Building and Court. Administrator Knope responded that he did not think court would be a
problem, as they did not go negative. The projections showed red numbers for the Court only
in that they were below the minimum required fund balance by policy.

Councilor Ceniga asked if adding another Sergeant to spread out the Deputy Chief’s duties
amongst three Sergeants would be a good idea. Administrator Knope responded that the cost
difference between a Lieutenant and Sergeant was not a significant dollar amount. By adding
a Sergeant, you would have unfunded equipment that did not have identified funding today,
such as police cars, body cams, etc.

Councilor Ceniga asked if there were grants for maintenance or equipment. Chief Waddell
responded yes, and Police Administrative Assistant Isaac Cox was writing grants for the
department. Administrator Knope added that they would look at the grant piece and make sure
to add that to the Operations Plan.

Councilor Hancock shared that since they had the projections, it sounded like they should
have a work session agenda item to discuss Police Department staffing. Administrator Knope
responded yes.

Administrator Knope noted they would review the Enterprise Funds Projections at the
November and December Council Work Sessions.

Mayor Wells thanked Administrator Knope for bringing this information to Council.

7. Stop Sign Discussion
Director Kaping reviewed that Council had asked staff to bring back the Stop Sign policy for
review and discussion. In 2016, Sandow Engineering did a stop sign plan, and Council
approved that Stop Sign policy. He asked Sandow Engineering to update the stop sign map to
include the new subdivisions and that was included in the Council packet.

Administrator Knope shared that the Police Department had rules and procedures for looking
at this kind of issue and maybe a request for a Stop Sign would start with the Police Chief to
make a recommendation. Then it would go to the Public Works Director, to see if there was
funding in the budget for installation of a sign or if that needed to wait until the next fiscal year.
Director Kaping added that if Chief recommended installation of a sign and there was money in
the budget, he would request that Public Works have 90 days to install the sign, so they could
work around other projects. There could be a tracking form to fill out between the departments.

Councilor Hancock responded that it sounded like staff already had a solution worked out,
which was great. He noted that the regulation that governed stop signs had several criteria:
public safety being number one, the environment, community input, and then consideration of
traffic accidents, so he was glad they would be updating the policy.

Per Council consensus, Administrator Knope stated that staff would bring back an updated
policy for Council consideration, along with the forms.

8. Public Works Projects Update

Director Kaping provided the following updates:

e #5 Industrial Sources Identified and Reported to DEQ. Completed ahead of schedule.

e #6 Updated Facilities Plan. Was supposed to be done last month and would push to have it
done this month, so the City could submit it before it was due.

e #7 Groundwater Investigation Report and Archaeological Review. Completed. Found some
things in north and south fields but was something they could work around.

e #11 Smoke Test Sewer System. Completed. The Inflow Improvement Plan was currently in
process with HBH Engineering and should be done shortly.

e #13 Collection System Flow Monitoring. Completed.

o #18 CCTV Sewer Collection System. Had done a good part of this work and would continue.

e #28 Industrial User Survey. Completed and turned into DEQ with Slug Loading ahead of
schedule.
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e The 5" and Maple Well Rehab had been completed and were getting 250 gallons per
minute out of that well.
e The Wastewater NPDES permit and MAO on page 11 were completed.

Councilor Hancock noted that the City had been getting 890 gallons per minute (GPM) from
the wells, before the rehabs and were now at 2,000 GMP. Director Kaping responded yes, and
the addition of the Bailey Well also helped with that.

Director Kaping provided information on MWMC (Metropolitan Wastewater Management
Commission) and noted that a while back, staff had heard that MWMC was not going to allow
Creswell to connect to their system, but recently the City found out that Creswell was still
working with MWMC. Director Kaping then reached out to MWMC on the possibility of Junction
City going with them and that was something they were currently working on. They would need
to determine where the hook up would be, whether at Enid Road or Irvington Road and what
the construction costs would be versus the City building a sewer treatment plant. As soon as
MWMC said where the hook up location would be, staff would have the City’s Engineer,
Adkins Engineering, work on what those construction costs would be. Everything they had
talked about so far had been positive. Creswell had been looking at a $70 plus million sewer
treatment plant and their construction cost would be $40 million, with buy in of $10 million.
Junction City could be around $50 million to connect to MWMC compared to $75 to $80 million
to build a sewer treatment plant.

Administrator Knope shared that the big challenge that Creswell was going through right now
was working with the county on amending the Planning Code, as the Metropolitan Plan did not
allow outside connections across an Urban Growth Boundary. The cities of Eugene and
Springfield would also need to approve this. He was exploring what it would take for Junction
City to get caught up with Creswell, if this was something of interest, or at least support the
idea and then know what would need to be done. Director Kaping added that Creswell was
working with Goshen to connect to MWMC.

Administrator Knope added that connecting to MWMC would get the City out of the sewer
treatment business and a lot of the Operational and Maintenance (O and M) costs. With the
City’s current lagoon system, power and chemicals were $300,000 per year, and with a new
plant, there would be an additional O and M cost of $1 million. Director Kaping added that they
would also need additional personnel for the City to have a sewer treatment plant.

Councilor Leach noted that last time the possibility of connecting to MWMC was brought up,
they were told it was not a possibility.

Councilor Hancock asked what the timeframe would be on this. Administrator Knope
responded it would fall in the same timeline as the sewer treatment plant, so instead of
building the plant, they would build the infrastructure. The City would still need to meet the
deadlines in the MAO (Mutual Agreement and Order), but if the option to MWMC was viable
and something the Council wanted to do, the City would need to go back to DEQ to modify the
timeline to connect to MWMC instead of building a treatment plant.

Director Kaping noted that connecting to MWMC was mentioned in the City’s facilities plan, so
the plan would just need to be amended instead of writing a whole new plan.

Councilor Ceniga asked what the infrastructure would look like. Administrator Knope
responded it would include pipelines and pump stations.

Councilor Ceniga asked about Goshen and Creswell. Administrator Knope responded that his
understanding was that Creswell was going by Goshen and then Goshen would be connecting
to them as they went by. As Junction City explored this, there may be some opportunities for
some unincorporated areas to connect as Junction City went by too. He thought the county
would be open to look at that, to help offset some costs. Director Kaping added especially with
the drive to get everybody off of septic tanks.

Councilor Thomas noted that the City had put pipe out to the mental hospital. Director Kaping
responded yes and that was a gravity pipe.

Councilor Thomas asked if that could be used. Administrator Knope responded that Adkins
Engineering would be looking at that as an option. He did not know if they could turn that into a
pressure pipe because of the City’s agreement with the state. He added that the City had
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10.

already purchased right of ways there, so maybe that could help offset some of the costs. It
was noted that the City had a 27-year agreement with DOC and were on the later part of that
agreement.

Councilor Ceniga asked if there was room for renegotiating with DOC. Administrator Knope
responded that if connection to MWMC was viable, staff would definitely contact DOC.

Police Departments Projects Update

Chief Waddell reviewed:

¢ Police Services Technician had been hired and would start on Monday.

e Backgrounds were being done on two officer candidates.

e The list of Police Department projects were included in the Council packet.

e CAD (Computer Aided Dispatch) went live today in the cars. City IT staff had been amazing
in assisting the PD.

Adjournment

As there was no further business, the work session was adjourned at 8:52 p.m.
ATTEST: APPROVED:

Kitty Vodrup, City Recorder Kenneth Wells, Mayor
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JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Public Hearing - Sanitary Sewer Connection Moratorium Extension

Meeting Date: November 12, 2025 Agenda Item Number: 7
Department: Public Works Staff Contact: Gary Kaping
www.junctioncityoregon.gov Contact Telephone Number: 541-998-3125
ISSUE STATEMENT

The City Council will hold a public hearing regarding Council’s adoption of findings supporting
a second sanitary sewer moratorium extension, in compliance with Department of
Environmental Quality Mutual Agreement and Order (MAO).

BACKGROUND

On December 2, 2024, the City’s Mutual Agreement and Order with Department of
Environmental Quality (DEQ) took effect. The MAO recognizes the City’s inability, at times, to
comply with the City’s January 1, 2024 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Waste
Discharge Permit (NPDES Permit or the Permit.) The NPDES Permit authorizes the City to
discharge treated wastewaters into Flat Creek, subject to certain limitations and facility
improvement timelines.

One component of the MAO sets stringent facility connection limitations (currently 40 EDUs.)
Connection limits minimize increased pressure on the City’s wastewater collection, treatment,
and disposal system, thus reduce the likelihood of future violations. A few more connections
are available each time an MAO task is completed — but each incremental increase is small
(10 to 50 more connections) per milestone. Connection limits continue unless and until
required system improvements are completed. The anticipated term of the MAO is 10 years.

In anticipation of the MAQO’s non-negotiable connection limitations, on October 22, 2024, the
City Council adopted a resolution approving a moratorium on development pursuant to ORS
197.505 to 197.540, based on limited sanitary sewer capacity (Moratorium). Pursuant to ORS
197.530(2), the Moratorium has been extended once on May 13, 2025 for an initial 6 months.
It is now due to expire on December 10, 2025, unless Council approves a second six-month
extension.

The City has not yet completed all improvement milestones set by the MAO; therefore, sewer
connections remain limited. In compliance with ORS 197.530(4), staff has sent the 14-day
notice to Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) required for a
second extension. Per ORS 197.530(2) and (3), the attached proposed resolution includes the
required findings. Council is now asked to hold the required hearing, prior to considering a
second moratorium extension.
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COMMITTEE REVIEW
This item was not reviewed by any committee.

RELATED CITY POLICIES
e JCMC Title 16, Subdivisions
JCMC Title 17, Zoning and Land Use
JCMC 13.01, Public Utilities and Services Definitions
JCMC 13.10, Sewer Use Regulations
JCMC 13.20, Sewer Connections

LEGAL REVIEW
This AIS and proposed extension resolution was drafted by the City’s general legal counsel.

CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S RECOMMENDATION

Hold the required public hearing before considering relevant policy and legal issues involved
with adopting a second moratorium extension resolution.

COUNCIL OPTIONS

After closing the hearing and deliberations, the Council can:
e Approve the resolution: Motion: “l make a motion to approve Resolution No. 1.”
e Provide other direction, as desired

ATTACHMENTS
1. Draft Resolution No. 1 and associated Exhibit A

FOR MORE INFORMATION

Staff Contact: Gary Kaping, Public Works Director
Telephone: 541-998-3125
Staff E-Mail: GKaping@oci.junction-city.or.us
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Resolution No. 1

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION EXTENDING A MORATORIUM ON DEVELOPMENT
PURSUANT TO ORS 197.505 TO 197.540 BASED ON LIMITED SANITARY SEWER
CAPACITY.

WHEREAS, pursuant to the federal Clean Water Act of 1972, the City of Junction
City (City) sanitary sewer collection and treatment system is subject to a National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit (the Permit) issued to the City
by Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) under authority granted by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); and

WHEREAS, the Permit limits the types and amounts of discharges from the City
treatment plant into Flat Creek; and

WHEREAS, population growth and development in the City have increased the
demand on the available capacity at the treatment plant; and

WHEREAS, biochemical and solids loading received at the City wastewater
treatment plant are higher per capita than typical for municipal sanitary sewer; and

WHEREAS, inflow and infiltration (I&I) into the City collection system (i.e. sewer
pipes) from surface water has also increased the demand on available treatment plant
capacity; and

WHEREAS, the combination of increased base loads, higher loading, and 1&I has
caused discharges from the treatment plant to violate permitted NPDES levels during
certain weather events; and

WHEREAS, the violations have resulted in enforcement actions by DEQ, resulting
in a Mutual Agreement and Order (MAO) which sets a compliance schedule and strict
limits on the allowance of new connections to City’s sewer system; and

WHEREAS, the City has engaged in a significant program of investigation,
remediation, and repair of the collection system to reduce the amount of 1&l and the
corresponding demand on the treatment facilities; and

WHEREAS, the City is engaged in preliminary steps for upgrading the City’s
existing wastewater treatment facilities to meet the requirements of the Permit and
MAO; and

WHEREAS, the City is also amending the Wastewater System Facilities Plan to
provide for the design, financing, and construction of additional treatment facilities to
improve the capacity of the City’s wastewater system in the long term; and

WHEREAS, upon approval of the results by DEQ, the City anticipates that
additional capacity will become available and additional development projects will be
allowed to connect to the sanitary sewer system and add increased flows through
existing connections; and

WHEREAS, in the meantime, the City is aware of undeveloped and
underdeveloped properties throughout the City that may be the subject of development
proposals within the next year; and

WHEREAS, the new connections to the City’s treatment plant associated with
potential development proposals would exceed the number of EDUs allowed, thus
violate the MAO; and

WHEREAS, on October 22, 2024, to reduce the potential for additional violations,
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Resolution No. 1

and to comply with the MAQO’s requirements, the City enacted a development
moratorium pursuant to ORS 197.505 to 197.540 (Moratorium); and

WHEREAS, on December 10, 2024, the City adopted a Corrective Action
Program per ORS 197.530(1) which commenced the City’s initial six-month moratorium
term; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 1329, approved May 13, 2025, extended the initial
Moratorium’s term for an additional six months, which will expire on December 10,
2025, unless further extended; and

WHEREAS, the City continues to diligently undertake tasks set in the MAO in
order to alleviate the problems giving rise to the Moratorium; nevertheless, because of
the extent of the improvements needed over the term of the MAO, those problems
persist; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, therefore, has determined it necessary to further
extend the expiration date of the Moratorium enacted by Resolution 1327 by six
additional months, to June 10, 2026; and

WHEREAS, as additional capacity becomes available and quantified, which is
anticipated to occur as I&l and other milestones are completed, the City Council
anticipates that additional development projects will be allowed to connect to the
sanitary sewer system beyond the 40 EDUs currently allowed; however, because
sufficient capacity to eliminate the Moratorium entirely will not become available within
the next six months, the City Council anticipates that it may need to further extend the
Moratorium or enact a replacement moratorium with different terms when additional
information and/or capacity become available; and

WHEREAS, this Resolution is authorized by ORS 197.505 to 197.540; now,
therefore

THE CITY OF JUNCTION CITY DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The expiration date of the October 22 Moratorium adopted by
Resolution 1327 is hereby further extended to June 10, 2026.

Section 2: All terms of the Moratorium adopted by Resolution 1327, other than
its initial expiration date, shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 3: The City Council shall review the Moratorium and determine whether
there is a need to extend, revise, or repeal it no later than June 10, 2026.

Section 4: The recitals set forth above and the findings of fact set forth on the

attached Exhibit A are hereby adopted as the basis for this moratorium extension
Resolution.

Section 5. This Resolution shall take effect on December 10, 2025.
Passed by the City Council this 12" day of November, 2025.
Approved by the Mayor this 12" day of November, 2025.

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Kitty Vodrup, City Recorder Kenneth Wells, Mayor
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Exhibit A

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. These findings are intended to supplement the findings stated in the recitals to the
attached Resolution . They are also intended to supplement the findings and recitals
in and attached to Resolution 1327, which are incorporated herein by reference.

2. ORS 197.530 provides:

a. A moratorium adopted under ORS 197.520(2) may be extended provided the city
adopting the moratorium holds a public hearing on the proposed extension and
adopts written findings.

Finding: On November 12, 2025, the City Council held a public hearing on the
attached Resolution extending the Moratorium and these Findings of Fact. These
Findings of Fact and the recitals in the attached Resolution are “written findings”
that satisfy the statutory requirement for findings.

b. The findings must verify that the problem giving rise to the moratorium still exists.

Finding: The City remains subject to DEQ’s MAO due to lack of capacity in its
wastewater systems. Although the City has made progress toward resolving
those capacity issues, and met the associated milestones to date, that progress
has not resolved City’s sewer system capacity issues. The City has yet to
resolve its 1&l issues, increase the capacity of the existing wastewater treatment
plant, and design and construct a new, replacement wastewater treatment plant.
For these reasons, this criterion is met.

c. The findings must demonstrate that reasonable progress is being made to
alleviate the problem giving rise to the Moratorium.

Finding: Between October 22, 2024 and adoption of the first moratorium
extension on May 13, 2025, the City executed the final MAO with DEQ; adopted
its Corrective Action Plan; and completed Plan Action Items 2A-2C, regarding
Recycled Water Use plan and repairs.

Since May 13, 2025, the City has completed the following components of Action
Item 1, 3, 4ABC, and 9 ahead of schedule:
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Smoke testing of the entire sewer system;
Flow Monitoring;

Industrial survey;

A slug loading survey.

BN =

In addition, the City continues to work on the next phase of improvements for 1&l
and Industrial Pretreatment as required by the MAO, Action Items 3-9C. These
issues include:

» Completing construction of the Immediate Needs WWTP Improvements
Project.

» Completing the Facilities Plan Amendment.

* Closing on CWSRF and WIFIA loans.

» Completing design for recommended improvements that emerge from the
Facilities Plan.

Although work remains to be done, the City has made good progress and stayed
on or ahead of the MAO schedule since October, 2024. This criterion is met.

d. The findings must set a specific duration for the renewal of the Moratorium. No
single extension may be for a period longer than six months, and no moratorium
shall be extended more than three times.

Finding: The duration of the renewal is six months, ending June 10, 2026. This is
the second extension of the October 22, 2024 Moratorium.

e. Any city considering an extension of a moratorium shall give the Department of
Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) at least 14 days’ notice of the time
and date of the public hearing on the extension.

Finding: The City emailed notice of the proposed second moratorium extension
to DLCD on September 30, 2025.

3. This Resolution is based on and directly implements state law. There are no

applicable goals and policies in the Junction City Comprehensive Plan, Subdivision or
Zoning and Land Use Codes.
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JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

DLCD Grant Application

Meeting Date: November 12, 2025 Agenda ltem Number: #8
Department: Administration Staff Contact: Jason Knope
www.junctioncityoregon.gov Contact Telephone Number: 541-998-3125
ISSUE STATEMENT

This is a presentation of a resolution necessary for a grant application to the Department of Land
Conservation and Development (DLCD).

BACKGROUND

The City currently has property out at the City’s sewer treatment plant that is not within City
limits or the City’s Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). As part of future development plans, the
City will need to bring this property into the City limits.

Currently DLCD is accepting applications for Technical Assistance grants. As part of the grant
application process, they are requiring a resolution from the Council in support of the grant
application. Attached to this AIS is that resolution for Council’s consideration.

Staff is working with the Lane Council of Governments (LCOG) to complete application
process. It is anticipated that the work needed to bring the property into City limits would be
completed by the City Planner (LCOG).

COMMITTEE REVIEW
This item was not reviewed by any committee.

RELATED CITY POLICIES
e None

LEGAL REVIEW
The document was reviewed as part of their packet review process.

CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S COMMENT
To approve the resolution as presented.

COUNCIL OPTIONS
The Council can, at its pleasure:

e Adopt the Resolution. Motion; “| make a motion to approve Resolution #2”
e Provide Direction as desired.
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ATTACHMENTS
e Resolution #2

FOR MORE INFORMATION

Staff Contact: Jason Knope, City Administrator
Telephone: 541-998-2153
Staff E-Mail: jknope@ci.junction-city.or.us
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Resolution No. 2

RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JUNCTION CITY, OREGON,
AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF A REQUEST TO THE DEPARTMENT OF LAND
CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT (DLCD) FOR A TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE GRANT
TO SUPPORT THE JUNCTION CITY FUTURE-READY UTILITIES URBAN GROWTH
BOUNDARY EXPANSION PROJECT.

WHEREAS, the Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD)
provides Technical Assistance (TA) grants to support local governments in addressing land use
planning needs, including capacity for housing, economic development, and public facilities; and

WHEREAS, the City of Junction City has identified a critical need to expand wastewater
treatment capacity in order to maintain compliance with the Mutual Agreement and Order (MAO)
issued by the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and lift the current development
moratorium; and

WHEREAS, the Junction City Future-Ready Utilities Project will provide the land base and
regulatory framework needed to support sustainable growth, maintain water quality standards, and
ensure the City can meet current and future housing and economic development needs; and

WHEREAS, the project includes preparation of UGB findings, public facility and land need
analysis, alternatives analysis, public outreach, and co-adoption with Lane County consistent with
Statewide Planning Goal 14 and OAR Chapter 660; and

WHEREAS, the City of Junction City will collaborate with the Lane Council of Governments
(LCOG), Lane County, DLCD, DEQ, and community-based organizations to ensure effective
project delivery; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to support submittal of the DLCD TA Grant application
to advance the UGB expansion process and ensure long-term infrastructure readiness, regulatory
compliance, and economic and housing opportunity for the community; now therefore

THE CITY OF JUNCTION CITY DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The City Council of Junction City, Oregon, hereby supports and authorizes
submission of the Technical Assistance Grant application to DLCD for the Junction City Future-
Ready Utilities Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Project.

Section 2: The City Council authorizes the City Administrator, or designee, to sign all
required grant documents and to take all necessary actions to carry out the intent of this Resolution.

Passed by the City Council this 12t day of November, 2025.
Approved by the Mayor this 12" day of November, 2025.

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Kitty Vodrup, City Recorder Kenneth Wells, Mayor
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JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Records Retention Resolution

Meeting Date: November 12, 2025 Agenda Item Number: 9
Department: Administration Staff Contact: City Recorder Kitty Vodrup
www.junctioncityoregon.gov Contact Telephone Number: 541-998-2153
ISSUE STATEMENT

Before Council is a Records Retention resolution, to repeal Resolution No. 1141.

BACKGROUND

At the October 28, 2025 Council Work Session, staff presented information and reviewed that
the state had recently updated the City General Records Retention Schedule. On April 12,
2016, the Council adopted Resolution No. 1141, which set a longer retention period for some
city records through a Special Citywid