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  John Dunn   
  Rob Lieberman Yes 

Tom Dole  Yes 
  Kelsey Wood  Yes 
     

  The motion was passed with a 3/0 vote 
 
Other Business  

  
As of December 4, 2025 David Campos is no longer a resident of the RUSA service area and is no 
longer able to serve as a board member. A security grant from SDAO was awarded to RUSA in the 
amount of $2,500 to be used towards updating our gate opener at the NTS. Staff noted RUSA would 
be holding a holiday potluck on December 16th. 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 5:33 pm. 

 
Attached Additional Items Presented  

 
Leeway Engineering Presentation 
Ameresco Presentation 
Accounts Payable Addendum 

     
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Harmony Williams 
Office Assistant II 



Roseburg Urban Sanitary Authority (RUSA)

December 10 | 2025

Presented by Rob Lee, PE, PMP

Collection System Master Plan 
Amendment (Charter Oaks UGB Swap)



• Proposed UGB swap

• Existing Loma Vista PS is nearing end of 
service life

• Evaluate wastewater conveyance 
feasibility and costs

• Reliable long-term wastewater service

• Evaluated constructability and 
permitting

• Accurate cost estimates 

Background
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Charter Oaks Subarea Constraints
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Charter Oaks Topography and Issues
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Loma Vista PS and Downstream Concerns
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• Existing UGB “swap” area = 0.79 MGD

Flow Assumptions
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Item Charter Oaks Loma Vista Total

EDUs 755 EDUs 145 EDUs 900 EDUs

Population (2.5 persons per EDU) 1,887 persons 363 persons 2,250 persons

Average Flow (80 gal/person) 151,000 gpd 29,000 gpd 0.18 MGD

Peak Flow (peaking factor + infiltration) 626,000 gpd 109,000 gpd 0.74 MGD



• Based on topography 
and assumed 
development density  

Charter Oaks Subareas and Flows
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Conveyance Alternatives

• Three primary groupings

1. Loma Vista gravity conveyance

2. Charter Oaks area conveyance

3. River crossing options

2

1
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Alternative 1 (Loma Vista into Charter Oaks)

• Major pros

• Can decommission Loma Vista 
Pump Station, relieves 42” trunk

• Avoids tunneling of separate Loma 
Vista line

• Avoid pressure sewers east of 
Charter Oaks 

• Major cons

• Very deep gravity sewers, 
challenging future O&M

• Requires grinder pumps to pressure 
pipe in NE corner 



Alternative 1 Costs (Loma Vista into Charter Oaks)
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• Total cost without 
pressure pipe or 
grinder pumps (in NE 
corner) is $18.8M

Item Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Mobilization (10%) LS 1 983,000$      983,000$                
Erosion Control (5%) LS 1 468,000$      468,000$                
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 0- to 10-Ft depth LF 5,825 350$                 2,038,750$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 10- to 20-Ft depth LF 4,595 500$                 2,297,500$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 20- to 30-Ft depth LF 3,041 700$                 2,128,700$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 30- to 40-Ft depth LF 1,550 1,200$            1,860,000$           
48-inch Manhole, 0- to 10-Ft depth EA 16 10,000$         160,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 10- to 20-Ft depth EA 11 15,000$         165,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 20- to 30-Ft depth EA 8 20,000$         160,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 30- to 40-Ft depth EA 4 35,000$         140,000$                
Grinder Pump to Pressure Sewer EA 3 25,000$         75,000$                   
Pressure Sewer LF 164 150$                 24,600$                   
Grinder Pump to Gravity Sewer EA 10 25,000$         250,000$                
Decomission Loma Vista Pump Station LS 1 65,000$         65,000$                   
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 10,816,000$        
Construction Contingency (40%) 4,326,000$           
Construction Total 15,142,000$       
Environmental / Planning 113,000$                
Design / Planning (10%) 1,514,000$           
Construction Management (10%) 1,514,000$           
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 757,000$                
Indirect Project Costs 3,898,000$          
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 19,040,000$   



Alternative 2 (Loma Vista Along River)

• Major pros

• Can decommission Loma Vista, relieves 
42” trunk

• Charter Oaks sewers reasonable depth

• No pressure sewers

• No grinder pumps east of Charter Oaks 
Drive

• Major cons

• Requires a gravity sewer in floodplain

• Requires gravity “tunnel” installed via 
trenchless methods (i.e., pilot-tube 
microtunneling)



Alternative 2 Costs (Loma Vista Along River)

12

Item Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Mobilization (10%) LS 1 967,000$         967,000$                
Erosion Control (5%) LS 1 461,000$         461,000$                
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 0- to 10-Ft depth LF 10,054 350$                    3,518,900$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 10- to 20-Ft depth LF 5,413 500$                    2,706,500$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 20- to 30-Ft depth LF 618 700$                    432,600$                
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 30- to 40-Ft depth LF 788 1,200$               945,600$                
New pipe installation via pilot tube microtunnelling, 1242-LF, 8-inch LS 1 950,000$         950,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 0- to 10-Ft depth EA 27 10,000$            270,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 10- to 20-Ft depth EA 14 15,000$            210,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 20- to 30-Ft depth EA 2 20,000$            40,000$                   
Grinder Pump to Gravity Sewer EA 3 25,000$            75,000$                   
Decomission Loma Vista Pump Station LS 1 65,000$            65,000$                   
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 10,642,000$        
Construction Contingency (40%) 4,257,000$           
Construction Total 14,899,000$       
Environmental / Planning 113,000$                
Design / Planning (10%) 1,490,000$           
Construction Management (10%) 1,490,000$           
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 745,000$                
Indirect Project Costs 3,838,000$          
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 18,740,000$   



Alternative 3 (Upgrade Loma Vista)

• Major pros

• Charter Oaks sewers reasonable 
depth

• Major cons

• Requires grinder pumps and 
pressure sewers east Charter Oaks 
Drive (or keep on septic)

• Loma Vista PS needs to remain and 
be upgraded/rebuilt



Alternative 3 Costs (Upgrade Loma Vista)
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• Total cost without 
pressure pipe or 
grinder pipes (east 
of Charter Oaks 
Drive) is $13.9M

Item Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Mobilization (10%) LS 1 716,000$      716,000$                
Erosion Control (5%) LS 1 341,000$      341,000$                
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 0- to 10-Ft depth LF 8,795 350$                 3,078,250$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 10- to 20-Ft depth LF 4,614 500$                 2,307,000$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 20- to 30-Ft depth LF 775 700$                 542,500$                
48-inch Manhole, 0- to 10-Ft depth EA 23 10,000$         230,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 10- to 20-Ft depth EA 11 15,000$         165,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 20- to 30-Ft depth EA 3 20,000$         60,000$                   
Grinder Pump to Pressure Sewer EA 10 25,000$         250,000$                
Pressure Sewer LF 760 150$                 114,000$                
Grinder Pump to Gravity Sewer EA 3 25,000$         75,000$                   
Loma Vista PS Rebuild LS 1 400,000$      400,000$                
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 8,279,000$           
Construction Contingency (40%) 3,312,000$           
Construction Total 11,591,000$       
Environmental / Planning 113,000$                
Design / Planning (10%) 1,159,000$           
Construction Management (10%) 1,159,000$           
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 580,000$                
Indirect Project Costs 3,011,000$          
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 14,600,000$   



Alternative 4 (Loma Vista PS relocated)

• Major pros

• Charter Oaks sewers reasonable 
depth

• Relieves 42” trunk east of river

• Do not need pumps or pressure 
sewers in NE corner

• Major cons

• Requires grinder pumps and 
pressure sewers west of Charter 
Oaks Drive (or keep on septic)



Alternative 4 Costs (Loma Vista PS moved)
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• Total cost without 
grinder pumps and 
pressure pipe east of 
Charter Oaks Drive is 
$14.25M

Item Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
Mobilization (10%) LS 1 735,000$      735,000$                
Erosion Control (5%) LS 1 350,000$      350,000$                
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 0- to 10-Ft depth LF 8,397 350$                 2,938,950$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 10- to 20-Ft depth LF 5,266 500$                 2,633,000$           
New pipe installation via open-cut, 8-inch, 20- to 30-Ft depth LF 618 700$                 432,600$                
48-inch Manhole, 0- to 10-Ft depth EA 18 10,000$         180,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 10- to 20-Ft depth EA 15 15,000$         225,000$                
48-inch Manhole, 20- to 30-Ft depth EA 2 20,000$         40,000$                   
Grinder Pump to Pressure Sewer EA 10 25,000$         250,000$                
Pressure Sewer LF 924 150$                 138,600$                
Decomission Loma Vista Pump Station LS 1 65,000$         65,000$                   
6-inch Loma Vista FM LF 950 100$                 95,000$                   
New Loma Vista Pump Station LS 1 445,000$      445,000$                
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 8,528,000$           
Construction Contingency (40%) 3,411,000$           
Construction Total 11,939,000$       
Environmental / Planning 113,000$                
Design / Planning (10%) 1,194,000$           
Construction Management (10%) 1,194,000$           
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 597,000$                
Indirect Project Costs 3,098,000$          
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 15,040,000$   



River Crossing A (applies to all alternatives)

• Pump Station on north side of river, 
discharging into MH and then WWTP 
influent wet well

Item Unit Qty Unit Cost Total Cost
Forcemain River Crossing, 1350-LF, 6-inch LS 1 816,000$      816,000$                
New Charter Oaks Pump Station LS 1 678,000$      678,000$                
72-inch MH w/odor control facility LS 1 30,000$         30,000$                   
Gravity pipe discharging into WW LS 1 38,500$         38,500$                   
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 1,562,500$           
Construction Contingency (40%) 625,000$                
Construction Total 2,187,500$          
Design / Planning (20%) 438,000$                
Construction Management (10%) 219,000$                
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 109,000$                
Indirect Project Costs 766,000$               
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 2,950,000$      
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River Crossing B (Not Feasible)

• Siphon crossing, discharging into 
WWTP wet well

• Not enough head with influent 
elevation

Item Unit Qty Unit Cost Total Cost
Parallel 6- and 8-inch siphon crossing LS 1 1,060,800$    1,060,800$           
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 1,060,800$           
Construction Contingency (40%) 424,000$                
Construction Total 1,484,800$          
Design / Planning (20%) 297,000$                
Construction Management (10%) 148,000$                
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 74,000$                   
Indirect Project Costs 519,000$               
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 2,000,000$      



River Crossing C (Not Recommended)

• Siphon crossing, discharging to 
Pump Station on south side of river

• Forcemain into WWTP wet well

Item Unit Qty Unit Cost Total Cost
Parallel 6- and 8-inch siphon crossing LS 1 1,060,800$    1,060,800$           
New Charter Oaks Pump Station LS 1 678,000$         678,000$                
New forcemain, 6-inch LF 514 400$                    205,600$                
Subtotal Direct Construction Costs 1,944,400$           
Construction Contingency (40%) 778,000$                
Construction Total 2,722,400$          
Design / Planning (20%) 544,000$                
Construction Management (10%) 272,000$                
Finance / Legal / Soft Costs (5%) 136,000$                
Indirect Project Costs 952,000$               
Project Total Cost (2025 USD) 3,670,000$      



Summary of Alternatives

Alternative Total Conceptual Cost 
(w/o river crossing)

Total Conceptual Cost 
(w/ river crossing A)

1 – Loma Vista into Charter Oaks $19,040,000 $21,990,000

2 – Loma Vista along river $18,740,000 $21,690,000

3 – Upgraded Loma Vista $13,900,000 $16,820,000

4 – Relocated Loma Vista PS $14,250,000 $17,200,000

River Crossing Options Total Conceptual Cost

A – PS and FM directly to WWTP $2,950,000

B – Siphon to WWTP Not Feasible

C – Siphon and PS $3,670,000

River Crossings

Charter Oaks Layouts

All costs on this slide 
are conceptual 
project costs



Recommendation

• Alternative 4

• Move Loma Vista PS south

• Relieves 42” Goedeck Trunk 

• Avoids deep collector mains

• Does NOT include pressure sewers

• River Crossing A

• Pump station on north side of river

• Force main crossing river

Project Component Cost

Gravity Pipes $10,400,000

New Loma Vista PS and FM $950,000

Charter Oaks Pump Station $950,000

Force Main + odor control MH + 
gravity discharge

$1,250,000

Construction Total $13,550,000

Indirect Costs (Design, Admin, etc.)* $3,707,000

Total Cost $17,200,000

*does not include ROW acquisition



Next Steps

• Incorporate feedback from Board of Directors 

• Develop draft report



Questions?
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© 2025 Ameresco, Inc. All rights reserved.
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Solar Projects | High Level Update

WWTP
Status
• Safe harbor panels for ITC

• Design 60%

Next Step
• SHPO Engagement

• Finalize Design

• Construction Loan to be signed 6/30/26

Construction Complete
• Estimated Sep. 2027

NTS

Status
• Safe harbor panels for ITC

• Design Kick-Off

Next Step
• Cross-cutter exemption requested

• Construction Loan to be signed 6/30/26

Construction Complete
• Estimated Sept. 2027

Main Office
Status
• Solar Complete

• BESS to deliver April 2026

Next Step
• Install BESS + DAS

• Receive ETO incentive

Construction Complete
• June 2026
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Main Office: 40kW solar + 180kW BESS
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Updates

Contract: Energy Savings 

Performance Contracting (ESPC)

Schedule:

➢ Solar system is in operation now

➢ BESS delivery April 2026

➢ Project Closeout: June 2026

Benefit: Ability to keep Main Office 

on & operational during outage.

Reduced energy costs.

Action:

➢ Request ETO Incentives

Description Cost Funds

Total Project Cost $ 911,997

ODOE CREP $ 870,870

ETO Incentive -- PDA $ 39,500
ETO Incentive –
Installed* $ 18,212

Cost to RUSA $ (16,585)



WWTP: 900kW Ground-Mount Solar
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Updates

Contract: Construction 
Manager/General Contractor (CMGC)

Schedule:

➢ DEQ Environmental Sign-Off: In 
process; waiting on SHPO

➢ Design: 60%

➢ Construction Loan: Signed by 
6/30/26

➢ Construction starts: August 2026
Benefit: Reduced energy usage &
costs by ~44%

Action:

➢ Get response from SHPO to move 
forward

Description Cost Funds

Estimated Cost* $ 4,000,000

ODOE CREP Grant $ 1,000,000

IRA Investment Tax Credit $ 1,200,000
DEQ Preconstruction Loan
Rebate $ 911,368
DEQ Construction Loan
Rebate $ 1,088,633

ETO / PAC Incentive $ -

Cost to RUSA $ (200,000)



NTS: 400kW Floating Solar
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Updates

Contract: Construction 

Manager/General Contractor (CMGC)

Schedule:

➢ Cross-cutter Exemption: Requested

➢ Design: In Progress

➢ Construction Loan: Signed by 6/30/26

➢ Construction starts: Sept. 2026

Benefit: Reduced energy usage & costs

by ~60% & shading of pond

Action:

➢ Continue design

➢ Awaiting DEQ response

Description Cost Funds

Estimated Cost $ 3,000,000

ODOE CREP Grant $ 1,000,000

IRA Investment Tax Credit $ 900,000

DEQ Preconstruction Loan 
Rebate $ 755,971
DEQ Construction Loan 
Rebate $ 1,244,030

ETO / PAC Incentive $ -

Cost to RUSA $ (900,000)



Thank you!!
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Accounts Payable

User:

Printed: 

christine

12/11/2025  3:54 PM

Checks by Date - Detail by Check Date

Check No Check DateVendor NameVendor No Check Amount

Invoice No ReferenceDescription

Ameresco Ameresco, Inc. 12/10/202553127
70622 Pre-Construction Svcs - Design and Procurement WWTP Solar Pay #1  147,642.07

70622ret Pre-Construction Svcs - Design and Procurement WWTP Solar Ret #1 -7,382.10

70623 Pre-Construction Services-Design and Procurement NTS Pay #1  74,162.36

70623ret Pre-Construction Services-Design and Procurement NTS Ret #1 -3,708.12

70632NTS Pre-Construction Services- Procurement NTS Solar Panels  192,780.26

70632WWTP Pre-Construction Services - Procurement WWTP Solar Panels  429,374.21

 832,868.68Total for Check Number 53127:

BIOMED bio-MED Testing Services Inc 12/10/202553128
122795 2 - FMCSA clearing house inquiries  16.00

 16.00Total for Check Number 53128:

Chytka Chytka Pest Control LLC 12/10/202553129
179408 Monthly pest control service  40.00

 40.00Total for Check Number 53129:

WATER City of Roseburg 12/10/202553130
INV25015 Bulk water use and permit  91.63

 91.63Total for Check Number 53130:

DCASSESS Douglas County Assessor 12/10/202553131
3748 Web subscription for additional website access  85.00

 85.00Total for Check Number 53131:

Express Express Services, Inc. 12/10/202553132
33256022 Student Intern - Collections - W Kinderknecht  1,102.31

 1,102.31Total for Check Number 53132:

Isler Isler CPA, LLC 12/10/202553133
242074 Progress billing for financial statement audit FYE25  8,000.00

 8,000.00Total for Check Number 53133:

Leeway Leeway Engineering Solutions, LLC 12/10/202553134
1558 Collection System Master Plan Amendment  15,976.13

 15,976.13Total for Check Number 53134:

NEXNET Nexcom, LLC 12/10/202553135
28247 Firewall setup for conversion to new elec panel/solar  119.00

 119.00Total for Check Number 53135:

PAC AIR Pacific Air Comfort, Inc. 12/10/202553136
i23344 Semi-annual maintenance on HVAC systems per agreement  1,200.00

Page 1AP Checks by Date - Detail by Check Date (12/11/2025  3:54 PM)

Addendum to December 10, 2025 Board packet rescheduled mtg to December 11,2025
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Check No Check DateVendor NameVendor No Check Amount

Invoice No ReferenceDescription

 1,200.00Total for Check Number 53136:

PPL Pacific Power 12/10/202553137
Nov 2025 411LM Usage-411 LM-Storage Bldg  43.75

Nov 2025 425LM Power Usage-425 Long Meadow  17.04

Nov 2025 Admin Power Usage-Admin Bldg  713.93

Nov 2025 Brbn Power Usage-310 Bourbon St PS  100.31

Nov 2025 Gate Power Usage-140 LM-NTS Gate  24.08

Nov 2025 High Power Usage-Highland PS  1,277.98

Nov 2025 Keady Power Usage-Keady Ct PS  82.53

Nov 2025 LV Power Usage-Loma Vista PS  106.26

Nov 2025 NBank Power Usage-North Bank PS  171.99

Nov 2025 NTS Contract/Power Usage-NTS PS  6,420.41

Nov 2025 SBank Power Usage-South Bank PS  1,824.93

Nov 2025 Wilb1 Power Usage-Wilbur 1 PS  206.77

Nov 2025 Wilb2 Power Usage-Wilbur 2 PS  240.20

Nov 2025 WRF1 Power Usage-WWTP 1  25,395.78

Nov 2025 WRF2 Power Usage-WWTP 2  33.02

 36,658.98Total for Check Number 53137:

QFence Quality Fence Company, Inc. 12/10/202553138
19268 Gate Opener for Long Meadows Access Gate at NTS  6,447.00

 6,447.00Total for Check Number 53138:

SUNRISE Sunrise Enterprises, Inc 12/10/202553139
INV0043665 Monthly janitorial service  446.25

 446.25Total for Check Number 53139:

THMSCRK Thomas Creek Landscaping & Maintenance LLC12/10/202553140
1668 Monthly landscape maintenance  350.00

 350.00Total for Check Number 53140:

DYER The Dyer Partnership Engineers & Planners, Inc.12/10/202553141
40737 Pre-design/design-storm damage repair- main-Sleepy Hollow Creek  3,415.00

40738 Walmart Manhole: Pre-design and design to repair storm damage  2,219.00

40739 Pre-engineering/design eng - Highland force main assessment  2,125.00

 7,759.00Total for Check Number 53141:

 911,159.98Total for 12/10/2025:

Report Total (15 checks):  911,159.98
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1- EMERGENCY DISPOSAL LEACHATE TREATMENT AGREEMENT

EMERGENCY DISPOSAL 

LEACHATE TREATMENT AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this ___ day of ____________, 20__, by 

and between Douglas County (“County”) and Roseburg Urban Sanitary Authority (“RUSA”), 

and shall be effective upon signing by both parties hereto 

RECITALS 

A. County desires to use RUSA’s Wastewater Treatment Facilities to treat leachate generated

at the County landfill in an emergency until such time as the leachate can be treated by the

County’s normal treatment provider (“the Provider”).

B. For purposes of this Agreement, “Emergency” shall be defined as follows:

(1) The amount of leachate requiring treatment exceeds the Provider’s ability to treat it

according to the terms of the County’s agreement with the Provider; or

(2) Unforeseen circumstances prevent the Provider from accepting some or all of the

leachate. “Unforeseen circumstances” shall include significant mechanical failures at

Provider’s treatment facilities; strikes; and extreme weather and other events of force

majeure; but shall not include Provider’s failure or refusal to perform under the

Provider’s contract with the County.

AGREEMENT 

1. COUNTY’S OBLIGATIONS. During the term of this Agreement, County will:

1.1   Deliver leachate from the landfill to a pump station, manhole or treatment plant

designated by RUSA. 

1.2   Follow RUSA’s direction and any special instructions with respect to such delivery. 

1.3 Measure the quantity of leachate delivered using flow meters. 

1.4 Sampling of constituents will be conducted as detailed in Exhibit A “Sampling and 

Calibrations Schedule.” 

1.5 Measure the pH and ammonia of each load and report the results to RUSA before 

discharging leachate at the designated location. Test results must be within the 

discharge limits of; pH 5.5-11, ammonia <500 mg/L. Test results that do not fall 

within the discharge limits will not be allowed to be discharged. RUSA may direct the 

County to an alternative discharge method if the level of pH and ammonia can be 
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2- EMERGENCY DISPOSAL LEACHATE TREATMENT AGREEMENT 

 
 

altered with pretreatment or a controlled release that will not upset the treatment 

process. 

1.6 Record each load of leachate as to quantity, pH, ammonia, date and provide such data 

to RUSA for each load using the RUSA Tank Waste Hauler Waste Manifest Form, 

during period of discharge for the duration of the Emergency. 

1.7 County will also test leachate quarterly for the constituents included in RUSA’s Local 

limits and any other constituent which might tend to cause a violation of RUSA’s 

permits or plant operations guidelines. Testing will include the following list of 

Limitations on Wastewater Discharges “Local Limits”. 

Pollutant Discharge Limitation mg/L 

Arsenic 0.23mg/L 

Cadmium 0.17 mg/l 

Chromium 22.79 mg/L 

Copper 5.13 mg/L 

Cyanide 0.27 mg/L 

Lead 1.25 mg/L 

Mercury 0.018 mg/L 

Nickel 1.97 mg/L 

Silver 0.16 mg/L 

Zinc 12.03 mg/L 

Total Fats, Oil and Grease (FOG) 100 mg/L 

Hydrocarbon Fats, Oil and Grease (FOG) 25 mg/L 

Benzene ND 

Toluene ND 

Ethylbenzene ND 

Xylene ND 

 

1.8   Allow RUSA spot test leachate at RUSA’s sole discretion for up to four (4) spot tests 

per year at County’s expense, the total cost of which shall not exceed $2,000.00 per 

year.  

1.9   On a monthly basis, pay to RUSA the price per gallon for “Bulk Discharge” stated in 

RUSA’s then-current Fee Schedule for leachate delivered during the previous month. 

2.   RUSA’S OBLIGATIONS: During the term of this Agreement, RUSA will: 

2.1   Accept leachate delivered pursuant to this Agreement and treat it during the 

Emergency. However, if accepting County leachate would cause RUSA to violate its 

NPDES permit, or if, in its sole discretion RUSA determines that accepting such 

leachate is not in the best interests of RUSA or its customers, RUSA may refuse to 

accept leachate. 



3- EMERGENCY DISPOSAL LEACHATE TREATMENT AGREEMENT

2.2   Designate the appropriate pump station, manhole or other site for delivery of leachate 

and provide direction to County as needed to facilitate delivery.  

2.3  Bill County by written invoice on a monthly basis for services provided under this 

Agreement. 

3. TERM:

3.1   The initial term of this agreement shall commence on ___________________ and shall

continue through _____________________. 

3.2   The parties may extend this Agreement annually by written memorandum signed by an 

authorized representative of each party. Each extension shall begin on January 1st and 

end on December 31st and shall be subject to the same terms and conditions provided 

herein, or as such terms or conditions are modified by written amendment signed by 

both parties. 

3.3   Unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, any references to this Agreement shall 

be interpreted to include the initial term and any duly executed extensions. 

3.4   Either party may terminate this Agreement with sixty (60) days’ written notice to the 

other party. 

4. PAYMENT:

4.1   Payment from the County shall be made monthly based on a written invoice from

RUSA. Payment is due within thirty (30) days of receipt of invoice. 

4.2   No payment shall be made under this Agreement unless funds have been duly 

appropriated in accordance with ORS 294.305 et seq. (Local Budget Law). The County 

has appropriated funds for the services that will be provided during the current fiscal 

year. In the event no funds or insufficient funds to pay for the services are appropriated 

for subsequent fiscal years, the County shall immediately notify RUSA, and this 

Agreement shall terminate on the last day of the fiscal year for which appropriations 

are made. 

4.3   County shall not be obligated to make any payment under this Agreement in violation 

of the debt limitation imposed by Article XI, Section 10 of the Oregon Constitution. 

5. COMPLIANCE WITH LAW:  This Agreement is governed by and shall be construed in

accordance with laws of the State of Oregon. All parties shall comply with all applicable

laws, orders, regulations, rules, and ordinances of federal, state, and local governments with

respect to the obligations covered by this Agreement.

6. TORT CLAIMS:  Each party to this Agreement shall be responsible for its own negligence

and other torts, and, subject to the limitations and conditions of the Oregon Tort Claims Act

         January 1, 2026
         December 31, 2026     
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and Oregon Constitution, shall indemnify the other party from and against third-party 

claims resulting from the indemnifying party’s intentional or negligent acts or omissions. 

7. COUNTY OFFICERS, AGENTS. AND EMPLOYEES: County officers, agents and

employees are prohibited from receiving any pecuniary or material benefit from RUSA in

violation of ORS Chapter 244 or the County’s policy on employee ethics set forth in the

County Personnel Rule 20.2. RUSA shall not confer any appreciable pecuniary or material

benefit on any officer, employee or agent of the County during the term of this Agreement.

8. DEFAULT:

8.1   It shall be a default under this Agreement if either party fails to perform any act or

obligation required by this Agreement within fifteen (15) days after the other party 

gives written notice specifying the incident of default. If the default specified in the 

notice cannot be completely cured within the 15-day period for cure, no default shall 

occur if the party receiving the notice begins compliance within such period for cure 

and thereafter proceeds with reasonable diligence and in good faith to cure the default 

as soon as practicable. 

8.2   Notwithstanding subsection 8.1, either party may declare a default by written notice to 

the other party, without allowing an opportunity to cure, if the other party repeatedly 

and materially breaches the terms of this Agreement.   

8.3   If a default occurs, before either party may bring an action in any court concerning any 

obligations under this Agreement, such party must first seek in good faith to resolve 

the issue through negotiation, mediation or other non-binding alternative dispute 

resolution process. 

8.4   If a default occurs and it is not resolved under subsection 8.3, the party injured by the 

default may elect to terminate this Agreement and pursue any equitable or legal rights 

and remedies available under Oregon law. All remedies shall be cumulative. 

8.5   Any litigation arising out of this Agreement shall be conducted in Circuit Court of the 

State of Oregon for Douglas County. 

9. AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVES:

9.1 For the County: The Solid Waste Director of the Douglas County Solid Waste

Department shall have the authority to represent the County on all matters concerning 

administration of this Agreement. The Director may give notices under the Agreement, 

interpret the provisions of the Agreement, implement County policies with respect to 

the Agreement, and take any action authorized by the Board of County Commissioners. 

The Director may approve extensions of the term of this Agreement. 
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9.2 For RUSA: The General Manager of RUSA shall have the authority to represent RUSA 

on all matters concerning administration of this Agreement. The General Manager may 

give notices under the Agreement, interpret the provisions of the Agreement, 

implement RUSA’s policies with respect to the Agreement, and take any action 

authorized by the RUSA’s Board of Directors. The General Manager may approve 

extensions of the term of this Agreement. 

10.  NOTICES: 

10.1 Any notice required to be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be 

given by personal delivery, mail or facsimile transmission. Any notice required by law, 

shall be given in the manner specified by the applicable law.  

10.2   Notices shall be given as follows: 

A. To the County: Solid Waste Director, Douglas County, 1036 SE Douglas Ave, 

Room 308, Roseburg, Oregon 97470. 

B.  To RUSA:  General Manager, PO Box 1185, Roseburg, Oregon 97470. 

11.   NO WAIVER:  No provision of this Agreement shall be deemed waived unless such waiver 

is in writing and signed by the party waiving its rights. Any waiver of a breach by either 

party, whether expressed or implied, shall not constitute waiver of any other breach.  

12.  SEVERABILITY:  If any provision of this Agreement is held by a court to be invalid, such 

invalidity shall not affect any other provisions of this Agreement. This Agreement shall be 

construed as if such invalid provision had never been included.  
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13.  ENTIRE AGREEMENT:  This Agreement and the exhibits incorporated in this Agreement 

constitute the entire and final Agreement between the parties. This Agreement may be 

changed only by written amendments or modifications that are signed by both parties.  

IT IS HEREBY AGREED. 

 

ROSEBURG URBAN SANITARY    BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

AUTHORITY      OF DOUGLAS COUNTY, OREGON 

 

______________________________________ By ________________________________ 

Chairperson         Chair 

       By_________________________________ 

______________________________________    Commissioner 

General Manager     By_________________________________ 

          Commissioner 

Date__________________________________ Date________________________________ 

 

 

 

REVIEWED AS TO CONTENT   REVIEWED AS TO FORM 

 

By___________________________________ By_________________________________  

   Director of Solid Waste       Office of County Legal Counsel 

Date__________________________________ Date________________________________ 



GENERAL MANAGERS REPORT 
 

Date:  01/08/26 
To:  Roseburg Urban Sanitary Authority, Board of Directors 
From:  James V. Baird, General Manager 
Re:  General Managers Informational Report to the Board 
 
South Umpqua Trunk South Bank Repair – Project No. 25002 
Staff have completed all the required reimbursement documentation. The project has been approved, and we 
are waiting for the reimbursement check. The total FEMA reimbursement will be $671,587.89 
  
WWTP Solar – Project No. 24011 
We are working on the last approval with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) to meet all the 
environmental reviews. 
We are working with Pacific Power to complete the inter-connection agreement. 
Ameresco has submitted the 60% plans to DEQ for review and comment. 
 
Admin. Office Solar – Project No. 24012 
The subcontractor has completed most of the solar system and commissioned the system. The system is 
currently generating power, offsetting a portion of our electricity usage. The battery is not scheduled to be 
delivered until April. The subcontractor will return after the battery is delivered to complete the installation. 
 
NTS Solar -Project No. 25001 
The DEQ has approved our cross cutter waiver. This completes all the environmental reviews for the project, 
allowing us to move ahead with the design and construction. 
Ameresco is working on the 30% plans. After the completion of the 30% plans we will be applying to Pacific 
Power for an inter-connect agreement. 

Umpqua River Basin TMDL for Temperature 
The DEQ has appointed me to the Rule Advisory Committee (RAC) for the Water Quality Plan to implement the 
Umpqua River Basin Temperature TMDL replacement. The public process and meetings with the RAC are 
anticipated to begin February 18th, 2026. 
We are working with Jacobs to evaluate our recorded temperature of the effluent discharge from the NTS to see 
how close we are to meeting the new Umpqua Basin River Temperature TMDL. 

Emergency Declaration 
Walmart MH Repair – Project No. 25006 

Dyer Partnership is working through the permit process to repair the manhole. 
The engineer is working on a no rise certification for the proposed work to meet the City of Roseburg 
requirements. 

Sleepy Hollow Creek Main repair – Project No. 2500 

Dyer Partnership is working through the permit process to repair the 15-inch sewer main crossing Sleepy 
Hollow Creek.  

 



 
ROSEBURG URBAN SANITARY AUTHORITY 
NEW DEVELOPMENTS AND PROJECTS 

 
DEVELOPMENTS: 
 

• Hanna Heritage Plaza Sewer Main Relocation 
• Kester Road Sewer Main Extension 

 
PRELIMINARY DESIGN: 
 

• Harvard/Maple Sewer Improvement 
• Trunk Line CIPP Project 
• WWTP Influent Pump Station Replacement 
• WWTP SCADA Upgrade 

 
 

PROJECTS: 
 

• Deer Creek sewer trunk line rehabilitation project - Now in Warranty 
• Umpqua Street Sewer Rehabilitation project – Now in Warranty 
• SE Stephens Sewer Improvement-Joint Project with the City of Roseburg – Project Complete 
• South Umpqua Bank- Emergency repair- Repairs complete. Work Complete. 
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