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The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) released a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) for the Application for an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) associated with the Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP) for the R-Project Transmission Line on May 12, 2017.  The Service 
announced two public comment periods for the DEIS and the HCP.   The last public comment 
period closed on November 7, 2017. The Service received a letter dated May 23, 2018, from 
Meyer Glitzenstein & Eubanks, LLP (MG&E) that petitions the Service to prepare a 
supplemental environmental impact statement (SEIS) for the ITP, HCP, Draft Migratory Bird 
Conservation Plan (MBTA), and Draft Restoration Management Plan for the proposed R-Project 
transmission line (R-Project) in Nebraska.  This letter contained several exhibits, including a 
letter dated March 22, 2018, to the Service from Clive Trimble of Valentine, Nebraska, which 
provided information regarding wind energy development in Cherry County.  The Center for 
Biological Diversity also submitted the MG&E letter and its exhibits to the Service.  The letters 
argue that significant new information has come to light regarding three categories of 
information:  (1) R-Project’s direct impacts on whooping crane; (2) the indirect or cumulative 
effects from wind energy development that may be associated with the project, and (3) impacts 
on historic and cultural resources.  The letter and exhibits are in Attachment A of this document. 

After careful consideration of the arguments and information in the MG&E letter and exhibits, 
the Service has determined that none of the three areas of new information trigger the need for 
supplementing the DEIS under 40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1) or the Council on Environmental Quality’s 
(CEQ) Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's NEPA Regulations, March 23, 1981.  
This document provides our evaluation of the new information and the basis of our 
determination.  

 

Requirements for Supplementing an EIS 

An agency must prepare a supplement to a DEIS or final EIS (FEIS) if, after circulation of a 
draft or final EIS but prior to implementation of the Federal action: 

● the agency makes substantial changes to the proposed action that are relevant to 
environmental concerns (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(i)); 



● there are significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental 
concerns and bearing on the proposed action or its effects (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(ii)); or 

● the agency adds a new alternative that is outside the spectrum of alternatives already 
analyzed (see Question 29b,CEQ, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's NEPA 
Regulations, March 23, 1981) 

 

Purpose of the Service’s Proposed Action 

The purpose of the Service’s proposed action of approving an HCP and issuing a permit is to 
authorize take of the beetle incidental to the construction, operation, and maintenance (including 
emergency repairs) of the R-Project, while ensuring conservation of the species by minimizing 
and mitigating the impacts from the anticipated take to the maximum extent practicable.  The 
need for the Service’s Proposed Action is to respond to the Nebraska Public Power District’s 
(NPPD) application for a permit and determine whether permit issuance is appropriate.  

 

New Information at Issue since Publication of the DEIS 

The new information available since publication of the DEIS, excerpted from the Meyer, 
Glitzenstein & Eubanks, LLP letter, includes: 

 Whooping crane:  “After the comment period ended and in response to the Landowners’ 
comments and independent risk assessment by leading whooping crane experts, see Karine Gil & 
Enrique Weir, Scientific Analysis and Comments Regarding the R-Project Draft Habitat 
Conservation Plan and Potential Impacts to the Endangered Whooping Crane: Analysis of 
Whooping Crane Powerline Collision Risk 38 (September 10, 2017) (demonstrating that there is 
a high likelihood of whooping cranes being killed and injured in collisions with the Project as 
presently contemplated), the FWS hired an independent expert, Dr. Craig Davis, to review 
NPPD’s risk assessment and offer his “independent opinion” on its methods and conclusions. 
See Craig A. Davis, Review of Whooping Crane Risk Assessment Documents for the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement on Issuance of an Incidental Take Permit and Implementation 
of a Habitat Conservation Plan for the R-Project Transmission Line 3 (2018). 

The new information contained in Dr. Davis’s report demonstrates that the R-Project will “affect 
the quality of the human environment . . . to a significant extent not already considered” in the 
DEIS. Marsh, 490 U.S. at 374.” 

The new information and analyses referenced above can be viewed in the Service’s 
memorandum on whooping crane collision risk posted on www.regulations.gov under docket 
number FWS-R6-ES-2014-0048, along with all the other documents for the FEIS available for 
public inspection.  

 Wind Energy:  “After the comment period ended, Cleve Trimble, a directly affected 
constituent, submitted to the FWS new information concerning the extent of wind energy 
development in Cherry County, which is adjacent to the R-Project’s proposed route. See Letter 
from Cleve Trimble to Eliza Hines, Supervisor, Fish & Wildlife Serv. (Mar. 22, 2018) (Ex. A). 
Specifically, Mr. Trimble submitted maps developed from public records held at the Cherry 
County Courthouse, which showed that wind energy development associated with the R-Project 

http://www.regulations.gov/


was already underway. See Ex. B. Those records indicated that at least forty-seven landowners 
in Cherry County alone are “participants” in Cherry County Wind, LLC (“CCW”), a private 
wind development enterprise. See Ex. A. Moreover, CCW’s website claims that over 450,000 
acres of land in the vicinity of the R-project are already enrolled, See Cherry Cty. Wind, LLC, 
History of Cherry County Wind, http://www.cherrycountywind.com/history/ (Ex. C), nearly all 
of which are within the ranges of both the whooping crane and the American burying beetle. Mr. 
Trimble reported that CCW’s “development is directly linked to the expected availability of the 
R- Project.” Ex. A. Significantly, Mr. Trimble also reported that NPPD had actively solicited 
CCW’s support for the R-Project, and worked to encourage wind development in the area.” 

 Cultural and Historic Resources:  “New information unaddressed in the DEIS points to 
additional significant impacts on historic and cultural resources. For example, the R-Project will 
further endanger the final resting place of a group of gold prospectors who were afflicted with 
cholera and died on their way to California. See Irene North, NPPD, Historical Society Working 
to Preserve Oregon Trail Ruts, N. Platte Telegraph (Apr. 26, 2018) (Ex. D). According to 
Amanda Gibbs, president of the Nebraska chapter of the Oregon-California Trails Association, 
the group was unique because it comprised people of several races. Id. Detailed primary and 
secondary sources place the graves near the Sutherland ruts, directly in the path of the R-Project. 
The R-Project’s impacts to such a significant cultural resource were never contemplated in the 
DEIS, nor were any alternatives to avoid adverse effects on the site.” 

 

Analysis in the DEIS Related to the New Information 

Whooping Crane: Whooping crane occurrence in the study area and risk of collision with 
the R-Project transmission line were discussed in the DEIS, Chapter 3, Section 3.7.7.  The DEIS 
described the potential for the R-Project transmission line to present a long-term collision hazard 
for whooping cranes.  NPPD’s risk assessment calculations completed for the R-Project, as 
described in the draft HCP, suggested that the likelihood of whooping crane collisions with the 
R-Project transmission line would be extremely low, resulting in a risk value of less than one 
collision over the 50-year life of the Project. The Service conducted a separate whooping crane 
collision risk assessment in the DEIS that also concluded the risk of whooping crane mortality 
from collision with the R-Project transmission line would be low (Appendix E in the DEIS).  
Additionally, the DEIS described the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures and 
further described in the draft HCP and MBCP would further reduce the risk of collisions. 

Wind Energy: The potential for wind energy development was discussed in the DEIS in 
Chapter 3, Direct and Indirect Effects, and Chapter 4, Cumulative Action Scenario.  When 
discussing the indirect effects of the action alternatives in Chapter 3, Direct and Indirect Effects, 
the Service acknowledges that “By providing transmission access for future wind energy 
Projects, the R-Project could lead to the development of more wind power generation in the 
region.  However, the exact number and location of such projects cannot be predicted at this 
time.”  In Chapter 4, Cumulative Action Scenario, the Service stated that “While a number of 
wind energy projects have been announced and discussed with landowners and the Service, none 
of these have yet signed an interconnection agreement with NPPD, with the exception of the 
Thunderhead Wind Energy Center. Thus, none of these potential future wind energy projects 
meet the definition of a reasonable foreseeable future project as defined by CEQ (see 
introductory text to Chapter 4, Step 3). Thus, this type of future project is treated in a generic 
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manner within the cumulative impact analysis.”  As such, the Service considered the potential 
impacts of wind development in general on each of the resource factors as part of its cumulative 
impacts analysis. 

Cultural and Historic Resources: In Chapter 3.10, Cultural Resources of the DEIS, the 
Service analyzed the effects of the proposed action and alternatives on cultural and historic 
resources in the project area, including potential direct and indirect effects on six identified 
historic properties in the project study area. Efforts to identify and evaluate historic properties 
included, but were not limited to, reviews of Nebraska State Historical Society records, public 
scoping, field investigations, and archaeological field surveys.  Pedestrian surveys were 
conducted by POWER Engineers in 2015 and 2016 as right-of-entry to private property had been 
obtained.  

Chapter 3.10.1.2 R-Project Section 106 Consultation described the Service’s formal consultation 
process with 19 potentially affected tribes, which began in October 17, 2014.  The Service had 
not included the Cherokee Nation among the list of tribes contacted, because it had not been 
aware of any potential cultural or historic relationship of the Cherokee Nation with the project 
area.  The DEIS also describes the Service’s process for including the Nebraska State Historic 
Preservation Office (Nebraska SHPO) as a cooperating agency and to assist in the Service’s 
compliance with section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, including descriptions of 
site visits, meetings, and correspondences.  

Chapter 3.10. 4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures states that the Service 
prefers avoidance of adverse effects to historic properties by not allowing permanent or 
temporary disturbance from construction activities on or directly adjacent to significant cultural 
resources and by avoiding visual impacts to sites that gain their significance from their setting.  
However, if avoidance is not possible, the Service would consult with the Nebraska SHPO, 
NPPD, and other consulting parties to identify treatment that is reasonable and in the public 
interest.  The DEIS also lists numerous measures that NPPD would implement to avoid, 
minimize, and mitigate potential effects significant cultural resources. 

 

Analysis of the New Information 

Whooping Crane: The Service reviewed and summarized information about the risk of 
whooping cranes colliding with the R-Project transmission line during migration in Section 3.7.7 
Special Status Species, Whooping Crane, of the FEIS.  New information received since the 
DEIS, including information contained in Dr. Davis’ report and the whooping crane satellite 
location data, is discussed in Section 3.7.7.  Furthermore, the Service fully addressed concerns 
about whooping crane impacts, including collision risk, in its response to public comments in our 
Analysis of Public Comments on the DEIS in Concern Statements 5.8-1 through 5.8-9.   

The Service's review of the various methods and best available science continue to conclude that 
the risk of whooping crane collision is low (less than 0.5 whooping cranes over the 50-year life 
of the project).  The Service incorporated the satellite location data and found that the risk 
assessment yielded the same results as methods derived without incorporating the satellite 
location data.  The Service has found no scientifically agreed-upon methodologies that more 
accurately assess whooping crane collision risk than the analyses conducted by the Service.  



NPPD concludes in its HCP that the likelihood of whooping crane collisions with the R-Project 
transmission line is extremely low. The Service concludes that there is no scientifically reliable 
evidence that take of whooping cranes from collision with the R-Project transmission line is 
reasonably certain to occur.   

Therefore, we determined that information provided about whooping cranes does not meet the 
criteria for supplementing our EIS under 40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1).  Specifically, we did not make 
substantial changes to the proposed action as a result of the new information after publication of 
the DEIS (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(i)), because subsequent evaluation did not change the Service’s 
conclusion that the risk of collision by whooping cranes is low. For the same reason, the new 
information and its use in the Service’s evaluations subsequent to the DEIS do not have bearing 
on the proposed action and its impacts described in the DEIS (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(ii). 

Wind Energy: The Service revised Chapter 4, Cumulative Impacts, of the FEIS based 
public comments on the DEIS to include additional information about the cumulative effects of 
future wind energy development, describe a typical wind farm development, and analyze general 
impacts associated with such a development for each environmental resource category evaluated 
in the FEIS.  Furthermore, the Service fully addressed concerns about impacts from potential 
wind development resulting from the R-Project in its response to public comments in our 
Analysis of Public Comments on the DEIS in Concern Statements 5.16-1 and specifically 
potential wind development in Cherry County in 5.16-2.  Further responses regarding wind 
energy development are in Concern Statements 5.6-15; 5.7-2 and 6; 5.11-3; 5.16-4; 5.16-5 
through 5.16-10; 5.22-5, 6, and 14; and 5.26-1 and 6.   

Based on concerns expressed in DEIS public comments, the Service explored existing 
information on parcels of leased or invested lands for the purposes of wind energy development 
in Cherry County and a number of wind development projects being considered in Nebraska, as 
summarized on the Nebraska Energy Office website referenced in a public comment. The 
Nebraska Energy Office website lists the following information about a wind project being 
considered in Cherry County, which the public commenter refers to as the BSH Cascade, LLC 
project: “One hundred forty–seven (147) turbines are to be constructed for the Cherry County 
Wind Farm from July 2018 to July 2020 by Bluestem Energy Solutions. The turbines will be 
located in southeast Cherry County near Thedford (NEO 2018a).” However, the Service was not 
able to find any publicly available information that specifically describes the status of this 
potential project, its specific potential location, or other details essential to analyzing the specific 
cumulative impacts it might pose. Leases or invested lands, meetings between local boards and 
developers, evaluations from the FAA, and registration of meteorological equipment towers are 
not sufficient information to analyze the specific potential impacts of these activities in a 
cumulative impacts analysis.  

Overall, the specific locations and details of reasonably foreseeable future wind development 
activities are unknown, except for the Thunderhead Wind Energy Center, which is the only wind 
energy project located in the analysis area with a signed interconnection agreement. Therefore, 
while wind development as a type of action may be reasonably foreseeable, there is insufficient 
information in terms of the number of projects, their configuration, whether funding exists, 
whether environmental reviews have occurred, and whether permits have been issued or power 
purchase agreements entered into to provide a detailed analysis regarding wind development in 
the FEIS.  



The R-Project transmission line has a designed capacity to carry a certain amount of energy, 
regardless of the generation source. The capacity is also dynamic, i.e., constantly fluctuating. In 
an interconnected transmission system, the entire system must be analyzed under various loading 
scenarios and contingency events to determine whether sufficient transmission capacity is 
available to provide incremental generator interconnection service. Thus, it is impossible to 
predict the number of turbines that the R-Project would be able to accommodate or to predict 
what other loads or supplies could also materialize that would consume the capacity of the line.   

At this time, NPPD is not proposing to construct any transmission lines, distribution lines, or 
substations to connect the R-Project to any specific wind energy project(s). Future wind energy 
development projects that interconnect to the R-Project may trigger permits or other 
authorizations from federal agencies; these subsequent federal agency actions (e.g., issuance of a 
permit for take of a federally listed species or authorization to connect to a federally owned and 
managed transmission line) may require additional NEPA documentation. Because the R-Project 
would be in place at that time, existing impacts from the R-Project would be considered in the 
analysis for that project.  

We determined that information that MG&E provided about wind energy development does not 
meet the criteria for supplementing our EIS under 40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1).  First, the Service did 
not make substantial changes to the proposed action as a result of the new information after 
publication of the DEIS (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(i)).  The information regarding wind development 
in the letters from MG&E and Mr. Trimble did not provide details on any specific future wind 
projects.  Thus, the Service did not receive informations sufficient for analyses of impacts 
beyond a general cumulative effects analysis of future potential wind development, nor did the 
Service find sufficient details in further investigation of potential wind energy projects conducted 
after receiving public comments on the DEIS.   Second, the Service determined that the 
information provided in the letters does not trigger a supplemental EIS because it does not 
provide “significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and 
bearing on the proposed action or its impacts.”   The information in the letters is not considered 
“significant new circumstances or information” (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(ii)) relevant for a 
supplemental EIS because the letters did not provide sufficient details for meaningful analyses of 
directs and indirect effects of reasonably foreseeable future wind energy development.  
Moreover, the information in the letters is not significantly new; public commenters submitted 
similar concerns regarding the general potential of future wind energy development in the R-
Project area.  We addressed these concerns through changes in the FEIS and in responses to 
public comment.  Thus, many of the concerns raised in the letters were already addressed 
through the regular public comment process on the DEIS.   

Cultural and Historic Resources: MG&E’s letter asserts that new information, not 
addressed in the DEIS, indicates that remains of gold prospectors are “near the Sutherland ruts, 
directly in the path of the R-Project.”  The letter cites an article in the North Platte Telegraph for 
this information.  Based on the information in the article along with historic records, we 
determined that the referenced remains of the eight prospectors who died of cholera are the ones 
described by the Cherokee Nation in a letter to us of July 6, 2018 (Attachment B).   

The exact location of the remains in relation to the R-Project is unknown.  In a July 6, 2018, 
letter, the Cherokee Nation stated that the remains are thought to be near the I-80 eastbound exit 



near Sutherland, which appears to be west of the transmission line route.  In their letter, the 
Cherokee Nation requested discussing whether surveys with non-invasive methods may be 
necessary if the undertaking cannot avoid the area where the remains may occur.  The Service 
will continue tribal consultation with the Cherokee Nation as requested.  NPPD’s stated intention 
is to avoid impacts to these graves by micro-siting should they be discovered to be within the 
project area. 

Furthermore, The Programmatic Agreement between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), The Nebraska State Historic Preservation Office (NE SHPO), Nebraska Public Power 
District (NPPD), and The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) regarding the 
Federal Undertaking Associated with the Construction, Maintenance, and Operation of the R-
Project 345 kilovolt Transmission Line (R-Project) (Programmatic Agreement) provides specific 
steps to respond to unanticipated discovery of human remains.  These steps will ensure the 
Service and NPPD will comply with the Unmarked Human Burial Sites and Skeletal Remains 
Protection Act, Neb. Rev. Stat. §§ 12-1201 to 12-1212. 

Thus, we determined that the criteria for supplementing the DEIS under 40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1) 
have not been met.  Specifically, as a result of the information about the remains that were 
brought to light after we published the DEIS, no substantial changes to the proposed action were 
made (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(i)).  Following the terms of the Programmatic Agreement, 
continuing tribal consultation, and micro-siting to avoid remains, if discovered, would not 
represent a substantial changes to the action.  Although this new information about the existence 
of the remains is important, it does not have bearing on the proposed action and its impacts 
described in the DEIS (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(iI)), because our combined efforts for tribal 
consultation with the Cherokee Nation, implementing Programmatic Agreement procedures, and 
NPPD’s goal to avoid impacting the remains are anticipated to result in no impacts additional to 
or different from those analyzed in the DEIS.  

 

Summary of the Service’s Conclusion 

Here we summarize the basis of our conclusions for each trigger for supplementing an EIS under 
40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1) and CEQ’s Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's NEPA 
Regulations, March 23, 1981.   

The agency makes substantial changes to the proposed action that are relevant to environmental 
concerns (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(i)) 

● Substantial changes were not made to the proposed action as a result of the new 
information regarding whooping crane collision risk after publication of the DEIS, 
because subsequent evaluation did not change the Service’s conclusion that the risk of 
collision by whooping cranes is low. 

● Substantial changes were not made to the proposed action as a result of information 
regarding wind energy development, because details were not available on any specific 
wind projects sufficient for analyses of impacts beyond a cumulative effects analysis of 
future potential wind development in general, nor did the Service find sufficient details in 



further investigation of potential wind energy projects conducted after receiving public 
comments on the DEIS. 

● Substantial changes were not made to the proposed action as a result of the new 
information on the potential existence of remains of members of the Cherokee Nation 
near the project area, because following the terms of the Programmatic Agreement, 
continuing tribal consultation, and micro-siting to avoid remains, if discovered, would not 
represent a substantial changes to the action. 

There are significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and 
bearing on the proposed action or its effects (40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(ii)). 

● Because subsequent evaluation of the new information did not change the Service’s 
conclusion that the risk of collision by whooping cranes is low, this information does not 
have bearing on the proposed action or its effects.. 

● The information on potential wind energy development provided in the letters is not 
considered “significant new circumstances,” because it did not provide sufficient details 
for meaningful analyses of directs and indirect effects.  However, the Service addressed 
similar information provided during the public comment period in the FEIS and 
responses to public comments.  While the information in the letters is “relevant to 
environmental concerns,” it does not provide “significant new circumstances or 
information.”  

● Although this new information about the existence of the remains of members of the 
Cherokee Nation is important, it does not have bearing on the proposed action and its 
impacts described in the DEIS, because our combined efforts for tribal consultation with 
the Cherokee Nation, implementing Programmatic Agreement procedures, and NPPD’s 
goal to avoid impacting the remains are anticipated to result in no impacts additional to or 
different from those analyzed in the DEIS. 

The agency adds a new alternative that is outside the spectrum of alternatives already analyzed 
(Question 29b,CEQ, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's NEPA Regulations, March 
23, 1981). 

● The Service has not added a new alternative outside the spectrum of alternatives already 
analyzed. 

In conclusion, the information provided in MG&E’s letter on whooping crane collision risk, 
wind energy development, and historic and cultural resources did not result in substantial 
changes to the proposed action, cause us to add a new alternative, have bearing on the proposed 
action and the Service’s assessment of impacts, or result in significant effects outside the range 
of effects already analyzed.  Therefore, the Service has determined that supplementing the DEIS 
is not required.  
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H I S T ORY  ( / H I S T ORY/ )

P ROJ E C T S  ( / P ROJ E C T S / )

PA RT N E R S
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C OM M U N I T Y  T RU S T
( / C OM M U N I T Y-T RU S T/ )

History of Cherry County Wind

In January of 2010 the Cherry County Board of Commissioners

appointed three individuals to research and discuss the potential

impacts and opportunities of wind energy development in Cherry

County. By year’s end this committee grew to nine members. The

committee determined that there was significant interest in

landowner-directed local development and Cherry County Wind

Energy Association was formed in early 2011.

To ensure the fullest participation, multiple forms of outreach

were undertaken:

Letters of invitation were sent to all Cherry County

landowners with more than 100 acres.

Two Board Members of the Association spoke on several

radio appearances.

Public informational meetings were held in Thedford,

Mullen, Nenzel, and Valentine.

In 2012 the Association moved to form Cherry County Wind,

LLC to develop wind energy projects on member lands, with the

top priority of preserving the environmental health of the region

and maximizing the benefits to the broader community. Members

include 70 landowners representing close to 450,000 acres.

 

Cherry County Wind Begins

News Stories Chronicling the Founding of Cherry

County Wind

Cherry County Wind, LLC (/)

http://www.cherrycountywind.com/history/
http://www.cherrycountywind.com/projects/
http://www.cherrycountywind.com/partners/
http://www.cherrycountywind.com/community-trust/
http://www.cherrycountywind.com/
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COUNTY WIND COMMITTEE MEETS

Tuesday, 14 December 2010 08:43

The Cherry County Wind Committee metMonday evening at the Cherry

County Court House.  The group is in its infancy and continues to

explore topics such as transmission lines, wind associations, legal issuesand

other topics.  One of the main topics of discussion has been making sure

that wind energy is beneficial for everyone in Cherry County with possible

reduction of total reliance on property taxes.  Committee President

George Johnson reported on the Nebraska Wind Energy Conference he

attended last month in Kearney.  Johnson reported that there were several

good presentations and lots of excitement about wind energy potential in

Nebraska.  Cherry County has long been recognized for energy

development potential.   The next meeting of the Cherry County Wind

Committee will be January 10th. 

 

CHERRY COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MEET

Wednesday, 08 December 2010 10:50

The Cherry County Board of Commissioners met in regular session on

November 30th. Tim Gentile, Bryan Herrick and Gary Weaver provided

an update on the Justice Center construction.  They discussed some

additional cameras, floor finishing and timelines for moving the dispatch

equipment and the Sheriff ’s office.  It was the consensus of the Board to

allow Chairman Van Winkle to sign the formalized change request orders

that were approved at a previous meeting.

Commissioner Jerry Adamson moved to enter into a lease agreement with

a purchase option through Union Bank and Trust for a 2006 Caterpillar

loader with the trade-in of a 1985 Cat loader and a 48 month financing

M d
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arrangement.  Motion carried.

Gary Weaver presented some information from CBM Managed Services

proposing to contract for food service operations for the Justice Center.  It

was the consensus of the Board to research the matter further before

making a decision.

The Board discussed the need for a site where the County could store and

mix oil millings.

 Commissioner Jerry Adamson moved to authorize Chairman of the

Board Van Winkle to work with the County Attorney to negotiate terms

and enter into an agreement on behalf of the Cherry County Board to

acquire approximately 6.7 acres of land near Valentine to be used by the

County Road Department

The Board further discussed the Rockford Bridge and the possibility of

making some improvements to the roads in the area.  No formal Board

action was required at this time.

County Attorney Eric Scott, Rusty Osburn and Gary Weaver discussed

the concept of a County Corrections Board.  Commissioner Van Winkle

moved to create the Cherry County Board of Corrections pursuant to

Nebraska Revised Statute with the Board to become effective January 1,

2011.  Motion carried. 

Commissioner Jerry Adamson moved to accept the written resignation

submitted by Jack Ravenscroft from the office of Cherry County Zoning

Administrator, effective Dec. 1, 2010.   

The Board discussed the membership of the newly formed wind

committee.  Commissioner Jerry Adamson moved to appoint Matt Coble,

George Johnson, Todd Adamson, Adam Fischer, Mike Burge and Gary

Garvin to the Cherry County Wind Advisory Committee

 

CHERRY COUNTY WIND ENERGY



Tuesday, 08 February 2011 06:24

The Cherry County Wind Energy Committee met with NPPD

Chief Operating Officer Pat Pope and other NPPD

representatives Monday night to discuss the potential for wind

energy in the county. The committee has been directed by the

Cherry County Commissioners to help research and direct

potential wind energy development. At last nights meeting, Mr.

Pope gave the committee direction on working with the

Southwest Power Pool to help facilitate transmission lines in

Cherry County to export energy produced by the area. It could be

5 to 7 years before proposed lines are actually constructed. NPPD

has a goal of 10% of energy generated being from renewable

sources by the year 2020.

 

Cherry County Wind Energy

Friday, 22 April 2011 05:58

The Cherry County Wind Energy Committee, appointed by the

Cherry County Commissioners, met with three representatives of

Nebraska Public Power District on Wednesday to discuss wind

energy development in Cherry County. John O'Connor and Dave

Rich from NPPD were the main presenters and covered

opportunities and challenges in the development of wind power

in Nebraska and more specifically in Cherry County. NPPD has a

goal of 10% renewable energy by the year 2020. Currently only

2% of energy comes from wind power in Nebraska. Mr.

O'Connor sated that there are basically four areas to explore:

prove the wind potential is there, transmission lines for export of

power, environmental aspects and community support. The local

committee will continue to approach this endeavor as a long term

project which could have multiple benefits to the community.

 



 

Wind Energy in Cherry County

Tuesday, 09 August 2011 05:09

The Cherry County Wind Energy Committee, appointed by the

Cherry County Commissioners, met last evening for a regular

meeting. The group continues to work on the two main areas of

concern which include transmission lines and landowner

association. In order for wind energy to work in Cherry County

the Southwest Power Pool has to agree to move a proposed

transmission line north so electricity can be transmitted out of the

county to other parts of the country that need it. It is also

important for landowners to work together in dealing with

potential wind energy developers to ensure that they get the best

deal for their wind. At the direction of the County

Commissioners, the group will continue to toward positive

development of wind energy in Cherry County.

 

WIND ENERGY IN CHERRY COUNTY

Tuesday, 15 November 2011 06:57

Cherry County Landowners should have received a letter in the mail

introducing the Cherry County Wind Energy Association and

announcing a couple of upcoming informational meetings.

The Wind Energy Association is a non-profit organization dedicated to

promoting wind energy development in Cherry County. The Association

is the result of a directive of the Cherry County Commissioners that led to

the formation of a Wind Advisory Committee in March of 2010. 

Informational meetings will be held in Valentine on November 21, 5:00

CT, at the Niobrara Lodge, and in Mullen on November 22, 5:00 MT at

the Bullseye. Landowners interested in learning about: prospects for wind

d l l d l l



energy development, new transmission line development, environmental

issues, plans to maintain local control, and who will benefit, are

encouraged to attend.

The Association members are actively planning a large wind energy

development in Cherry County. The Board of Directors of the Association

intends that the wind energy development directly benefit all Association

landowner members. Association membership will be available for a

limited time. If you are unable to attend either of the meetings, contact

one of the Board members for more information or Chairman George

Johnson 402-823-4067.  Other board members include:

Matt Coble, Gary Garvin, Todd Adamson, John Hansen, Mark Adamson,

Mike Burge, Tom Cooper, Adam Fischer.

 

WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION
ACCEPTING SIGN UPS

Wednesday, 14 December 2011 11:53

The Cherry County Wind Energy Association is continuing to

accept sign up forms for acres in the new landowner association.

The deadline to submit acres is Thursday, December 15th. At this

time the board needs a commitment of the number of acres only,

and not the legal description. There is a $100 fee that goes along

with becoming a member of the association which will be used to

offset initial costs of the landowner association. If you need more

information contact a board member including; George Johnson,

Todd Adamson, Matt Coble, Tom Cooper, Mark Adamson or

Mike Burge. Sign up forms can be mailed or dropped off to those

board members.

 

THEDFORD WIND ENERGY
MEETING



Tuesday, 06 December 2011 08:00

About 35 area landowners and interested people attended the

informational meeting last evening in Thedford, to hear about a

plan for wind energy development in Cherry County.  The

Cherry County Wind Energy Association hosted the meeting.  At

this time the association in a non-profit organization with a goal

of distributing information about a potential large wind

development project for Cherry County and signing up

landowners who are interested in being part of the association. 

The Southwest Power Pool will decide in January if they will build

a 345 kilo-volt transmission line through Cherry County in the

next ten years.  If this line is approved for construction, it will

open the doors for a very large wind development in the county

and the landowners association would evolve into a for profit

organization.  The Wind Association would represent member

landowners in negotiations with potential developers who can be

difficult to deal with.  Because of the approach the local

association will take to negotiations, profits could be higher for

local property owners.  December is the deadline to return forms

to pledge acres for the association.  For more information contact

one of the committee members, Matt Coble, Todd Adamson,

Gary Garvin, Tom Cooper, Todd Adamson, George Johnson,

Mark Adamson, Adam Fischer or Mike Burge. 

 

FIRST WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION
MEETING HELD

Tuesday, 22 November 2011 06:26

About 70 area landowners and interested people attended the

informational meeting last evening to hear about a plan for wind

energy development in Cherry County. The Cherry County

Wind Energy Association hosted the meeting at the Niobrara



Lodge in Valentine and will host another meeting tonight in

Mullen at 5 Pm Mountain time. At this time the association in a

non-profit organization with a goal of distributing information

about a potential large wind development project for Cherry

County and signing up landowners who are interested in being

part of the association. The Southwest Power Pool will decide in

January if they will build a 345 kilo-volt transmission line

through Cherry County in the next ten years. If this line is

approved for construction, it will open the doors for a very large

wind development in the county and the landowners association

would evolve into a for profit organization. The Wind Association

would represent member landowners in negotiations with

potential developers who can be difficult to deal with. Because of

the approach the local association will take to negotiations, profits

could be higher for local property owners. The informational

meeting tonight in Mullen will be held at the Bullseye at 5 PM

local time. 

Cherry County’s first wind turbine will be erected west of Valentine this

week. The turbine will supply the City of Valentine with 1.85 megawatts

of electricity when it goes online in the very near future.  The city signed a

long term contract to purchase the power in an effort to reduce the peak

electric rates paid to NPPD during the winter heating season.  This peak

rate determines the overall kilowatt per hour rate paid by utility customers

all year long. The goal is to reduce the overall rate per kilowatt for

residents served by city power. The turbine will be erected on private land

approximately 3 miles west of Valentine and south of Highway 20. The

project is located on lands enrolled in the Cherry County Wind Energy

Association which formed out of a directive from the Cherry County

Commissioners to direct the development of wind energy in the county in

a positive manner. The association represents numerous landowners in

Cherry County that are interested in wind energy development.

  

Wednesday, 02 July 2014 09:30



Cherry County’s first wind turbine has started the erection

process. The turbine will supply the City of Valentine with 1.85

megawatts of electricity when it goes online. The city signed a

long term Power Purchase Agreement with Bluestem Sandhills,

LLC in November. The goal is to diversify power sources and

provide a long-term hedge against rising energy costs for the

citizens of Valentine. The turbine will be erected on private land

approximately 3 miles west of Valentine and south of Highway

20. The turbine will produce enough energy to power

approximately 400 homes a year, and supply roughly 10-15% of

Valentine’s power. The project is located on lands enrolled in the

Cherry County Wind Energy Association which formed out of a

directive from the Cherry County Commissioners to direct the

development of wind energy in the county in a positive manner.

The association represents numerous landowners in Cherry

County that are interested in wind energy development.

 

Friday, 05 September 2014 05:11

An official ribbon cutting ceremony for the new wind turbine

west of Valentine, will take place this Wednesday, September 10 at

5:30 p.m. at the Valentine Wind Project Site, 3 miles west of

Valentine. There will be a large tent for the ribbon cutting if there

is inclement weather.

The public is invited to attend the ribbon cutting, which will

include short remarks from the representative of the site’s

developer, Bluestem Sandhills, LLC. Various elected officials and

representatives from the Valentine area are expected to attend the

ceremony. The project was constructed in cooperation with

Cherry County Wind Energy Association.

A GE wind turbine was installed this summer by Bluestem

Sandhills, LLC, which owns and operates the turbine. Bluestem

Sandhills, LLC, signed a power purchase agreement in January



with the City of Valentine in an effort to reduce overall electric

rates for city customers. Bluestem Sandhills, LLC, is responsible

for maintenance of the turbine.

Please contact Nicole McDermott at
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http://www.nptelegraph.com/news/local_news/nppd-historical-society-working-to-preserve-oregon-trail-
ruts/article_fe59e9d0-4987-11e8-9b2e-67b1e8460a42.html

NPPD, historical society working to preserve Oregon Trail ruts

By Irene North BH News Service  Apr 26, 2018

Buy NowThe twin brick strips and steel hoops beyond testify to the Oregon Trail's path on O'Fallon's Bluff, now home to
an Interstate 80 rest area near Sutherland.

Todd von Kampen / BH News Service

SUTHERLAND — A group of Cherokee and whites were traveling along what was then
known as the Great Platte River Road. It was part of the Oregon-California Trail and they
were headed west. They became a�licted with cholera and passed away near Sutherland.

The group was made up of Cherokee, led by Dr. Jeter Lynch Thompson, one of the first
Cherokee medical doctors, and a group from Missouri, led by Judge Lewis Bolling Tully. At
one point, 14 members traveled ahead of the main company and were a�licted with
cholera. Eight of them perished.
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https://windexchange.energy.gov/policies-incentives?id=6512
https://windexchange.energy.gov/policies-incentives?id=6519
https://windexchange.energy.gov/policies-incentives?id=6508
https://windexchange.energy.gov/policies-incentives?state=ne


https://windexchange.energy.gov/maps-data/80
https://windexchange.energy.gov/training


https://windexchange.energy.gov/windforschools
https://windexchange.energy.gov/rrc/national
mailto:windexchange@nrel.gov
http://www.nrel.gov/
https://windexchange.energy.gov/rrc/national


https://windexchange.energy.gov/rrc/national
http://www.cleanegroup.org/
https://hprcc.unl.edu/index.php


http://www.neo.ne.gov/renew/wind.htm
http://windcoalition.org/
http://www.cleanjobsmidwest.com/
https://windexchange.energy.gov/small-wind-guidebook
https://www.awea.org/resources/statefactsheets.aspx?itemnumber=890
http://www.e2.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/CleanJobsAmerica_FINAL.pdf


http://www.e2.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/CleanJobsAmerica_FINAL.pdf
http://windenergyfoundation.org/about-wef/wind-vision/wind-vision-resources/
https://windexchange.energy.gov/publications
https://windexchange.energy.gov/news/6847
https://windexchange.energy.gov/news/6675
https://windexchange.energy.gov/news/6545
https://windexchange.energy.gov/news-events


https://windexchange.energy.gov/contact-us/
https://energy.gov/eere/wind/wind-energy-technologies-office
https://energy.gov/eere
https://energy.gov/about-us/web-policies/privacy
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