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More proof of green energy's fraudulent research 
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Comments on the Fountain Wind Project Draft Environmental 

Impact Report                                                                                                                                                                                      

In these Fountain Wind comments are clear reasons why Shasta County must 

reject this DEIR, the wind industry’s history of mortality impact research, and all 

the dismal studies relied upon for this DEIR.  I will give plenty of scientific reasons 

why Shasta County should never rely on or condone the false analysis presented 

in this DEIR.  Instead, Shasta County should follow environmental law and 

demand new credible studies so the public will know what impacts to expect 

from this project and the hidden impacts actually occurring to special status 

species from the Hatchet wind project.  Only then will it be known what impacts 

can be reasonably expected from the Fountain Wind project.     

My comments are based upon nearly 5 decades of expert observations, being 

a raptor expert and research. These comments are both factual and based 

upon scientific principles.   I will show time and again why the opinions given in 

the DEIR are not based upon facts, true research and any reasonable 

observations or expectations.   

 

But as bad as the content of this DEIR is, it does serve one useful purpose for the 

residents of Shasta County.  This DEIR has put Shasta County on notice that 

credible studies have to be conducted. Otherwise a massive industrial blight with 

horrendous negative impacts, that are far greater than what’s being presented 

in this DEIR, will be headed to this county.   

 

The many impacts hidden and the few that are disclosed will have a profound 

impact on Shasta County residents and its wildlife species.  The decision to 

approve a massive project that will blight Shasta county for generations to 

come, really should have been put to a county wide vote.  The decision to 

accept such blight, the hidden impacts, the rigged research and a mountain of 

wind industry lies by omission should be up to voters.  
 

 

 



 
 

 

If not for independent eye witnesses, not bound by wind industry or government 

gag orders, these images of eagles killed by wind turbines would have never 

been disclosed to the public.  
 

 



 
 



 
 

The Fountain Wind DEIR is both a research and disclosure disaster  

 
This EIR has not been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code [Pub. Res. Code] 

§21000 et seq.) and its implementing regulations, the CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of 

Regulations [Cal. Code Regs.] §15000 et seq.). CEQA requires state and local government agencies to 

consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they have discretionary authority before 

taking action on those projects. Shasta County, as lead agency, considered the potential impacts of the 

Project in an Initial Study before determining that an EIR would provide the appropriate level of CEQA 



documentation for the Project. The Initial Study is included in Appendix A of the Scoping Report, which is 

provided as Appendix J of this Draft EIR.  

The overall purposes of the CEQA process are:  

1. Does not disclose to decision-makers and the public the potential significant environmental effects of 

a proposed discretionary project.  

2. Does not prevent or minimize potential damage to the physical environment through the development 

of project alternatives, mitigation measures, and mitigation monitoring.  

3. Does Not Enhance public participation in the environmental review process through scoping meetings, 

public notice, public review, and hearings.  

4. Involve other potentially affected governmental agencies through coordination, early consultations, the 

scoping process, and State Clearinghouse review.  

 

As defined in CEQA Guidelines §15378, a “project” is any action that “has a potential for resulting in 

either a direct physical change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change 

in the environment.” CEQA Guidelines §15093 requires the County, as the lead agency, to balance the 

benefits of a proposed project against any significant unavoidable environmental effects it may have. If 

the benefits of the Project outweigh the significant unavoidable adverse impacts, then the County may 

adopt a statement of overriding considerations that finds the environmental consequences to be 

acceptable in light of the Project’s benefits to the public. The environmental review process as set forth 

under CEQA is outlined below. 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                                

California Environmental law                                                                                                                       

Article 9. Contents of Environmental Impact Reports 

 (a) An EIR must include a description of the physical environmental conditions in the 

vicinity of the project, as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is published, or 

if no notice of preparation is published, at the time environmental analysis is 

commenced, from both a local and regional perspective. This environmental setting will 

normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which a lead agency 

determines whether an impact is significant. The description of the environmental 

setting shall be no longer than is necessary to an understanding of the significant 

effects of the proposed project and its alternatives. 

(c) Knowledge of the regional setting is critical to the assessment of environmental 

impacts. Special emphasis should be placed on environmental resources that are rare 

or unique to that region and would be affected by the project. The EIR must 

demonstrate that the significant environmental impacts of the proposed project were 

adequately investigated and discussed and it must permit the significant effects of the 

project to be considered in the full environmental context. 

 



Federal Environmental Law  •  Part 1502. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

STATEMENT  

•  Section 1502.24. Methodology and scientific accuracy.                                                                                                                                                                                   

 …….“Agencies shall insure the professional integrity, including scientific integrity, of the 

discussions and analyses in environmental impact statements. They shall identify any 

methodologies used and shall make explicit reference by footnote to the scientific and 

other sources relied upon for conclusions in the statement. An agency may place 

discussion of methodology in an appendix.”             

Shasta County Supervisors will be voting on this project and I want them to fully 

understand that the impact information supplied on behalf of the Fountain Wind 

Development is not true, scientific or even remotely accurate. CEQA law has no 

provisions that allow for Shasta County to accept to any biased, unscientific and 

contrived research created to achieve predetermined nonfactual results. CEQA 

does not allow research to be rigged so significant effects can be hidden from 

decision makers and the public. Yet this rigging is taking place and it is so easy 

to prove.                                             

While Draft EIR for the Fountain Wind Project does in a small way describe the 

applicant’s proposed project; discuss potential significant direct, indirect, and 

cumulative impacts to the environment; and discuss ways to avoid or reduce 

potential significant impacts……………. It does not discuss ways to avoid or 

reduce hidden impacts.   What this DEIR refers to as “significant” really tells the 

public almost nothing of the devastation to species that will and have already 

taken place. The discussions and opinions are based upon fraudulent research 

designed to conceal facts.   Reality has been deliberately hidden from the 

public and Shasta county planners.  

Most importantly in this DEIR, Shasta County has been asked to look or at the 

impact information supplied for the Hatchet Wind Project, to determine the 

possible impacts for this new and much larger project.   

While at some point in the future, Shasta County Supervisors should look to 

Hatchet Ridge when considering a new wind project, now is not the time.  The 

primary reason, the 3-year mortality studies conducted for Hatchet Ridge have 

been an orchestrated coverup.  

                                                                                                                                 

Impact research provided from the Hatchet Ridge turbines deliberately avoided 

scientific principles, good judgment, full disclosure and accurate observations. 

Hatchet Research may have met the requirements of our colluding government 

agencies, but sadly Hatchet Ridge research was just one more example of the 



wind industry’s version of research, specifically designed to hide their mortality to 

species.   

In this DEIR there is a list of several hundred past wind industry mortality studies. 

Shasta County Supervisors can choose any 5-10 of these studies they wish and I 

will show them the ways that the industry rigged them to conceal turbine 

mortality.  Some of these studies and their rigging will be discussed later in these 

comments.  

 

 

I will start with an overview of the Hatchet Ridge post construction impact 

research. I will also prove that the opinions submitted for the approval of 

Fountain wind project are not true and the post construction mortality studies 

conducted at Hatchet Ridge were not even close to being scientifically 

credible. 

For 10 years the public and Shasta County Supervisors have had no idea of the 

real impacts to species that have been taking place up on Hatchet Ridge. 

Contrived research and the deliberate avoidance of meaningful scientific 

studies have hidden the truth.  Nondisclosure agreements are also to blame and 

if one thinks about it, how could supervisors or the public ever know the truth 

when the people they have to rely on are being silenced? 

I will remind Shasta County officials that pretending to do research is not 

science, deliberately collecting false data is not science, failing to make 

reasonable observations is not science and just because public being exposed 

to this false information, does not make any of it true.  

 Important questions not answered in this DEIR  

What has actually happened to the eagle population and nesting attempts 

around the Hatchet Ridge project since 2010?   

Why did the DEIR not mention that adult and immature bald eagles routinely 

hunt the small creeks holding fish in and around the proposed Fountain wind 

turbine sites?  



Why did the DEIR not mention that the Fountain wind turbines will have tip 

speeds approximately 50% faster than those at Hatchet Ridge turbines, with 

speeds approaching 300 mph?  

Why did the DEIR not mention that the total deadly rotor sweep for the Fountain 

wind project will have over 4 times the deadly cubic rotor sweep of Hatchet 

Ridge?  

Why did the DEIR fail to mention that some turbines will be placed so close to 

creeks that birds and bats hit by blades are likely to be launched into them? 

Why did the Hatchet Ridge studies use carcass searches only out 63 meters from 

turbines, when most carcasses can be found past this limit around 400 ft. 

turbines?  

What has happened to all the occupied raptor nests that were once reported in 

the Hatchet Wind EIR?  

Today in 2020, how close is the nearest occupied nest of any raptor species to 

the Hatchet Ridge turbines?   

Why did researchers avoid looking for Goshawks in all the suitable habitat 

around the Fountain Wind project and not disclose that other Goshawks migrate 

into this habitat annually?  

Why did the DEIR fail to mention that Wind projects do not report fatalities 

except when conducting the industry’s contrived research?   

Why did this DEIR not mention that all turbine mortality reported by this industry 

to species is completely unreliable because USFWS secretly removes carcasses 

like eagles, spotted owls, falcons and goshawks from wind projects?  

Why did this DEIR fail to mention that currently over 3000 eagle carcasses each 

year are being secretly shipped to the Denver Repository and their origin is 

protected by law because this industry’s annihilation is considered a trade 

secret? 

 



 

 

 



 

Why did the DEIR fail to mention the last time the Bald eagle nest located 1 mile 

away from Hatchet turbines at Lake Margaret, was actually occupied and 

successful?  

How many eagle, osprey, owl and goshawk carcasses have been secretly 

picked up around the Hatchet turbines by wind farm personnel and USFWS 

agents over the last 10 years?   

Why did someone report to me that an abundance of feathers and remains 

can be found in the vegetation near the Hatchet Ridge turbines?   

Why does the DEIR mention so few occupied nests and territories of other raptor 

species living in or near the Fountain Ridge project?   

Why did the DEIR fail to mention the status of the Peregrine Falcon nest that had 

been occupied in the Pit River Canyon for decades, if not centuries before the 

Hatchet wind turbines were built? 

Why doesn’t the DEIR mention that most of the bats and raptors located within 

in the project area will be killed off? 

The Fountain Wind DEIR and the research conducted project do not answer any 

of these questions and I have many more.   

 



 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

Shasta County must dismiss all the Hatchet Ridge Studies – 

The studies are not honest. 

A closer look at the research conducted at Hatchet Ridge  

In the image below is a summary of the research methodology that was set up 

for the Hatchet Ridge mortality study.  

“Twenty-two turbines searched biweekly with standardized searches with the 

remaining 22 searched on a monthly search interval”? 

 It did not happen. Linear transects may have been set up but they are 

meaningless when the bad weather hits or snow is piling up on the ground for 



months.  

  

Despite what the 3 -year Mortality report from Hatchet Ridge states, 

standardized carcass searches were not preformed around these turbines at all 

times of the year as the study suggests.  Having lived in this Intermountain area 

for 18 years, I know that due to weather, deep snow, it is impossible to complete 

this study methodology under these conditions.  On Hatchet Ridge these 

conditions can exist for months from Nov through April and even into May. 

  



 

  

The Hatchet Ridge study was severely interrupted and altered by weather 

related conditions.  But not a word is mentioned about bad weather, 3-4 feet of 

snow being on the ground or having to shut down or alter searches in any way. 

A credible study would have mentioned this, especially since carcasses were 

being covered with snow.  Other studies do mention bad weather and having to 

curtail searches because of fog, rain, lightening, sleet high winds and snow but 

not according to the contrived Hatchet Ridge studies.  

Below are a few quotes from several mortality studies discussing search 

cancellations and from areas of lower elevation than Hatchet Ridge…  

 



  

 

 



 

  

 

Below are a few snowpack readings from Snow Mountain, located just 5.5 miles 

from the Hatchet Ridge wind project. Snowpack readings show several feet of 



snow being present for months at a time at nearly the same location and 

elevation as Hatchet Ridge.   

 

 



The mortality surveys and search protocol claimed to have taken place at 

Hatchet Ridge, never did.  But even if every survey had been conducted, the 

methodology used for the Hatchet Ridge studies was still designed to hide most 

of the mortality taking place.  

The Hatchet Ridge Studies used Rigged study 

methodologies that hid mortality 

The information below about Ice shedding from blades was mentioned in the 

Fountain DEIR. Information like this can give Shasta County an idea of how far 

carcasses can be launched from hundreds of feet up on a windy ridge by a 

turbine blade. Keep in mind the huge turbine being proposed for the Fountain 

project will be spinning with tip speeds approaching 300 MPH (not disclosed in 

DEIR), and at least 50% faster than the turbines studied in the Swiss Alps. Blades 

will also be nearly 700 feet in the air.   

 

These numbers from the Swiss Alps study illustrate the power of these huge 

turbines blades. This power also sends carcasses flying great distances. A small 

bird hit by a spinning turbine blade in high winds can travel hundreds of meters. 

For those that do not believe this, drop a 2-3 ounce bird carcass off the I-5/Pit 

River bridge during high winds and then propel another out into the wind in 



several directions. You will be amazed. The industry has known all this for 

decades, and they have delibertly avoided research to show this and have 

designed studies to use tiny search areas that will miss most carcasses. Hatchet 

Ridge pulled this same trick with their 400 ft turbines.   

The USFWS is also aware of this but will also say nothing nor will this agency 

conduct or require any credible turbine mortality research.   

As scripted, the research conducted at Hatchet Ridge showed no significant 

mortality impacts. Hopefully, Shasta County officials will not use this industry’s 

contrived research, and then proceed with a fraudulent mitigation process for 

the Fountain Project.  After all, how can Shasta County officials or anyone for 

that matter, fairly mitigate turbine impacts with so many lies on sitting the table?  

The 400 ft. turbines installed at Hatchet Ridge really can send carcasses over 200 

meters from towers.  Yet for Hatchet Ridge research, most fatality searches were 

limited to clear areas that reached out to about 63 meters.   

                                                                                                                                             

Unlike wind turbine research, past communication tower research, reached out 

1 ½ times the maximum tower height from bases and carcasses searches were 

daily.  Not with the 400-foot turbines Hatchet Ridge.  Carcasses searches were 

restricted to small areas with searches extended out every two weeks and in 

some cases a month.  This massive flaw allowed extended periods of time for 

turbine carcasses to disappear from tiny search areas by industry insiders or by 

beast.    Currently wind industry research allows carcasses to be picked up by 

industry insiders.                                                                

                                                                                                                                            

Speaking of beasts, the Hatchet ridge location is somewhat unique because of 

the abundance of ground predators that exist in this habitat. The Hatchet Ridge 

location is inhabited by bears, foxes, martins, coyotes, bobcats, and Mt lions 

along with many other flying scavengers.  Under these search conditions, if not 

first found by an employee, a special status species or an endangered species 

that happened to be killed by turbines, would probably never be found.   

None of these ground predators and a multitude of others factors are even 

mentioned in the Hatchet Ridge mortality reports. Just their contrived and 

meaningless scavenger removal studies, But I know the foot prints of all these 

animals were there to seen because the smell of a bloody turbine carcass, will 

bring them in from miles away.  But typical of wind energy research, many 

important things like this are not even mentioned because this industry’s so-

called research, is actually a fabricated stage performance.  For them the less 

they say the better while ignorant readers are dragged into their rigged world of 



hundreds of meaningless pages, fake, data meaningless calculations and 

unethical conclusions.                                                                                                                          

Below is a little more factual information about wind turbine carcass dispersal. It 

illustrates the absurdity of the mortality research that was allowed to be 

conducted at Hatchet Ridge.  It was taken from 3-year study in Solano county.  

While this study was far better than most conducted by the wind industry, it still 

had a number of very serious flaws.   

When compared to the Hatchet Ridge turbines, the Solano County turbines 

were not only shorter in height, they sat on relatively flat ground, and had 

blades 17 meters shorter that the Hatchet turbines.    This study, like at Hatchet 

Ridge, had infrequent searches but did had search areas completely searched 

in all directions that extended out 105 meters from towers.  This methodology of 

105 meters was still not adequate because fatalities were still being found much 

further out and farming practices were plowing them carcasses into the ground.  

  

Two of the reported fatalities were carcasses that could not be plowed under. A 

golden eagle found at 200 and another155 meters away from these turbines.  

Now look close at this search methodology taken from the study conducted at 

Hatchet Ridge………….. With the search methodology used for Hatchet Ridge, 



they set it up so that at least 2/3 of the carcasses would be missed or if found, 

would be classified as incidental.  Of course, not looking beyond 63 meters and 

by not searching the entire 63-meter area out from turbine bases allowed 

searchers to conveniently miss the majority of carcasses.  

 

 

But most importantly the total area beyond 63 meters, the area where the most 

carcasses from these turbines would be found, was dismissed from the biweekly 

searches.  Now imagine the multitude of wind turbine carcasses and scattered 

remains, that were there to be found, but were never reported from the Hatchet 

ridge turbines. Then there are all the carcasses carted off by the USFWS that 

can’t be reported.                                                                                                                                        

The word "incidental" is important here because it is a trump card for data 

exclusion, being used in wind industry studies.  It also allows wind industry 

personnel to handle, move and even hide carcasses when studies are being 

conducted.  When studies have a week, two weeks or even month intervals, 

wind personnel have reams of time to locate carcasses ahead of searchers.  

These research activities produce fraudulent research data.  For example, at 

Altamont Pass during years of formal studies, dozens of golden eagles killed by 

turbines were excluded from mortality estimates because they have been 

placed in the incidental category. How do these dead eagles get placed in the 

incidental category? Wind personnel went around and picked them up ahead 

of the people doing standardized surveys.         

The Wolfe Island studies conducted by Stantec reported hundreds of carcasses 

being found in their tiny little search areas shown in green below, with just a few 

others reported beyond 50 meters. I believe the furthest carcass distance 

reported was 59 meters.  For 400 ft tall turbines, with 50 meter blades, like at 

Hatchet ridge it’s simply not possible.  



Yet the wind industry with all their trade secret protections, are selling this 

research fraud to the public.                                                                                                       

 
The truth is that wind industry’s mortality research across America has changed 

from bad to worse over the years.  Now carcass or mortality searches used in the 

industry’s fake studies, are generally completed about once per week on the 

clear roads and gravel pads of turbines.      

In order to understand the absurdity of all this, imagine a mailman pulling up to 

a mailbox then glancing at your driveway. In a fraction of a second, a carcass 



sitting there in a mangled heap would be incredibly easy to spot. Now think of 

the hundreds of stops a mailman makes every day. It is about that easy to pre-

scan for carcasses ahead of formal searches.  

Yet in the wind industry’s research now being produced, the industry makes it 

seem so difficult to find anything from the size a bat to an eagle in their search 

areas.   

Spotted owls, Bald Eagles, Goshawks and other raptors 

Hatchet Ridge has been killing off regional raptor populations and some of this 

information does exist in the DEIR to prove it.  Keep in mind the wind industry 

doesn't have to report wind turbine fatalities, so they don’t.  Even so, nesting 

failures and habitat abandonment by special status species should be discussed 

in wind industry EIR’s. This is a well-known but rarely mentioned impact from wind 

turbine developments.  

 

 

No Goshawk nesting or nesting territories were reported in the DEIR. This 

information tells me otherwise. But DEIR studies were deliberately created to 

avoid the most favorable habitat. Habitat well with the mortality footprint of 

both wind projects. There could be active nests 100 yards from turbine sites near 

MF3g and MF6g. But if research avoids looking, the public would never know.  

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

Turbine site locations and critical habitat avoided in DEIR research. 

 



 

 

 



  

 

Besides the Fountain fire burning some of this owl habitat, what has happened to 

all these spotted owl nesting territories reported in the Hatchet Ridge EIR?  

The Fountain Wind DEIR does not say 



 



 

Over the last 4 decades, impact studies disclosing turbine related species 

devastation from nesting failures and habitat abandonment, has been probably 

avoided the most by this industry. Empty habitat is legacy of all these projects 

and they know it. They also know that empty habitat attracts new inhabitants 

that also end up getting killed by turbine blades.  The industry had proof 

decades ago when the eagles were killed off in and around Altamont. An 

insider told me golden eagles on occasion have attempted to nest within the 86 

square mile area of the Altamont Wind Resource Area, but they fail.  

 

An honest raptor survey around the Hatchet turbines will show abandoned 

habitat far beyond ridgeline turbine locations.  

 

The 4,464-acre site reported for Fountain Wind is about 7 square miles and the 

mortality footprint to raptors will not only be far more dangerous to species with 

a much higher density of deadly rotor sweep than at Altamont, because of this 

concentration, the mortality footprint will also reach out many more miles further 

in each direction from turbine locations.   

In fact the Fountain wind project would probably have the highest 

concentration of deadly blade sweep in North America.   

In 2006 before the Hatchet Ridge wind project was built, 23 spotted owl nesting 

territories were reported within 10 miles of the site. Today, the surveys being 

conducted in the same general area for the much larger Fountain Wind Project 



report none. If these owls are gone and not just because of the Fountain Fire, 

the public needs to know. If they sill exist in the habitat that was not surveyed 

close to the project site, the public still needs to know because they will perish. 

 

Those Poor Bats 

There is a lot more that needs to be disclosed in this DEIR. Like the carnage 

coming to all those poor bats living near the streams and creeks.  If post 

operational studies are honest and studies have daily searches of turbines, 

thousands and thousands of bat carcasses will be found.  

 

Regarding bats and turbine mortality, pay close attention to the mortality study I 

mention later that was conducted at the Criterion wind project.  

 With Fountain Wind, most of the bats living around this project and this much 

concentrated rotor sweep, are destined to be wiped out. While Hatchet may 

have only reported 50 or so bats in their contrived mortality research, keep in 

mind that up until Altamont conducted a 4-month study, using tiny 40-meter 

search areas and 2-day search cycles around a group of turbines, only a hand-

full of bats had ever been reported at Altamont. This study methodology 

revealed that Altamont’s 30-90 day search cycles had likely missed many 

thousands of bat carcasses over the years. And with daily searches and larger 

search areas, even more would have found.   

At Altamont the small reported number of bat carcasses, was because most all 

of these tiny carcasses were being eaten or carted off before they could be 

found.  

While daily searches are imperative, ignoring the obvious is not science.                                                                                                              

Results from a 5-year study around thousands of Altamont turbines with ludicrous 

30-90 search cycles. Only 4 bats were found.  

 

   

 

 



  
 

 
 

 
 



 
 

If the Bat Acoustic survey had positioned all their equipment in open areas near 

water with clearings, the total bat passes in this survey would have easily been 

several hundred thousand. The MF3g site shows this.  Wind Biologists also know 

this and when bat surveys are conducted, they try to locate equipment away 

from the best bat feeding locations.  I have examples that show this research 

pattern in other studies. Of course, the bats living near MF3g will be annihilated 

by at least 5 of the Fountain Wind turbines, that will be locate along this creek 

site. 

 



 

 

The importance of daily searches 

In 2011 the Criterion wind project conducted a 7-month mortality study around 

28 turbines. With daily searches in tiny search areas, that amounted to about a 

40-meter area out from towers, they still found 664 bat carcasses in these small 

search areas.  These turbines, like the Hatchet Ridge turbines, had a rotor sweep 

of 100 meters and search areas should have been accounted for bats being 

located in areas at least 10 times larger.   



 

In 2012 the study was drastically changed and 16 times fewer bat carcasses were reported.  

“With the weekly search interval and to spread the standardized searches over time, 2 or 3 turbines were 

searched each day for five consecutive days. The same turbines were searched on each day of the week 

to maintain a seven-day interval between searches at a given turbine. The order in which the 2-3 turbines 

were visited on the specified search day was varied over the course of the study so that any given turbine 

was not always searched at the same time of day.” 

 

Collecting carcasses ahead of formal searches?   Is this also an industry  “TRADE 

SECRET“ protected by law?   

 

 When mortality studies were being conducted at the Criterion Wind Project this 

activity was reported to me by an eyewitness ……………………… 

 
“Because I purchased a pass from the Walnut Bottom Hunt Club to enter the land with my ATV, I 
frequently went out to observe activities on the project site, which is when I encountered the survey 
crews doing carcass collections. During my first trip out and encountering the crews, I noted them pulling 
up to turbine sites in an unmarked white truck and getting out and wandering around, as if they lost 
something. I watched for awhile and they moved on to the next turbine and repeated the same 
wandering around. There was no pattern to the wanderings and they seemed to walk from the road to 
the wood area past the turbine base and return to the truck in nearly the same path and move on. I 
waved and was friendly, and they waved back and smiled. 
“During my second encounter with the crews, I saw nearly the same process and waved as I went passed. 
On my return trip, they were getting out of the truck as I approached, so I pulled up and attempted to 



see what they were doing. Both had very heavy Hispanic accents and broken English, but they related 
that the were looking for “dead birds and bats”. The female didn’t seem to care for the bats by the 
way she reacted to the word. I asked if they had found any bats and they said “yes”. I thought what 
the hell they’re being chatty, so asked if they had found any Eagles or Indiana Bats. The male said they 
were not allowed to talk about what they found and if I understood him correctly, they had signed a 
paper saying they could not talk about anything they found. The male appeared to be getting very 
nervous so I moved on, so as not to upset the possibility of getting something later.” 
  
“During my last encounter with them, I pulled up to a high point and just watched as they did their 
searches. Again no real pattern, they would park on the road parallel to the turbine, get out and both 
walk past the turbine base, separated by approximately 40-50 feet and turn around near the tree line 
and return to the truck. I saw on several occasions that they stopped and picked something up and upon 
returning to the truck would place it in a 5 gallon bucket in the back of the truck… whatever was found, 
didn’t appear to be documented, there was no measuring, no pictures and again it was tossed into a 
bucket with other “finds”. 

 

Hatchet Ridge Ten Years later  

 

Now, 10 years after the Hatchet Ridge wind turbines started spinning, the 

Fountain Wind DEIR reported one occupied raptor nest, within 5 miles of these 

turbines with no credible explanations. Since 2010 bald eagles attempting to 



nest at Margaret lake, are very likely being killed off every year. 

 



 

 
 



 
 

Since 2010, no nesting history success has been reported for the bald eagle nest 

just east of the Hatchet Wind project. Just nesting failures.  In 2017, DEIR 

helicopter surveys reported four bald eagle nesting failures within 10 miles of the 

Hatchet Ridge wind turbines.  



 
IN 2018 eagle nest surveys were changed from helicopter to ground. In doing so, 

it appears the failed nesting attempts or abandonment taking place was not 

reported because a helicopter can look inside nests.  A skilled observer from the 

ground can still tell if a nest is really occupied and how many fledged offspring 

there are. The fate of the nests that were known to fail in 2017 were also 

covered up with the useless data collected in 2018.  

 

Also in 2018, only 5 nest images were (13 in 2017) were submitted for the DEIR 

and one of them was a duplicate from 2017. 

 

A skilled observer could have easily taken images of every occupied bald eagle 

nest and offspring.  



 



 
 

Nesting Failures are a common impact for raptors nesting near wind projects. 

When one adult is killed the nest fails.  The proper DEIR eagle surveys could have 

cleared this up, but they don’t and instead the public is being fed a smattering 

of deflective information. From the information given it appears nesting adult 

eagles nesting near the Hatchet Ridge project are being killed or that eagle 

territories are being abandoned. New surveys have to conducted with credible 

observers so this information can become available to the public.  

 

The raptors studies conducted for the DEIR showed a very deficient effort by 

researches. The DEIR should have reported far more nests and inhabited 

territories for other raptor species living in and around this project site.  If the 

nests of sharp-shinned hawks, cooper’s hawks, red-shouldered hawks, American 

kestrels and red-tail hawks cannot be documented in this habitat, then the 

Hatchet wind turbines have to be killing them off. The habitat for these species is 

there and at least 10 nests from these species should have been located.    

 

There is also gross lack of information provided about the eagles, spotted owls, 

and goshawks,  



  

 



 

 

But our disappearing raptors are just a peep hole look into a world of 

annihilation to species taking place from wind turbines in our remote 

ecosystems. 

 

Nocturnal migrations and the wind industry  

From the Fountain Wind DEIR…… 

“The results of the Hatchet Ridge fatality studies suggest generally low risk to 

passerines and no disproportionate.”   

Correction, this DEIR suggestion came from the fraudulent data collected from 

the fake research conducted at Hatchet Ridge.  



This industry can make references from hundreds of contrived studies, but they 

cannot cite one scientifically credible study conducted in the last 30 years 

related to the flying species impacted by wind turbines.   

Over the years, another one of this industry’s biggest lies by omission, has been 

the species slaughter taking place during nocturnal migrations. In America the 

first and only truly credible scientific turbine related mortality study I have come 

across, took place in 1985. It was conducted in Southern CA around a few small 

turbines and the results were published in 1986. This study estimated a mortality 

rate of 6800 fatalities annually from about 150-200 MW of small 40-100 kW 

turbines at San Gorgonio Pass.  Using daily searches of 50-meter search areas 

around these tiny turbines, this study estimated mortality rate of 34-45 birds per 

MW and the majority of these fatalities were determined to be nocturnal 

migrants.       

Since this study was conducted in 1985, there has never been another such 

study conducted in North America. This study has also been stripped from the 

internet and hidden for years. 

This lack of credible green energy research on wind turbine impacts to migrating 

birds is no accident, it is deliberate.  From wind industry research it would appear 

that flocks of birds are safer at night than during the day. But the wind industry 

has known for decades how vulnerable and deadly wind energy developments 

are to nocturnal migrations of birds.  Even a 2009 report from New Zealand took 

notice of the lack of turbine mortality research that has been conducted on 

nocturnal migrant birds.          

Mass fatality events do occur to nocturnal migrants at wind farms. But these 

events are routinely covered up with this industry’s fake research. Gag orders, 

not searching turbines daily and allowing wind personnel to handle carcasses 

during studies has help keep a lid on this. But on occasion word of one of these 

events does happen to get out.  When it does, these wind farm fatalities are 

blamed other structures and equipment like a light being left on.                                                                                                                       



     
                                                                                                                                                                                                               

Look at this Google Earth image and read several quotes from a mortality study. 

Read how fake wind industry research explained away this mass fatality.  Turbine 

killing these migrating birds “nearly impossible”?  Yes, but only for this industry 

because wind industry guidelines require no science.  In reality, the impact from 

any of these three large wind turbines in the image could have easily launched 

migrating bird carcasses 100-200 meters, far beyond this substation.  In my 

opinion there was far more than the 27 birds bird fatalities during this mass 

fatality event.  

The study then went on to report these fatalities as being “an anomaly in the 

annual data and therefore these carcasses are not included in the annual 

estimates of avian mortality.”   

When science and accountability are not required, fake research like this is 

produced.  Wind industry research going back decades is riddled with this sort 

of deception.  It is also why millions of birds and bats that are being killed 

annually by wind turbines are not reported. Without scientific principles, the post 

construction mortality research for the Fountain Wind project will be no different.  

How to Stop Fraudulent Wind Energy Research 



How Shasta County Can Stop Fraudulent Wind Energy Research 

When the public hears the word research, they assume that researchers are 

seeking out the truth. This is not the case with wind industry developments. With 

this green industry, preconstruction, post construction research and mitigation 

have all been an orchestrated fraud. It’s very easy to prove and if the Interior 

Department chose to do so, they could shut this industry down today. But this will 

never happen because this branch of government has been a gatekeeper in 

green energy’s massive industrial fraud. 

This leaves communities stuck to fend for themselves. Communities can file 

lawsuits that expose this industry’s fake research or laws can also be passed that 

require accurate research and accountability.  

Wind energy developments rely on two types of research, preconstruction and 

post construction research. Both types of research are needed to determine 

projected impacts to regional species and post construction research is 

conducted that will supposedly document actual impacts to species.  Problem 

is, it's all been an orchestrated side show, charade or fabrication.  If not 

amended by Shasta County, the studies proposed for Fountain wind will end up 

being one more contrived fraud on the public.  

 Since government agencies help this industry hide carcasses and have not or 

will not enforce legitimate wind energy PCMM research, I have put together 

some post construction research guidelines that can stop this cycle of fraud. If 

Shasta County insists on credible scientific guidelines and does not let 

developers or our puppet government agencies dictate their rigged own post 

construction methodologies, some of the true devastation from wind energy 

projects can be revealed.  

 Unfortunately, credible research would mean that most projects would be 

cancelled because the truth of this industry’s true impact to species would then 

be documented. The public would also know of the habitat abandonment in 

and around wind projects and the carnage taking place from wind turbines.       

The truth of this industry’s impacts will also send offsetting mitigation for these 

destructive projects, into the stratosphere. With honest guidelines, ethical 

officials involved in the approval process, can cross check with wind developers 

to determine any presence of corruption.   

I have looked over hundreds of wind industry studies and know most of the tricks 

used over the years to hide turbine mortality.  If Shasta County planners do not 

see anything close to the conditions I have listed below, then as sure as your 



next breath, the mortality impact research for the project will fabricated just as it 

was for the Hatchet Ridge Wind Project.  

Credible science-based study guidelines for the Fountain Wind’s post 

construction mortality studies.    

1) The words “Independent researchers” actually the industry has hired insiders 

that will go along with the industry’s nonscientific industry study protocol. From 

past research it can be shown that these false experts cannot be trusted or are 

unqualified for their positions. They must never be hired unless you can watch 

them with camera surveillance 24 hours a day and treat them as if they were 

casino employees.  

1) In order to maintain the scientific integrity of any mortality research, post 

operational studies shall never allow wind personnel, USFWS agents, lease 

holders or anyone else except independent researchers, to handle, move or 

touch carcasses. All past wind industry studies have allowed this. 

 2) The words Independent researchers actually the industry has hired insiders 

that will go along with the industry’s nonscientific industry study protocol. From 

past research it can be shown that these false experts cannot be trusted or are 

unqualified for their positions. They must never be hired unless you can watch 

them with camera surveillance 24 hours a day and treat them as if they were 

casino employees.  

3) For accuracy and integrity, nobody involved with wind energy research 

should be bound by any non-disclosure agreements or gag orders. Gag orders 

allow lying by omission and this tactic has been used to hide turbine impacts for 

decades.  In other words, these are people that can’t be trusted. Government 

agents are bound by Nondisclosure agreements or gag orders as are all wind 

farm employees. Just knowing this, means that whatever is said to Shasta 

County planners regarding the Fountain Wind project, will not be accurate.  

4) All scanning for carcasses will require researchers to use a reasonable and 

ethical attempt to find carcasses. Besides the less frequent intense formal 

searches 1 ½ times out from maximum turbine heights, all turbine sites shall be 

scanned for carcasses twice a day. This task only takes a few minutes and the 

industry knows it.  Scanning for large carcasses or even mid-sized carcasses the 

size of a cooper’s hawk is relatively easy with the aid of binoculars. This scanning 

shall include all areas out at least several hundred yards from turbine towers.  

5) During studies, every carcass or wounded species found must be 

photographed and this information disclosed to the public. In addition, this 

disclosure will apply to all special status species for the operational life of the 



wind project. This includes every carcass, picked up by wind project personnel, 

USFWS agents, state wildlife agents and cripples picked up by animal rescue 

personnel. This way the public will be aware of all the totality of the endangered 

and special status species being killed by a project’s wind turbines.  

6) If during studies, wind personnel must visit any turbine sites for work related 

duties, they must first check with researchers so they are aware of their presence 

and can keep an eye on their activities.  

7) To further assist in the integrity of the post operational research, 24-hour 

surveillance including remote cameras will used in open areas around specific 

turbine towers and roadways. This coverage will not only aid researchers of 

scavenger removal, it will act as a deterrent against inside rigging.  With this 

industry, remote camera images and videos have a history of disappearing.  I 

can provide examples if needed.  So, if any of this coverage disappears or is 

found to have been tampered with, there should be very severe consequences.  

I have many other suggestions maintaining ethical and scientific field research 

but I wanted to make sure that Shasta County planners could easily understand 

that there will nothing close to these conditions will be proposed in Post 

Operational studies for the Fountain Wind project.  

Instead of these conditions, post operational research protocol will use words 

like standardized methods, approved, in accordance with USFWS guidelines, in 

collaboration with state and federal experts, and so on.  But these words are 

meant to deceive mean absolutely nothing in the realm of science. Shasta 

County planners must keep in mind that with wind energy research, science has 

been missing for over 3 decades.  

 



 

 

 

The purpose of the DEIR has not been met and anybody that reads over these 

comments will also know this to be true.    The impacts reported from Hatchet 

Ridge are based upon fraudulent nonscientific research.  

Will Shasta county look the other way and approve this project?  Will Shasta 

county force hidden impacts on the people and our wildlife?  Will there be a 

fraudulent and meaningless mitigation process? Or will Shasta County insist on 

new studies so the truth about our eagles and other species forced to live 

around wind turbines, can be told.  

A parting thought………. Avoiding science, research fraud, lying by omission 

and the rigging of data will never solve this world’s problems.  

 

Jim Wiegand 

Lakehead, CA 

 


