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1. Introduction

Since about 35 years the use of falcons to scare bird flocks
from airfields has been discussed in several countries. Within
the BSCE this problem or possibilities have been discussed

many times [(compare meeting reports since 1865}, During the
last years the use aof falcons has been recommended inducing

the impressicn falcons would be the single biological and
successful method for scaring birds. The publisher of such
reports apparently have been influenced by Falconer Socie-

ties and therefore the real problems coming fram animal pro-

- tection view as well as from ATC never haed been discussed.

; The German board for birdstrike prevention asked Or.Werner
f Keil, Chief of the Ornithological Institute of Francfort,
b to investigate the problem under aviation and bioclogical

i view points. The complete report i1s published in "Vogel
- and Luftverkehr" 1/1984,

:Z.Results

-
.

ﬂFﬂconary on airports/airfields shows the following diffi-
f culties which should exclude the use:

 3) Use of falcons (Falco peregrinus, F.rusticolus, Accipi-
- ter gentilis) is only possible during daytime.

kb To scare birds on an airport all cver & day you need

3 many falcons because one individual, also under best
‘conditions, will not be able to hunt many hours. More-
over the moulting pericd is the same at all falcons
énd during this period use is restricted.

The single falcon mestly can be used only against few
bird species, for during training time of the bird he
is specialized an a certain prey {(gulls, limiccls, lap-
wings. starling, crows and pigeaons ),

The delivery of falcons is difficult. So Falco pererrinus
belones to the out dieing bird species all over the world.
The delivery could be arranged by a domestic bGreeder;

- the price is between 500.- znd 1.000.- DM.

- The delivery of Accipiter gentilis could be possible by

- de-nesting with a special permit of povernment (in Ser-
.- many ),

1 An airport like Dusseldore, Hamburg or Munich would have
' 2 need of 5 - 8 falcons, Francfort appx 10 - 2. More-
k over it should be taken into consideration that a single
j. falcon will perform maximum 5 flights of every 5 - 10

j mnutes duration per day., Recause of their strong spe-

f ctialisation against special bird species it must be de-
[ cided in & short time which falcon should be elected.

E'In Francfort the frequency of aircraft movements is 40
i Seconds

xItis highly imbportant (laws !} to keep, feed and care for
£ the felcons according special directions; so yau need
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f.1. & special moulting room, mMOTEBOVETD TOOGMS for food sto-
rage and food preparation as well as care rooms. The esti-
mated cests have been estimated on 20.000.- ON,

g) The falconer persgnal on“a narmal airport should comsist of

2-3 persons (falceoners) and 2-3 assistents in order to guarantee

application at every daytime and day all over the year. The
often proposed use from time to time will be utopic under
cansideration aof the effect. The costs for persgnal have
been estimated on 200,000.- until 250.000.- DM per year,
" or the falconers must be employees of the airport. More -
cver problems of security, flight safety and air traffic
control should be taken under consideration.

h) The cost for housing, food etc. of the falcons have been
estimated en 5.000.- until 8.000.- DM per yesar.

i} The falconer cannot assure that the falcon does not drive sca-

red bird flock into direction of the runway; =0 the bird-
strike risk will increase and also the falcon could be a
potential risk for the aireraft.

k) By experience it is wellknown that bird flocks scareg by
falcons sometimes fly up at the approach of the falconers
car and set down once again as soon as the flight distance

is large enough.

This behavicur is repeated.

1) Literature shows that use of falcons 1is often combined with
pyroacoustics in order to increase the scaring effect.This
fact shows that the effectivity of falcons cen not be gua-

ranteed.
3. Summary

Sased on the results

and sobservations of more years woTrk use

of falcons on airports must be regarded as unpracticable and

indiscutable.

On sgme military airfields it may be possible to use falcons

during pericds without any flight operaticons if the costs

reduced or minimized. But by experience birds return &
few minutes after stopping falconery.

During BSCE 13th Mr.Dahl (1978) pgave a report about scaring

methods and to the U.

K, procedures is reportet: " Some 10 %

of UK military airfields use falconry methods, but it is
always used in conjunction with cne or more of the alternative
Techniques. As a technigue falconry 1s successful, but 1s ne-
vertheless, unacceptable on the majority of airfields, e.g.

ro UK eivil z2irfield

For it is impossible

use falcons to date.

to solve the birdstrike problem by fal-

cons as publications

in some newspapers say, the BSCE should

make a corresponding

conclusion. The permanent discussion of

falconrty in European

newspapers since many months induces on-

1y canfusion and loads the enforcement of other oracticable

provisions.

can be




