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Fig. 1. Reaction of cranes towards walking animals. Results were shown when the
distance between the cranes and the animals was within 100m.
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Fig. 2. Reaction of cranes towands flying animals. Results were shown when the distance
between the cranes and the animals was within 100m.
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Fig. 3. Reaction of cranes toward a flock of crow family Rooks and Daurian Jackdaws
in relation to the flock size. Results were shown when the distance between the cranes
and the crow flock was within 100m.
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Reaction of Hooded Grus monacha and White-naped Cranes G. vipio
to the approach of other animals

Yoshiharu Nagano ! and Yumiko Ogawa 2
! Research Center of General Environment, 5- 26 - 1, Takamiya-inami, Matsumoto City,
Nagano 390; 2 1- 10~ 12, Kotobuki-cho, Higashi-osaka City, Osaka 577

A survey was carried out on the disturbing influence of various animals on cranes in the
Izumi Region of Kagoshima Prefecture. The survey was conducted for a total of 31 days
from December 1991 to January 1992 and December 1992 to January 1993. We observed how
cranes were disturbed by walking dogs Canis familiaris and cats Felis catus, flying Black
Kites Milvus migrans and Common Kestrels Falco tinnunculus and, walking or flying
Grey Herons Ardea cinerea, Cattle Egrets Bubulcus ibis, Rooks Corvus frugilegus,
Lapwings Vanellus vanellus, and mixed groups of Rooks and Daurian Jackdaws Corvus
monedula.

The distances at which the cranes were disturbed by approaching animals were recorded.
The disturbance was classified into three grades, such as “alarmed”, “walk away” and
“fly off”. The differences in their reactions according to the types of disturbing animals
were also analyzed.

Of the walking animals, dogs had the most disturbing influence; cats, Grey Herons,
Cattle Egrets, Rooks and Lapwings had little or no distracting influence. Of the animals
which flew towards Hooded Cranes, Black Kites and Grey Herons had a great effect, while
Common Kestrels, Cattle Egrets, Rooks and Lapwings did not. None of the flying animals
had any great influence on White-naped Cranes. Herons caused more disturbance to
Hooded Cranes by flying towards them than by walking, but Cattle Egrets, Rooks and
Lapwings disturbed them little by flying or walking towards them. White-naped Cranes
were seldom disturbed by Grey Herons, Cattle Egrets, Rooks and Lapwings, either when
walking or flying.

The mixed groups of Rooks and Daurian Jackdaws disturbed Hooded Cranes more
seriously as they increased in number. Their effect on Hooded Cranes was particularly
great when they were a group of 21 or more birds. However, White-naped Cranes were not

disturbed when the number of approaching birds were less than 61.

Key words: Grus monacha, G. vipio, reaction towards animals



