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Abstract. Study Objectives: Raptors are species playing a role in critical ecological functions, supporting  
human societies as the bio indicator of environmental health, and tending to be extinct. Human factors affect 
the entire ecosystem as well as raptors. The aim of this study was to determine why raptors were brought to a 
wildlife center in Turkey and to detect outcomes. In this study, records of 348 raptors within Falconiformes 
and Strigiformes orders admitted to a wildlife rehabilitation center between 2017-2020 were studied.  
Methods: In this study, we analyzed raptors by taking the following factors into account: year of admission; 
order (Falconiformes or Strigiformes); species; season; cause of admission; type of landscape; hunting season 
or not; raptor outcomes. The relationships between variables were determined by the Chi-Square test. The 
statistical significance level was taken as 0.05. Results: According to the results of this study, the increase in the 
number of raptors affected by threats over the years was considered significant (p<0.01). One of the anthropo-
genic based threats; trauma was considered carrying the highest risk (40.2%) in both orders while the second 
one was detected as a condition disorder. The third one was firearms injuries for Falconiformes (14.2%) and 
orphans (22%) for Strigiformes. Wintering season has been full of threats for both orders (p<0.01). While 
Falconiformes faced more threats in suburban areas (p<0.01), the locality was found to be insignificant in 
Strigiformes based on threats (p>0.05). The relation between threats and outcomes in Falconiformes was 
found highly important (p<0.01) and the highest mortality rate was stated as 75.6% by firearms injuries and 
the release rate 86.2% for the orphan. A crucial relation was detected between hunting season and threats 
(p<0.01) and gun shooting injuries were found the highest for both orders during this period. Conclusion: It 
was concluded that threats from human interaction on Raptors in Turkey are at a serious level.
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Introduction

Biodiversity crisis arises from the impact of human 
activities on ecosystems (1) and this crisis leads to the 
loss of ecosystem services and ecological processes (2). 
Raptors are species that play a role in critical ecological 
functions, support human societies as a bio indicator 
of environmental health, and are prone to extinction 

(3, 4). Birds of prey are more threatened with extinc-
tion than other animals due to their life cycles (5). In 
raptors, not only do late breeding age and low breed-
ing rate but also many anthropogenic threats make 
high mortality rates susceptible (6, 7, 8). Raptors are 
generally sensitive to urbanization and habitat changes 
(9, 10). Habitats contain a variety of potential threats 
to birds of prey, such as poisoning, electrocution, gun 
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shooting, disturbance, collisions with vehicles, and 
windows and air structures (11-17). Raptor perse-
cution is still in progress with potentially significant 
impacts for some species and populations (18). While 
52% of the global population of birds of prey is declin-
ing, 18% is threatened with extinction (5). Globally, 
the population of raptor species listed as Least Con-
cern according to the IUCN Red List is declining at 
an alarming rate (19). Ways should be found to reduce 
the incidence of anthropogenic injury in raptors to 
ensure sustainability (20). Turkey contains 51 raptor 
species, either as residents or as migrants and 11 spe-
cies of raptors are under conservation concern status 
(21). Within this bird group, there are diurnal species 
such as hawks, falcons, and eagles, and nocturnal spe-
cies, such as owls. Since Turkey is a hosting country 
rich in bird populations in Europe, this study may be 
an important source of information about threats on 
predatory birds. Assessing wildlife threats and under-
standing population dynamics is essential for manage-
ment and conservation action planning. Anticipating 
future threats in a rapidly changing world is the key 
to reduce losses and increasing future protection (8). 
It is almost impossible to find dead or dying wild ani-
mals in nature and to determine the causes of death. 
Therefore, the wildlife rehabilitation center is a suit-
able place to analyze threats to animals. (22) In this 
study, we analyzed the causes of admission of raptors 
arriving at the wildlife rehabilitation center of Afyon-
karahisar in Turkey from 2017 to 2020 to determine 
the main threats and mortality causes. 

Materials and Methods

We analyzed 4 years (2017–2020) of data from 
AKUREM (Afyon Kocatepe University Wildlife Res-
cue Rehabilitation Practice Application and Research 
Center). The rehabilitation center is operated under the 
direction of Afyon Kocatepe University, which stipu-
lates the management protocols and ethical principles 
according to the V. Regional Directorate of Nature 
Conservation and National Parks legislation. A ret-
rospective study was conducted based on the data of 
348 raptor applications. The research material, consist-
ing of 24 different species, was divided into 2 orders: 
Falconiformes (diurnal) and Strigiformes (nocturnal) 

(Table 1). In the studied raptor species; Imperial eagle 
(Aquila heliaca) was vulnerable (VU) statues, Cinere-
ous vulture (Aegypius monachus) was near threat (NT) 
and Saker falcon (Falco cherrug) was endangered (EN) 
and the others were considered as Least Concerned 
(LC) categories by the IUCN (International Union for 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources) red list. 

We analyzed raptors by taking the following 
factors into account: [1] year of admission; [2] order 
(Falconiformes or Strigiformes); [3] species; [4] sea-
son: breeding (from March to July), post-nuptial 
period (August to October) and wintering (November 
to February) (12, 22); [5] cause of admission; gun 
shooting (raptors with gunshot wounds confirmed by 
radiography), trauma (all injuries that were caused by 
collision with cars, windows, power lines exc.), electro-
cution (raptors with electrocution wounds), orphaned 
(those with no health problems were categorized as 
orphans, and those without health problems accord-
ing to their problems), condition disorder (when a 
raptor shows signs of weakness, malnutrition, infec-
tion or poisoning; since toxicological tests could not 
be performed within the facilities of our rehabilitation 
center, we could not define the cases of poisoning and 
debilitation correctly, so we evaluated poisonings under 
the general condition disorder); [6] type of landscape 
where the bird was found (urban or suburban; while 
city center accepted as urban, the others suburban); 
[7] hunting season or not; [8] raptor final outcomes 
(ex, euthanasia, captured and released back to wild). 
Information that was collected on the admission of 
raptor included rescue center number, date of admis-
sion, location found, the reason for admission, and 
outcomes. 

Statistical Analysis

The data obtained in the study were analyzed with 
the SPSS 21.0 for Windows program. Relationships 
between variables were determined by the Chi-Square 
test. The statistical significance level was taken as 0.05. 

Results

We analyzed a total of 348 birds belonging to 2 
different orders and 24 species: 59 of them in 4 different 
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species from Strigiformes (17.0%) and 289 of them in 
20 different species from Falconiformes (83.0%) were 
admitted to AKUREM (Table 1). The most frequently 
admitted species were Buteo rufinus, Buteo buteo, Falco 
tinnunculus, and Asio otus. The number of raptors 
admitted to the center has increased every year, with 
the highest number (38.2%) being observed in 2020. 
Wintering was the first season in which cases were 
most common (42.5%). The most common admission 
cause was determined as trauma (40.2%) and the sec-
ond was condition disorder (24.7%). The location from 
which birds of prey are brought mostly has been deter-
mined as rural areas (71.0%). The number of cases was 
higher in non-migratory native birds (96.0%). 

There were statistically significant relationships 
between order and the admission reasons (Table 2). 
According to the results of the chi-square test, a sig-
nificant relationship was found between the order and 
the admission reason (χ2 = 21.511; p <0.001). Trauma 
was the most frequent admission cause for Strigi-
formes (49.2%) and Falconiformes (38.4%). While no 
cases were observed for electrocution in Strigiformes, 
it ranked fourth in Falconiformes by 13.1%. In Strigi-
formes, the most admitted species was Asio otus. Among 
the Falconiformes, Buteo rufinus was the most admit-
ted species. In addition, among the endangered species 
included in the IUCN red list, Aquila heliaca and Falco 
cherrug were affected by trauma (100%), and Aegypius 

Table 1. Distribution of Strigiformes and Falconiformes according to some parameters 

Order Species n % Variable Groups  n %

Strigiformes Asio otus 41 11,8 Years 2017 45 12,9

Tyto alba 5 1,4 2018 62 17,8

Athene noctua 12 3,4 2019 108 31,0

Otus scops 1 0,3 2020 133 38,2

Total 59 17 Season Breeding 128 36,8

Falconiformes Buteo rufinus 106 30,5 Postnuptial 72 20,7

Buteo buteo 81 23,3 Wintering 148 42,5

Circaetus gallicus 4 1,1 Admission causes Gun shooting 42 12,1

Accipiter nisus 12 3,4 Trauma 140 40,2

Accipiter gentilis 6 1,7 Electrocution 38 10,9

Circus cyaneus 1 0,3 Orphaned 42 12,1

Circus aeruginosus 8 2,3 Condition disorder 86 24,7

Circus macrourus 1 0,3 Localities Urban 101 29,0

Haliaeetus albicilla 1 0,3 Suburban 247 71,0

Aquila heliaca 5 1,4 Hunting season Hunting season 177 50,9

Clanga pomarina 2 0,6 Not hunting season 171 49,1

Hieraaetus pennatus 2 0,6 Final outcomes Ex 172 49,4

Aegypius monachus 1 0,3 Release to wild 93 26,7

Gyps fulvus 2 0,6 Captivity 18 5,2

 Pernis apivorus 1 0,3 Euthanasia 65 18,7

Falco naumanni 2 0,6 Total 348 100

Falco tinnunculus 44 12,6

Falco subbuteo 1 0,3

Falco cherrug 1 0,3

Falco peregrinus 8 2,3

Total 289  83
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monachus was affected by gunshot wounds (100%). 
The relationship between localities and admission 
causes was found to be significant for Falconiformes 
(p<0.001), but not for Strigiformes (p>0.05) (Table 3). 
While only orphaned cases were seen at a high rate in 
urban areas, other cases were observed at high rates 
in suburban areas (p<0.001). The relationship between 
seasons and admission causes was found to be signifi-
cant for Strigiformes and Falconiformes (p<0.001). 
While the orphaned cases were observed during the 
breeding season, other admission cases were mostly 
observed in the wintering season. The relationship 
between outcomes and admission causes was found to 
be significant for Falconiformes (p<0.001). The rela-
tionship between migration and admission causes was 
found to be significant for Falconiformes (p<0.05). 
While all admission cases were observed intensively 
in non-migratory Falconiformes, gun shooting (9.8%) 
and trauma (8.1%) were identified as intense threats 
in migratory birds. The relationship between hunting 
seasons and admission causes was found to be signifi-
cant for Strigiformes and Falconiformes (p<0.001). 

Discussion and Conclusion

The study aimed to, which examined the relation-
ships between species, years, localities, seasons, out-
comes, and causes of admission of raptors belonging 
to the Strigiformes and Falconiformes admitted to 
AKUREM in the last four years, the official records of 
348 raptors were evaluated. Raptors were considered to 
have been affected by human-based threats, either vol-
untary (firearms, poisoning, illegal capturing, or traps) 
or involuntary (vehicles, fences, or electric shocks). It 
also had previously been revealed that threats that rap-
tors underwent were human based (23-25). Research 
findings stated that Falconiformes species were five 
times more harmed compared to Strigiformes. This 
condition might be because Falconiformes order 
is rich in number of species and Strigiformes is less 
affected by human pressures since they are active dur-
ing the night. In the study species, Buteo rufinus and 
Asio otus were more harmed than other raptors by 
human based threats. The reason behind this event for 
those species could be the existing at high rates in the 

region. When yearly admission records of raptors to 
AKUREM were examined, it was revealed that the 
number of cases increased continuously each year, and 
the number of cases in 2020 was three times more than 
that of 2017. This condition made us think about the 
impact of bird threats over years on one hand while on 
the other hand, it might be because the recognition 
of AKUREM, as well as denouncements about rap-
tors, advanced by conducted projects, sharing in social 
media and website and printed-visual media news. 
When the number of cases was evaluated in terms of 
years, the most remarkable condition within findings 
was the significant decrease in injuries of raptors by 
firearms and the number of cases in orphans in 2020. 
These reductions were thought to be due to the lock-
down related to the coronavirus disease (COVID 19) 
prevailing around the world in 2020. However, some 
researchers mentioned that this period had negative 
effects as well as positive effects on wildlife (26, 27). 
In the study, raptors were proved to have problems and 
be harmed during the winter season mostly. Because 
of that, although birds of prey can tolerate hunger for 
a long time, harsh weather conditions and fatigue that 
make their hunting difficult can lead to more deaths 
in the winter season (28). The second season in which 
raptors have problems was stated as the breeding sea-
son. In some studies, breeding season ranked first and 
the high rate was believed to stem from the orphaned 
problem (12). 

For the birds of prey, trauma is the primary cause 
with the highest rate among the reasons of admission 
cases. Almost half of the raptors admitted to the center 
had trauma-based problems. This finding is consistent 
with many other studies, which found that trauma 
resulting from collisions with man-made structures 
was the main admission case (12, 22, 29, 30). Some 
studies also report that frail, sick, and poisoned birds 
may be more prone to collisions (31-33). The collision 
with vehicles (“road casualty”) is in line with this spe-
cies’ habit of perching and hunting from light poles 
and fences along roads and by its feeding on road-kills 
(34). It was determined that one out of every four 
birds of prey, which are members of the Strigiformes 
and Falconiformes family admitted to our center, were 
brought in with the second highest cause, general con-
dition disorder. The rate of Strigiformes admitted to 
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the center for trauma, general condition disorder, and 
orphaned was found to be significantly higher than 
the rate of Falconiformes. The fact that Strigiformes 
had a higher trauma rate than Falconiformes may be 
due to the owls often hunt on the roadside and are 
not noticed by drivers (25) or their vision is lost due 
to vehicle headlights (35). Since mice constitute the 
main food source of Strigiformes, it may be thought 
that poisoning may cause deterioration of the general 
condition. It can be said that this situation is owing to 
the Strigiformes live more in urban areas than Falco-
niformes. Especially Asio otus nests in the urban areas 
and the offspring found during flight trials are brought 
to the center as orphans. Falco tinnunculus nests in the 
urban area as well. Besides, the rate of Falconiformes 
brought in due to gunshot injuries and electrocution 
was higher than that of Strigiformes and this condi-
tion was supported by some researchers (24). The risk 
of gunshot injuries might be low because Strigiformes 
have a nocturnal property (23). Especially long-legged 
and normal buzzards are affected by electrocution 
intensely and it may be because they are more numer-
ous than other raptors in the area. Because they fly 
low, owls probably are not affected by electrocution. 
Even though clinical findings were not seen clearly 
in rodenticide poisonings, weakness, exhaustion, and 
being prone to trauma might arise from this condi-
tion (36). In the study, orphaned appeared as a cru-
cial problem, especially for Strigiformes. Young owls 
might leave their nests early for various reasons (prob-
lem of parasites in the nest, the nest being under 
threat of raptors, human interventions, etc.) (37). The 
source of this problem is that Strigiformes nest in 
areas close to humans and healthy owlet leaving their 
nests are thought to be orphans and removed from 
their locations (38-40). Falco tinnunculus showed the 
highest orphaned rate among Falconiformes. It was 
also detected in this study that Falco tinnunculus uses 
human-built structures as nests and is exposed to direct 
interaction. Falconiformes samples were examined in 
terms of meaningful relations between their location, 
years, seasons, outcomes, and reasons of arrival while 
Strigiformes underwent the same process in terms of 
years, seasons, and reasons of arrival. Due to gunshot 
injuries, trauma, electrocution, and general condition 
disorders, the rate of Falconiformes brought from 

rural areas was found higher than those brought from 
urban areas and orphans were mostly brought from 
city centers. However, it was determined that the rate 
of raptors admitted from the suburban areas was twice 
more than those admitted from the urban areas. This 
data shows similarities to Cianchetti-Benedetti et al 
(22) findings. Several studies (22, 41, 42) have dem-
onstrated the existence of various threats and sources 
of death to raptors in urban and suburban habitats. 
It was determined that the cases of orphans in both 
orders were accepted mostly from the urban and the 
other cases admitted from the suburban area. This situ-
ation shows that, as we have shown in a previous study 
(38), orphans are still kidnapped by the kind person 
in urban areas intensively. However, orphan kidnap-
ping is still seen as a major problem in city centers 
for raptors in Turkey. The number of raptors admit-
ted to the center was equal to the one during hunt-
ing season and hunting ban. However, in the hunting 
season, firearm cases were found to be quite high in 
both orders compared to the period when it was pro-
hibited. While there were no gun shooting cases in 
Strigiformes out of the hunting season, the number of 
cases in the hunting season in Falconiformes was 1.5 
times higher than the number of cases out of the hunt-
ing season. The fact that birds of prey do not resemble 
game birds and are unlikely to be confused suggests 
that birds of prey are deliberately shot during hunting 
activities (22). It has been revealed by other researchers 
that the hunting season affects gun shooting injuries 
and that poaching is also common during periods of 
high bird activity, especially during migration (43, 44). 
There was seen only one gun shooting case in Strigi-
formes (Tyto alba). It has been revealed by Hernandez 
et al (24) findings that diurnal birds are shot more than 
nocturnal birds. Diurnal species are more visible in the 
day, which increases their probability of being shot 
(45). The nocturnal behavior of Strigiformes reduces 
the risk of being shot (22, 43). On the other hand, 4 
species in Falconiformes, (Circus cyaneus, Haliaeetus 
albicilla, Hieraaetus pennatus, Aegypius monachus), were 
found to have the highest proportion (100%) of gun 
shooting. It was determined that gun shooting inju-
ries were the only threat to three migratory (Circus 
cyaneus, Haliaeetus albicilla, Hieraaetus pennatus) and 
one endangered bird of prey (Aegypius monachus). 
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The death rate of migratory birds of prey rises due to 
difficulties encountered during the migration wave 
(46-48). As a result of intense human activities on 
migration routes of migratory birds of prey, many of 
their habitats have been transformed into agricultural 
areas or buildings and works such as electrical cables 
and wind farms have created obstacles (11). Poaching 
and illegal shooting (49) are also threats. It was deter-
mined that half of the raptors admitted to the center 
died, one out of every 5 birds was euthanized, and 
one out of every four birds was treated and released 
back to nature. The release rate for raptors is usually 
below 50% in rehabilitation centers (30, 50, 51) and 
the high death rate (49.4%) found in this study shows 
how deadly raptor threats could be. Strigiformes and 
Falconiformes brought in due to gunshot injuries and 
trauma generally ended up dying, and Falconiformes 
having electrocution were usually euthanized. Thus, 
in their study in Asio otus, Mariacher et al (23) stated 
the general death rate as 47.3% and said birds brought 
in due to gunshot injuries and trauma showed high 
mortality. Despite that, birds arriving due to orphaned 
and general condition disorders were mostly released 
back to nature. Some studies stated that orphan release 
rates were frequently higher than those of adult birds  
(24, 51). 

As a result, raptors were considered to be highly 
affected by human-based threats. Human-based 
threats continue to cause risks intensively in wild-
life. Human pressure on raptors might be decreased 
slightly with training on threat factors and awareness 
projects. For sustainable ecology, scientific studies on 
wildlife in Turkey must go on, lack of information 
must be urgently overcome, and conservation projects 
must be emphasized. 

Acknowledgement: We would like to express our gratitude to 
Afyon Kocatepe University Veterinary Faculty and Animal Hos-
pital Academic and Administrative Staff and students, who pro-
vided full support, Afyon Kocatepe University Wildlife Rescue and 
Rehabilitation Training Application and Research Center staff and 
voluntary students and 5th Region authorities of Nature Conserva-
tion and National Parks. 

Conflicts of interest: The authors declare that there is no conflict of 
interest about this manuscript.

References

1.	Barnosky AD, Matzke N, Tomiya S, Wogan GOU, Swartz 
B, Quental TB., . . . Ferrer EA. Has the Earth’s sixth mass 
extinction already arrived?. Nature 2011; 471: 51–57. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09678

2.	Şekercioğlu ÇH. Ecosystem functions and services. In 
conservation biology for all (pp. 45–72). Oxford, UK: 
Oxford University Press, 2010. 

3.	O’Bryan CJ, Braczkowski AR, Beyer HL, Carter NH, Wat-
son JM, McDonald‐Madden E. The contribution of preda-
tors and scavengers to human well‐being. Nature Ecology 
& Evolution 2018; 2: 229–236. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41559-017-0421-2

4.	Buechley ER, Santangeli A, Girardello M, Neate‐Clegg 
MHC, Oleyar D, McClure CJW, Şekercioğlu ÇH. Global 
raptor research and conservation priorities: Tropical raptors 
fall prey to knowledge gaps, Diversity and Distributions 
2019; 25: 856–869, DOI: 10.1111/ddi.12901

5.	McClure CJW, Westrip JRS, Johnson JA, Schulwitz SE, 
Virani MZ, Davies R, . . . Butchart SHM. State of the 
world’s raptors: Distributions, threats, and conservation rec-
ommendations. Biological Conservation 2018; 227:390‐402. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2018.08.012

6.	Owens IPF, Bennet PM. Ecological basis of extinction 
risk in birds: Habitat loss versus human persecution and 
introduced predators. PNAS 2000; 97 (22): 12144-12148; 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.200223397

7.	Sergio F, Caro T, Brown D, Clucas B, Hunter J, Ketchum J,  
. . . . Hiraldo F. Top predators as conservation tools: Ecologi-
cal rationale, assumptions, and efficacy. Annual Review of 
Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics 2008; 39: 1–19. https://
doi.org/10.1146/an‐nurev.ecolsys.39.110707.173545

8.	De Pascalis F, Panuccio M, Bacaro G, Monti F. Shift in 
proximate causes of mortality for six large migratory raptors 
over a century, Biological Conservation 2020; 251:108793, 
DOI: 10.15407/zoo2020.05.419

9.	Savard J-PL, Clergeau P, Mennechez G. Biodiversity con-
cepts and urban ecosystems. Landscape Urban Planning 
2000; 48: 131–142. doi:10.1016/S0169-2046(00)00037-2.

10.	Hager SB. Human-related threats to urban raptors. Journal 
of Raptor Research 2009; 43: 210–226. doi:10.3356/JRR-
08-63.1.

11.	Lehman RN, Kennedy PL, Savidge JA. The state of the art 
in raptor electrocution research: A global review. Biological 
Conservation 2007; 136: 159–174. doi:10.1016/j. bio-
con.2006.09.015.

12.	Molina-López R, Casal J, Darwich L. Causes of morbidity 
in wild raptor populations admitted at a wildlife rehabili-
tation centre in Spain from 1995-2007: A long term ret-
rospective study. PLoS One 2011; 6: e24603. doi:10.1371/
journal. pone.0024603.

13.	Debén S, Angel Fernández J, Aboal JR, Carballeira A. 
Evaluation of different contour feather types for biomoni-
toring lead exposure in Northern Goshawk (Accipiter 
gentilis) and Tawny Owl (Strix aluco). Ecotoxicology and 



Progress in Nutrition 2021; Vol. 23, Supplement 2: e2021260 9

Environmental Safety 2012;85: 115–119. doi:10.1016/j.
ecoenv.2012.08.005.

14.	Rattner B, Horak K, Lazarus R. Assessment of toxicity 
and potential risk of the anticoagulant rodenticide dipha-
cinone using Eastern screech-owls (Megascops asio). 
Ecotoxicology 2012; 21: 832–846. doi:10.1007/s10646-
011-0844-5.

15.	Silva CC, Lourenço R, Godinho S, Gomes E, Sabino-
Marques H, Medinas D, Neves V, Silva C, Rabaça JE, 
Mira A. Major roads have a negative impact on the 
tawny owl (Strix aluco) and the Little Owl (Athene noc-
tua) populations. Acta Ornithologica 2012; 47: 47–54. 
doi:10.3161/000164512X653917.

16.	Klem Jr D. Landscape, legal, and biodiversity threats that 
windows pose to birds: A review of an important conserva-
tion issue. Landscape 2014; 3: 351–361.

17.	Coeurdassier M, Poirson C, Paul J-P, Rieffel D, Michelat 
D, Reymond D, Legay P, Giraudoux P, Scheifler R. The 
diet of migrant Red Kites Milvus milvus during a water 
vole Arvicola terrestris outbreak in Eastern France and 
the associated risk of secondary poisoning by the rodenti-
cide bromadiolone. Ibis 2012; 154: 136–146. doi:10.1111/
j.1474-919X.2011.01193.x.

18.	Madden KK, Rozhon GC, Dwyer JF. Conservation Letter: 
Raptor Persecution, J. Raptor Res 2019; 53(2): 230–233. 
https://doi.org/10.3356/JRR-18-37

19.	Ceballos G, Ehrlich PR, Dirzo R. Biological annihilation 
via the ongoing sixth mass extinction signaled by vertebrate 
population losses and declines, PNAS PLUS 2017: E6089–
E6096, Doi/10.1073/pnas.1704949114

20.	Monadjem A, Virani MZ, Jackson C, Reside A. Rapid 
decline and shift in the future distribution predicted for the 
endangered Sokoke Scops Owl Otus ireneae due to climate 
change. Bird Conservation International 2013; 23(2): 247 – 
258. DOI: 10.1017/S0959270912000330

21.	IUCN. International Union for Conservation of Nature’s 
Red List 2021, https://www.iucnredlist.org/

22.	Cianchetti-Benedetti M, Manzia F, Fraticelli F, Cecere 
JG. Shooting is still a main threat for raptors inhab-
iting urban and suburban areas of Rome, Italy, Ital-
ian Journal of Zoology 2016; 83(3): 434-442, DOI: 
10.1080/11250003.2016.1189611.

23.	Mariacher A, Gherardi R, Mastrorilli M, Melini D. Causes 
of admission and outcomes of Long-eared Owl (Asio otus) 
in wildlife rescue centres in Italy from 2010 to 2014. Avian 
Biology Research 2016; 9 (4): 282–286

24.	Hernandez CL, Oster SC, Newbrey JL. Retrospective study 
of Raptors treated at the Southeastern Raptor Center in 
Auburn, Alabama. J Raptor Res 2018; 52(3):379–388

25.	Neese M R, Seitz J, Nuzzo J, Horn DJ. Cause of admittance 
in raptors treated at the Illinois Raptor Center, 1995–2006. 
Journal of Wildlife Rehabilitation 2010; 30:17–20.

26.	Manentia R, Morib E, Di Canioa V, Mercurioa S, Piconec 
M, Caffid M, Brambillae M, Francesco Ficetolaa GF, 
Rubolinia D. The good, the bad and the ugly of COVID-19 
lockdown effects on wildlife conservation: Insights from 

the first European locked down country, Biological Con-
servation 2020; 249:1-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bio-
con.2020.108728

27.	Gaynor MK, Brashares J, Gregory GH, Kurz DJ, Seto KL 
, Withey LS, Fiorella, KJ. Anticipating the impacts of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on wildlife, Front Ecol Environ 
2020; 542-543. Doi:10.1002/fee.2275

28.	Komarnytskyi I, Shydlovskyy I, Zahorodnyi I. Spatial and 
temporal changes in Falconiformes and Strigiformes nutri-
tion: Causes, Significance, Consequences, Zoodiversity 
2020; 54(5): 419–432, DOI 10.15407/zoo2020.05.419.

29.	Harris, MC, Sleeman JM. Morbidity and mortality of Bald 
Eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) and Peregrine Falcons 
(Falco peregrinus) admitted to the Wildlife Center of Vir-
ginia, 1993–2003. Journal of Zoo and Wildlife Medicine 
2007; 38:62–66

30.	Rodríguez B, Rodríguez A, Siverio F, Siverio M. Causes of 
raptor admissions to a wildlife rehabilitation center in Ten-
erife (Canary Islands). J Raptor Res 2010; 44: 30-39.

31.	Valkiunas G. Haematozoa of wild birds: Peculiarities in 
their distribution and pathogenicity. Bulletin of the Skandi-
navian Society of Parasitology 1998; 8: 39–46.

32.	Mineau P, Fletcher MR, Glaser LC, Thomas NJ, Brassard 
C, Wilson LK, Elliot JE, Lyon LA, Henny CJ, Bollinger 
T, Porter SL. Poisoning of raptors with organophosphorus 
and carbamate pesticides with emphasis on Canada, US and 
UK. J of Raptor Res 1999; 33: 1–37.

33.	Müller K, Altenkamp R, Brunnberg L. Morbidity of free 
ranging White-tailed Sea Eagles (Haliaeetus albicilla) in 
Germany. Journal of Avian Medicine and Surgery 2007; 21: 
265–274. doi:10.1647/2007-001R.1.

34.	Wuczyński A. Habitat use and Hunting Behaviour of Com-
mon Buzzards Buteo buteo Wintering in South-Western 
Poland. Acta Ornithologica 2005; 40(2):147-154. https://
doi.org/10.3161/068.040.0210

35.	Gagne´SA, Bates JL, Bierregaard RO. The effects of road 
and landscape characteristics on the likelihood of a Barred 
Owl (Strix varia)-vehicle collision. Urban Ecosystems 2015; 
18:1007–1020.

36.	Albert CA, Wilson LK, Mineau P, Trudeau S, Elliott JE. 
Anticoagulant rodenticides in three owl species from west-
ern Canada, 1988–2003. Arch Environ Contam Toxicol 
2009. doi: 10.1007/s00244-009-9402-z

37.	Kristan DM, Gutiérrez RJ, Franklin AB. Adaptive signif-
icance of growth patterns in juvenile spotted owls. Can J 
Zool 1996; 74: 1882–1886.

38.	Kandır EH, Gül TC. A Retrospective Study on Wild 
Orphan Animals in Afyon Kocatepe University Wildlife 
Rescue Rehabilitation, Training, Practice and Research 
Center (AKUREM), Kocatepe Vet J 2020; 13(3):272-280, 
DOI: 10.30607/kvj.766330

39.	Griffiths R, Murn C, Clubb R. Survivorship of rehabilitated 
juvenile tawny owls (Strix aluco) released without support 
food, a radiotracking study. Avian Biol Res 2010; 3: 1–6.

40.	Molina-López RA, Darwich L. Causes of admission of lit-
tle owl (Athene noctua) at a wildlife rehabilitation centre 



Progress in Nutrition 2021; Vol. 23, Supplement 2: e202126010

in Catalonia (Spain) from 1995 to 2010. Anim Biodivers 
Conserv 2011; 34: 401–405.

41.	Chace JF, Walsh JJ. Urban effects on native avifauna: 
A review. Landscape Urban Planning 2006; 74: 46–69. 
doi:10.1016/j.landurbplan.2004.08.007.

42.	Eduardo C, Carvalho A, Marini MÂ. Distribution patterns 
of diurnal raptors in open and forested habitats in south-
eastern Brazil and the effects of urbanization. Bird Con-
servation International 2007; 17: 367–380. doi:10.1017/
S0959270907000822.

43.	Richards J, Lickey A, Sleeman JM. Decreasing prevalence 
and seasonal variation of gunshot trauma in raptors admit-
ted to the wildlife center of Virginia: 1993–2002. J Zoo 
Wildl Med 2005; 36:485–488.

44.	Desmarchelier M, Santamaria-Bouvier A, Fitzgérald G, 
Lair S. Mortality and morbidity associated with gunshot in 
raptorial birds from the province of Quebec: 1986 to 2007, 
Can Vet J 2010;51:70–74.

45.	Wendell M, Sleeman J, Kratz G. Retrospective study of 
morbidity and mortality of raptors admitted to Colorado 
state university veterinary teaching hospital during 1995 
to 1998. Journal of Wildlife Diseases 2002; 38: 101–106. 
10.7589/0090-3558- 38.1.101.

46.	Strandberg R, Klaassen RHG, Hake M, Alerstam T. How 
hazardous is the Sahara Desert crossing for migratory birds? 
Indications from satellite tracking of raptors. Biol Lett 
2009; https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2009.0785.

47.	Klaassen RHG, Hake M, Strandberg R, Koks BJ, Trierweiler 
C, Exo KM, Bairlein F, Alerstam T. When and where does 
mortality occur in migratory birds? Direct evidence from 
long-term satellite tracking of raptors. J Anim Ecol 2014; 
83: 176–184.

48.	Oppel S, Dobrev V, Arkumarev V, Saravia V, Bounas A, 
Kret E, Velevski M, Stoychev S, Nikolov SC. High juvenile 
mortality during migration in a de clining population of a 
long-distance migratory raptor. Ibis 2015; 157: 545–557.

49.	Brochet A, Van Den Bossche W, Jones V, Arnardottir H, 
Damoc D, Demko M, Driessens G, Flensted K, Gerber 
M, Ghasabyan M, Gradinarov G, Hansen J, Horvath M, 
Karlonas M, Krogulec J, Kuzmenko T, Lachman L, Lehti-
niemi T, Lorge P, Lotberg U, Lusby J, Otten G, Paquet 
J-Y, Rukhaia A, Schmidt M, Shimmings P, Stipnieks A, 
Sultanov E, Vermouzek Z, Vintchevski A, Volke V, Willi 
G, Butchart S. Illegal killing and taking of birds in Europe 
outside the Mediterranean: Assessing the scope and scale 
of a complex issue. Bird Conservation International 2017; 
pp. 1–31. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0959270917000533.

50.	Punch PA. Retrospective study of the success of medical 
and surgical treatment of wild Australian raptors. Aust Vet 
J 2001; 79: 747–752.

51.	Ress S, Guyer C. A retrospective study of mortality and 
rehabilitation of raptors in the south-eastern region of the 
United States. J Raptor Res 2004; 38: 77–81.

Correspondence: 
Emine Hesna Kandir
Faculty of Veterinary Medicine, Afyon Kocatepe University, 
Department of Wild Animal Diseases and Ecology, 
Afyonkarahisar, Turkey
Email: eminehesnakandir@gmail.com


