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e Airport Response

e Airport Assessment



The Airport M

e 2 Runways 16/34 (3657m) & 09/27
(2286m)

e AIP states that a bird hazard exists

e 180,000 (Approx) Air Traffic Movements
per annum (mostly RPT & Freight)

o Minimum of 3 Safety Officers per shift
o Shift change at 0530 and 1730



Bird Strike 3 October 2006 A
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e Long Billed Corellas vs B767 on rotation
RWY 27

e 3 October (Spring)
e 1840 hrs (Dusk) - sunset at 1826hrs

e Bird Guard Units in field, but not active
after sunset

 No identified need for active

harassment at the time in question
-



Airport Response e

 |nitial Advice from Tower - possible
strike RWY 27 on departure (rotation)

e Immediate inspection of Runway 27
e 8 Carcasses found - confirmed strike

 Runway reported serviceable after
collecting remains



Airport Response (Contd) A4
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 MEL advised that Pilot spoke to
Engineers - no major damage - A/C
proceeded to SYD

e Bird Strike report by MEL listed no
damage, 8 carcasses found

o Safety Officers fax bird strike report to
ATSB without identifying damage



Airport Response (Contd) A

« Forms below now merged into 1 and
agreed with ATSB
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Airport Response (Contd) )

AIRPORT

 MEL Safety Officer followed up with
SYD 2100hrs




Airport Response (Contd) A4
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e Supplementary incident report filed
(MEL internal report)

e Listed damage including:
2 blades damaged in both engines

«All landing gear, wing leading edges
& flaps contaminated with blood

e 3 Carcasses recovered



Airport Assessment M
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Airport Assessment (Contd) 2%
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e Input provided to ATSB investigation
including advice from Ornithologist

« Airline reports only received at end of
month, ATSB report later

« Long Billed Corella not included in
species specific action plan due to low
historical numbers



Airport Assessment (Contd) 2%
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e This event considered to be isolated

e May have been contributed to by
drought conditions in Victoria

e Review to identify any new high risk
species completed

 Runway inspection & shift change times
reviewed



Key Learnings - Airport M
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o Last light inspection responsibility
allocated to day or night shift as
appropriate to actual sunset time

o A trial of a dedicated wildlife hazard
officer during day shift is under way

 Changing weather patterns can attract
new bird species - continuous review
and challenging historical trends is

essential
T



Conclusion e

e Each event must be thoroughly
examined

e« Open communication with Airlines and
ATSB assists in completeness and
accuracy of assessment

o ATSB report on MEL referred to similar
event at ADL - please welcome
Stephanie Bolt



