
 

 

 

19 May 2018 

 

 

Flying-fox Code of Practice Review 

PO Box A290 

Sydney South NSW 1232 

 

Code of Practice Authorising Flying-fox Camp Management Actions 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the above management plan. I would like to 

make the following comments: 

1. I strongly support the introduction of a management plan. We have been trying for several 

years, with little to no success, to get the Ku-ring-gai Council to take proactive action to 

reduce the impact of the bats on residents. Our consistent experience is that Council is far 

more concerned about the bats than humans. 

 

2. For the record, the main impact the bats have on us is the incessant loud screeching, smell, 

mess from their droppings and risk to health due to the viruses they carry. The noise in 

particular is unbearable at times and causes chronic impacts on residents’ sleep and mental 

health. It would not surprise me if the mental health impacts reach the most serious 

proportions – and I believe the Council and other authorities will have to bear some of this 

responsibility. I hope that day never arises. All of the above has an obviously negative impact 

on property values and, in fact, some residents have found it very difficult to sell their 

properties at all. 

 

3. Despite ongoing communication between residents in my area and the Ku-ring-gai Council, I 

was only advised of this draft plan via email on 16 May 2018, just 8 days before the 

consultation period closes on 24 May. I take this as another sign that Council does not care, 

or particularly want residents to provide comment. 

 

4. The objectives of the plan (section 3) are too ambiguous and provide a ‘way out’ for Councils 

which do not wish to take action. The objective should be as simple as enabling camp 

managers to reduce the impacts of bats on nearby residents by taking all reasonable steps 

without unnecessarily harming the bats. Specifically: 

 

a. Clause 3(1) To enable camp managers to reduce the impacts of flying-fox camps on 

public land on nearby human settlements in a way that has minimal impact on 

biodiversity values.  

The parts in italics should be removed because otherwise the Council could argue 

that removing a tree or creating a buffer zone near residents’ homes, falls foul of 

‘minimal impact’. I suggest saying ‘acceptable impact relative to the impact on 

http://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/~/media/FE3DF61C1E3A4CAB8CC49C9C8AC69F63.ashx


human residents’. Ultimately, if it becomes a choice between human welfare and 

bat welfare, the former must prevail. 

b. Clause 3(3) To avoid or mitigate harm to flying-foxes and damage to their habitat 

arising from camp management actions. 

Again, the parts in italics create too much of an excuse for a Council which is 

resistant to taking action. I suggest deleting ‘avoid’ harm. At the end of the day, we 

need to reduce the harm that the bats are continuously causing to residents, and it 

is completely unreasonable to expect residents to suffer harm but with no harm 

whatsoever to be caused to the bats. I’m not saying kill or injure them, but there’s a 

big difference between that and ‘avoiding all harm’.  

5. Clause 6(2): again, the document should not say ‘avoid any impact’ on plants, animals, etc. 

Some impact is unavoidable to protect the humans impacted by the bats. 

 

6. Clause 13 Requirement for a flying fox expert: this clause effectively provides a veto for this 

person. From our experience, where one local resident is a massive fan of flying foxes (to the 

point of doing a post-grad degree regarding bats, hosting tourists to view the bats, opposing 

efforts to reduce the impact of bats on residents), this is not an acceptable component of 

the plan. I propose that the camp manager obtains input from suitable experts but that they 

do not have a veto right. 

 

7. Clause 15 While carrying out management actions: this clause again places too much weight 

on the state of the bats, for example, it says all actions must cease if the bats are displaying 

signs of stress or fatigue. What about the ‘stress and fatigue’ that residents live with every 

day? I think these clauses should be removed – as long as the bats are not injured or killed 

by the management action, it should be fine. The bats can simply fly away like they do every 

night.  

 

Thank you once again for taking action to enable camp managers to do something to help 

residents. I can only hope the relevant camp managers (in our case the Ku-ring-gai Council) will 

in fact do something to ease the plight of residents.  

I am more than happy to discuss this at any stage, please feel free to contact me on  

or . 

Regards 

 

 

Clive van Horen 

 




