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General 

This submission has been prepared by Coffs Harbour City Council, for lodgement with the 
NSW State Government, following the release of the draft Code of Practice Authorising 
Flying-fox Camp Management Actions 2018.  

Routine Camp Management Actions 

Council supports the introduction of a code that allows land managers to undertake routine 
Camp Management Actions without a license as described in section eight of the code.  
These actions will allow councils to undertake the necessary routine works that both 
preserve and protect flying-fox camps while also managing natural assets in a way that 
reduces conflict with neighbouring residents.  

Council would like to see the introduction of trimming of vegetation to maintain existing and 
established buffers added into routine camp management actions.  This could be limited to 
vegetation growth of less than 12 months of age and not include the establishment or 
enlargement of buffers.  Council considers this a routine maintenance activity that is not high 
impact. 

High Impact Camp Management Actions 

Council is concerned that the inclusion of disturbance as a camp management option will put 
unrealistic pressure on Councils to undertake such activities without first considering other 
options such as improved vegetation management,.  Disturbance is not the best action for 
either the flying-foxes or surrounding residents due to the risk of splinter camps. In the past it 
has also been found to be largely unsuccessful and cost prohibitive.   

Council believes that a comprehensive body of work should be carried out to demonstrate an 
acceptable level of impact to the flying-foxes, the potential risk of splinter camps impacting 
other residents, and to reasonably conclude that there are no other viable options available 
before any disturbance actions are considered and approved. 

Council is also of the opinion that section 15 limits the way work can be carried out to such 
an extent that any disturbance is unlikely to be successful.  While Council is in support of 
section 15, as it provides some safeguards for the flying-foxes, it highlights that the code will 
put unrealistic pressure on Councils to undertake disturbance activities that are unlikely to be 
successful or in the best interest of the flying-foxes and the wider community.  

Pre-emptive Camp Management Actions 

Section ten does not provide enough detail as to when pre-emptive works can be carried 
out.  Can work still be classified as pre-emptive if a number of flying-foxes are roosting in 
vegetation before it becomes an established camp and Council is concerned that a new 
camp may become established? 

Greater clarification and protocols are needed in this section. 



Notification of Environment Agency Head 

Section 11 requires that the camp manager must notify the Environment Agency Head in 
writing at least five business days before carrying out any camp management actions. 
Council believes that this requirement should not apply to Routine Camp Management 
Actions outlined in section eight as it is contrary to the goal of allowing Councils to undertake 
low level routine works without State Government intervention.  

An alternative to this would be to allow Councils with an adopted Flying Fox Management 
Plan prepared in accordance with the 2016 OEH Flying-fox Camp Management Plan 
Template to undertake Routine Camp Management Actions without referral to the 
Environment Agency Head. 

Requirement for a Flying-fox Expert 

Section 13 requires that the camp manager must obtain advice from a flying-fox expert 
before carrying out any camp management actions. Again Council believes that this 
requirement should not apply to Routine Camp Management Actions outlined in section 
eight as it is contrary to the goal of allowing Councils to undertake low level routine works 
without State Government intervention.  

An alternative to this would be to allow Councils with an adopted Flying Fox Management 
Plan prepared in accordance with the 2016 OEH Flying-fox Camp Management Plan 
Template to undertake Routine Camp Management Actions without obtaining advice from a 
flying-fox expert.   

The Flying-fox Camp Management Plan Template already discusses matters relating to 
breeding females and food/heat stress. 

Camp Management Plans 

Council is disappointed that the Code does not refer to Camp Management Plans that have 
been promoted by OEH as an effective management tool.  Coffs Harbour City Council 
adopted an LGA wide Strategic Camp Management Plan in 2017 with input from OEH and in 
accordance with the 2016 OEH Flying-fox Camp Management Plan Template.  Council is 
now implementing the plan, with financial assistance from OEH, and has found that it 
provides excellent guidance to Council in managing the three camps within the Coffs 
Harbour LGA.   

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

Council is concerned that the Code does not discuss the federal Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. As the Grey Headed Flying-fox is listed as a vulnerable 
species under the EPBC Act the code should at least mention requirements under this Act. 

Conclusion 

Council is in favour of the development of the code as it will assist land managers to 
undertake routine Camp Management Actions without a licence.  However, Council does 
have concerns with some aspects of the code as it does not reference Camp Management 
Plans prepared in accordance with the 2016 OEH Flying-fox Camp Management Plan 



Template.  Council believes the Code will put unrealistic pressure on Councils to undertake 
disturbance activities when this has been shown to be unsuccessful in flying fox camp 
management in the past, and is not the best action.  


