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Submission re 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. We strongly support the introduction of a Code of Practice Authorising Flying-fox Camp 

Management Actions (the code) that sets out what Ku-ring-gai Council is authorized to do as 

the manager of the Ku-ring-gai Grey Headed Flying Fox reserve in Gordon (the Reserve). 

However we are extremely disappointed that the Code lacks any ‘teeth’ in terms of 

outcomes or time frames in relation to the implementation of routine and high impact camp 

management actions. Whilst the code suggests actions that the camp manager can take, it 

does not require Council to do anything at all. 

2. Local residents have lobbied the Council in relation to managing the Reserve and Camp over 

the last decade with little to no success. We have had no response from the Mayor or 

councilors to our recent email requests for help (in 2018). I have been involved in meeting 

and submission to the Councilors and Staff since 2015. 

3. The consistent response from Council has been that they are powerless to act on our behalf 

because management actions in relation to the Camp are governed by the OEH (State 

Government) Notwithstanding, this Code would atleast allow Council to do something, if 

they wished. 

4. The majority of residents most affected by the Camp are those located in Waugoola Street 

and Taylor Street, adjacent to or within approximately 100m of the Camp. This includes 

approximately 40 dwellings and families, young and old, pets and ratepayers. 

5. The camp was not in this location 10-15 years ago, it has progressively moved westwards 

into the residential area adjacent to dwellings and away from the central Reserve area of 

14.6 HA or 146000m2. The centre of the Camp is now located a few metres from Taylor 

Street and from 15 dwellings that are within 80m of the centre of the camp. Some of the 

largest roosting trees are within 15m of Taylor Street houses. The trees are completely 

covered with hundreds and hundreds or animals so that the trees are completely denuded 

and now dead. 

6. These houses are filled with children, grandchildren, parents, workers and rate payers like 

you, all of us just trying to live, sleep, play outside in our yards and swim in our pools. We 

want to leave pets and washing outside and we want to breathe fresh air free of the stench 

of Bat urine and want to be able to walk bare foot on our decks, paths and balconies. 

7. Mainly we just want to be able to sleep between 10pm and 6am, like most other people and 

Council staff and Councillors. From August to June approximately 10 months of the year, the 

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


noise from the 35000 plus bats is deafening. You can’t hear yourself think let alone sleep. 

The screeching does not abate between 10am and 6am every single day. 

8. The smell, mess, noise and sleep deprivation cause significant impacts on our lives including 

negative effects on our mental and physical health. 

9. In addition these impacts are affecting our property values and our ability to sell and move 

away from the area. We have 8 weeks each year in winter tin which to knowingly mis lead 

potential buyers and try and sell. 

10. I was only advised of this draft Code via email on 16 May 2018, just 8 days before the 

consultation period closes on 24 May. This appears to be another example of how little 

Council regards our concerns and about ratepayers living in this vicinity. 

11.  The objectives of the plan (section 3) are ambiguous. Objective (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.  

12. Any pruning or tree removal could be argued by Council to have a potential impact on 

biodiversity values. Therefore this clause allows for the Council to do nothing. Some areas of 

Camp or reserve must be excluded from this clause for example a 10m-15m buffer zone 

along the boundary of all residential properties. The buffer zone should be established and 

be free of all potential roosting vegetation. It would be accepted that the buffer zone would 

include less biodiversity.  

13. The loss of this biodiversity could be offset with the establishment of intensive  co-ordinated 

and properly managed revegetation deeper in the reserve. In the case of Gordon wide 

scaled revegetation needs to occur 100m or so to the east. 

14. Part 2  (8) Routine Camp Management Actions. The code should specify regular time periods 

in which such routine actions are required to be taken by the Camp manager. 

15. Part 2  (9) High Impact Camp Management Actions. The code should specify regular time 

periods in which such High Impact actions are required to be taken by the Camp manager. A 

local resident who represents those most affected by the Camp, should be consulted at 

every step of the formulation of high impact management actions. 

16. The high impact management actions appear to be the only actions that may have a 

practicle and positive impact to benefit residents for example. establishment of a vegetation 

buffer zone or the use of disturbance actions.   

17. Clause 13 establishes an effective ‘Veto’ to prevent all work, when every single management 

action can be prevented by a flying fox expert.  In Gordon the Bat Conservation Society 

appear to enjoy strong support from Council and Council Staff. Based on our experience as a 

community group, if this clause were to remain, no management actions would be taken by 

Council that would benefit residents.  

18. In this regard we request that the importance and influence placed on the advice of the 

Flying Fox expert should be reduced. When high impact management actions that directly 

affect adjacent residents are proposed but prevented by a Flying Fox expert or by Council 

Staff, the expert advice should be peer reviewed. The peer review expert should be 

appointed by an independent body  (IHAP or the OEH). A local resident who represents 

those most affected by the Camp, should be consulted at every step of the formulation of 

high impact management actions. 

Regards 

Jane and Chris Riley  




