
Attention: Gabrielle Upton, the Minister for the Environment. 

Thank you for allowing comments on the draft Code of Practice Authorising Flying-fox Camp 

Management Actions 2018. 

Overall, I believe this is a Code which supports the sustainability of Flying-foxes in our environment, 

and recognises the Grey Headed Flying-fox’s “Vulnerable to Extinction” status. 

However, I wish to make comments on the following areas: 

Part 2, Section 9 (a) “Trimming or otherwise clearing vegetation at the camp boundary to create a 

buffer of cleared space between the flying-fox camp and areas of human settlement.” 

I would like to see a ‘description of indicative distance’ of this buffer zone to meet residential and 

non residential areas. For example, we believe it may be different in different situations such as a 

boundary for a school and v’s a buffer for a house living adjacent to a colony. 

Part 3, Section 11 (1) “The camp manager must notify the Environment Agency Head in writing at 

least five business days before carrying out any camp management actions.” 

This appears to be a short timeframe and may implement an action in haste.  I would like to see this 

extended to 21 days and the response time in Part 3, Section 11 (2) be 14 days.  

I believe this will suitably address the potential ambiguity between the clauses as it could be 

interpreted that action can take place 5 days following notification without awaiting a response 

(which could be a further 3 days, or 8 days overall from the initial notification). 

Part 3, Section 11 should include a time period to notify wildlife rehabilitation groups e.g. five 

business days, so they have time to make arrangements for attendance as outlined in Part 3, Section 

14 (3). 

Part 3, Section 12 (1) “Flying-foxes must not be handled or touched by a person.” 

It appears this clause is aimed at preventing non-trained persons who are undertaking camp 

management actions handling the wildlife. This should be clearly stated. However, for wildlife  

rescuers (who may be invited to observe iaw Part 3, section14 (3)), then the normal provisions 

should apply.  

Notwithstanding, with respect wildlife rescuers observing, this should include the statement of 

“…unless appropriately vaccinated against ABLV and using appropriate PPE.”  There may be times a 

flying-fox may be injured and require rescuing by an appropriately trained wildlife rescuer.  This 

must be allowed. 

Part 3, Section 13 (1) a) “The camp manager must obtain advice from a flying-fox expert before 

carrying out any camp management actions, including advice as to whether: the camp contains 

female flying-foxes that are in the third trimester of pregnancy or have dependent young that cannot 

fly on their own.” 

With respect to ‘dependent young’, it is important to note that flying foxes become less dependent 

(but not totally independent) at around 12 weeks of age. Hence, this clause should not specifically 

mention ‘dependence’ as this is not a good indicator of whether a flying fox could adequately 

relocate during camp management activities.  



I would like to have a minimum age of 16 weeks (18-20 weeks even better) applied to this clause.  

Flying-fox pups are unable to fly much before 12 weeks and have to increase their ability and 

endurance over time. 

Part 3, Section 13 (4) d) “The camp manager must consider any advice provided by the flying-fox 

expert on the appropriateness of the proposed actions prior to commencing them.” 

Use of the wordage “must consider” is inconsistent with the definitive statements in the Code, and 

as such must be deleted. 

Part 3, Section 15 (3) “If disturbance actions are to be carried out in an area within a camp, at least 

one other area within the camp must be designated as a rest area where disturbance action are not 

to be carried out.” 

I would like to see this area defined by a percentage of camp area or ‘allowable’ distance from 

nearby residents. This advice should be sought from the local flying fox expert as these criteria may 

differ based on local conditions. 

Part 3, Section 15 (7) “Camp management actions must not result in the removal of more than 50%of 

the area of vegetation that existed in an area prior to the commencement of camp management 

actions.” 

I would like to see a clause that prevents 50% of vegetation being removed, then subsequent actions 

reducing this vegetation by a further 50% in new actions.  Once vegetation has been reduced, it 

should not be allowed to be reduced further without a specific timeframe being implemented. 

Part 3, Section 15 (8) “Splinter camps resulting from camp management actions must be monitored 

and management should be considered if significant impacts on residents occur.” 

As these splinter camps have resulted after a dispersal, I would like to see a timeframe limiting the 

time before further active dispersals would be authorised. 

Part 3, Section 17, (1) c) “The camp manager must keep accurate written records of all camp 

management action that they carry out or are carried out on their behalf, including whether any of 

the terms of this Code were contravened…” 

If any of the terms of this Code have been contravened they should be flagged immediately (to the 

Environmental Agency Head), not hidden amongst records and passed on within 6 months of the 

actions being carried out. 

Something that is not addressed by this draft Code of Practice is the ability to simultaneously 

implement high impact camp management actions.  I believe a distance between authorised 

dispersals should be quantified. 

Please consider these proposals in this draft Code. 

Yours sincerely 

Kay Matthews 

 




