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Comments by Oatley Flora & Fauna Conservation Society Inc. 

 

Preamble to draft code of practice:  

“If the actions required to manage a flying-fox camp are consistent with the terms of the code, a licence will 

not be required.  The making of a code of practice will help local councils and other public land managers to 

act quickly to manage flying-fox camps causing concern on public land.” 

Our response:  In the absence of a Flying Fox Camp Management Plan and any oversight from OEH (which would 

have occurred as part of a section 91 licence under the previous Threatened Species Act)  it will be difficult to 

determine if the camp manager has carried out the management actions in ‘a manner that avoids or minimizes any 

impact on animals, plants and ecological communities’.   The code is not enforceable and its implementation will 

likely result in harm to flying-foxes and damage to their habitat. 

We understand it is a lengthy process to apply for and be granted a licence, but without this process, what 

safeguards are in place to ensure routine camp management actions are carried out correctly?  It would be 

advisable that the camp manager at least notifies EOH of planned actions and this information should be 

publically available.  For example, a sign at the site of camp management activity, in the same way 1080 fox 

baiting and other interventions are publicised. 

Previously, notification was required to be undertaken more widely than just to the surrounding residents and more 

time was provided for the public and local councils to comment on the proposed management actions.  The code limits 

these consultation requirements and the ability of the public and local councils to have input.   

What qualifications would the people carrying out the camp management have? 

 

Part 2 

8 (a) “Trimming of understorey vegetation” 

Our response:  Trimming should not be permitted in Endangered Ecological Communities (EECs) or on 

threatened plant species.  Nearly all flying-fox camps in urban areas are in threatened vegetation.  This code will 

allow the picking (trimming and clearing) of up to 50% of this vegetation unless it is critically endangered. That 

means that endangered/vulnerable ecological communities and species can be picked under the code; this is not 

acceptable. 

The only mention of endangered species and endangered communities is in 10 (2), and only for critically 

endangered species and communities. 

 

8 (g) “Construction of artificial structures”   

Our response:  What are the artificial structures that could be used to augment habitat? 

 

9 (a) “Trimming or otherwise clearing vegetation at the camp boundary” 

Our response:  The clearing of trees or other vegetation in this zone should not be permitted.  Again, no 

mention is made of EECs or threatened species that might be trimmed. 

 

9 (b) Our response:  Construction of any fencing should not block flight paths or access to preferred 

watering areas for drinking or thermoregulation.   The installation of fencing and various forms of disturbance 

have the potential to accidentally or incidentally kill flying foxes, either directly if the animals are caught on the 

fences, or indirectly as a result of stress. 

 

9 (c) i   Our response:  Habitat modification is not defined in the Dictionary; it could involve anything, 

including the clearance of trees.  Clearing of vegetation should not be allowed.  Again no mention of EECs 

or threatened species. 

 

9 (c) iv  Physical disturbance is not defined in the Dictionary. What does this term encompass? 



 

10 (1)  “Camp management actions may be carried out pre-emptively …” 

 

Our response:  What frequency of use by flying-foxes and by what number of individuals, constitutes an 

area being considered a camp?  This could be used as an excuse to get rid of vegetation before there is real 

evidence of the flying-foxes settling.  Such actions should be taken only where there has been a long history 

of use that caused significant problems for surrounding communities. 

No mention of EECs or threatened species 

 

10 (2) Our response:  Should not be allowed to be carried out on any EEC or threatened species not just 

Critically Endangered communities or organisms. 

 

11 (1) Notification of Environment Agency Head 

Our response:  Needs to be longer than 5 days, at least 10 business days. 

 

11 (2) Our response:  Environment agency should have at least 5 business days to issue directions. 

 

11 (4) Our response:  Should give other local councils 10 business days’ notification. 

 

13 (1) Our response:  A flying-fox expert should be identified by suitable formal qualifications and or peer 

reviewed publications and /or reports on the topics relating to flying fox biology and conservation and have 

several years of experience in that area of expertise. 

13 (4) ( c) Our response:   A flying-fox expert should be engaged for any activity, high or low level.  The 

criteria for a flying-fox expert outlined in the dictionary to the code and for record keeping in section 17 of the code, 

are not stringent enough to engender any confidence that the management actions will be undertaken and monitored 

with any scientific rigour.  This reduces management accountability and will not provide any useful data for ongoing 

management of other flying-fox camps. The expert should be a person who is highly qualified and recognized as a 

flying-fox expert by their peers and monitoring requirements should be spelt out more explicitly so that the results are 

meaningful.  

14 (2) Our response:  Camp manager and flying-fox expert should monitor camp for at least 10 business 

days before any actions, high or low, are carried out, if the monitoring determines so. 

15(4) and (5) Our response:  The disturbance action regimes are too severe.  Previously, disturbance actions were 

limited to fewer consecutive days and by a smaller percentage of flying-foxes still remaining in the camp. This 

increase in the degree of allowable disturbance will result in an increase in harm to the flying-foxes.  

15 (7) Our response:  Actions should result in removal of no more than 10% (not 50%) of the area of 

vegetation; vegetation removed should be replaced with twice that amount at another suitable position. 

Again no mention of EECs or threatened species. 

 

 


