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To whom it may concern, 
 
I don't consider this document to be a well constructed policy. As it deals mainly with Grey-headed 
Flying foxes, a Threatened species under the NSW Threatened Species Conservation Act  1995, and 
Federally listed as Vulnerable under the EPBC Act 1999, I would expect the policy to be evidence 
based. 
 
Lack of Supportive documentation. 
Its difficult to find evidence to support the processes recommended in the Draft Camp 
Management policy document. 
 
The previous Flying fox camp management policy (2007) made a number of actions that would 
provide evidence, but I cant find any evidence of having been done. 

◦ Policy provision (8). “ A report assessing whether an attempt to relocate a flying fox 
camp has been successful, must be submitted” Such a report would provide 
evidence that would support the actions of any council/land holder compiling a 
Camp Management plan under your new draft guidelines. Does any such 
documentation exist? Is so, its very difficult to find. 

◦ Policy provision (10) 'will encourage research into flying fox ecology and their use of 
camps, including research into camp selection criteria' Does this exist? 

◦ Policy provision (20)'will encourage consideration of flying fox camps and the 
provision of spacial separation between camps' 

◦ policy provision(21)'to identify and protect camps and provide for their extension..' 
 
All of these actions have been present since 2007, and if they had been done, they would provide 
an evidence base for any relevant camp management changes, and allow a benchmark to be used 
in assessment. 
 
The second potential source of evidence should flow from the Draft National Recovery Plan for 
Grey-headed Flying-foxes July 2009. I can find no documentation more current than this Draft 
Recovery Plan. 
This document, pp18-19  identifies as a High Priority Threat, habitat loss, both foraging and roost. 
Specific objectives 3 and 4 (p23) is to identify roosting habitat critical to the survival of Grey-
headed Flying fox.  
The compiling of evidence to support this objective is clearly defined in 4.2, to be met in the 5 year 
life of the Recovery Plan. - 2014. 
Criteria 3- camps critical to survival protected under conservation management programmes 
increased. 
The recovery objectives also seek define initial benchmarks to enable future evaluation... written 
reports evaluating performance against criteria will be provided... 
 
So where is this evidence? If it had been collated, then there would be an opportunity to weigh the 



new Draft against the existing evidence, and make logical and sound policy. But none of it seems 
available, so the new draft policy is presented in a vacuum of evidence. 
 
 
Recommendation: that the research proposed be done before a different style of management is 
introduced, so that you will at least be able to monitor its effects. 
 
 
Other issues to consider page 11:   The location of historically and currently occupied camps are 
considered in strategic planning 
 
 In the Royal Zoological Society of NSW publication 'Managing Grey-headed Flying-foxes as a 
Threatened Species in NSW, (2002) I submitted a paper titled 'Contemporary issues in managing 
flying fox camps: a publicly documented conflict from Maclean on the North Coast of NSW'. On 
page 181, I wrote 'It was at this time (1994) that the Dept. of School Education (DSE) lodged a 
development application (DA) with Maclean Shire Council (now Clarence Valley Council) to 
construct two school buildings directly adjacent and abutting the Reserve( Maclean Rainforest 
Reserve), an established flying fox maternity camp with records going back to 1885. DSE had an 
exemption from various procedures that regulate development in NSW... they were not obliged to 
conduct an EIS on the construction, and there was no legal requirement for DSE or Maclean Shire 
Council to instigate a process of public consultation or debate regarding the placement of the 
building, or the special needs of staff and students using the buildings that would abut the 
Reserve. That the noise and smell.... would create a problem to people using the buildings, or open 
areas in the buffer zone was well known. However, no provision was made in the DA to ameliorate 
the impact. The approved DA, when eventually made public in 1996 made no mention of the 
existence of the flying-fox camp.' 
 
So began a well documented period of conflict around the Maclean Flying-fox colony. Tensions 
fuelled the media, state elections focussed on the issue, and community feelings reached fever 
pitch, resulting in the Tidemann dispersal of 2000. In the years that followed, new colonies were 
formed in the residential areas of Iluka and Yamba, and in the gully, 300m from the original camp. 
If a formal assessment of the current position was made today, it would show that the 'new' flying-
fox camp is in residents' property in the gully, the high school's western car park and the TAFE car 
park, 
impacting on more people for a longer period that prior to the fore mentioned school addition 
construction. 
The conflict is already spreading into the 2015 NSW state election campaign. 
 
A long story, but it shows that construction allowed near flying-fox colonies can be followed by 20 
years of conflict. Maclean Shire Council, at that time, had no legislative authority to prevent the 
construction. How would it be different if that same situation were to happen today, under the 
current draft camp management policy? I'm not aware that there has been any strengthening of 
the power to control building applications by state government bodies.  
 
Recommendation: Local councils need to have the authority to determine, examine and provide 
public scrutiny to all DAs, with reference to flying-fox colonies. It needs to be mandated, and not 
suggested. No government body has ever been required to accept responsibility for this poor 
planning. 
 



 
Accountability. 
I would expect a sound policy to be accountable in its implementation. There is no mention of any 
recording or evidence collecting processes in the draft camp management policy. There is no 
existing benchmark to be used, and no framework to record the effects of the new policy across 
the state wide range of Grey-headed Flying foxes, over the 5 year period initially licensed. 
This Draft camp management policy has the potential to become a High Priority Threatening 
process in its own right. 
 
Recommendation: Go back to the drawing board, collect and collate evidence regarding flying 
fox camps, as defined in the Draft National Recovery Plan, make your finding public and and 
available to scrutiny , then proceed with a camp management plan that is scientifically based, 
rather than a political instrument. 


