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Gus A. Araya PSR16/016 Grey Headed Flying Foxes - Dispersal Plan 
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Russell Schneider PSR16/016 Grey Headed Flying Foxes - Dispersal Plan 
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Hi, my name is Lucy Norman, and many people know me as someone that is fighting for bat rights 

over human rights.  This is not the case.  My goal is the same as the goal of all of the people in this 

room:  to end the conflict between humans and flying foxes. 

 

I am happy to agree with everything that the residents have to say in relation to their negative 

experiences. I agree with any speakers that follow me that will discuss the smell, the faeces on the 

washing. The noise of the colony, the inconvenience of having to wash cars and other surfaces when 

soiled by droppings.  Any speaker that wishes to discuss those things has no argument from me.  I 

agree with you.  You are asking for HELP.  For REAL HELP to improve your situation.  I agree that 

you need help.  You are beyond breaking point, and you need someone to do something.  

 

The someone is the Council.  The something is not dispersal.  I have made myself unpopular by 

telling you the truth:  dispersal will not work. It will not help you.   

 

I'm not a bat expert.  Neither are most people in this room.  So we have to be guided by that the 

experts are telling us.  They ALL agree that active dispersal will have NO effect on the things that 

are affecting you.  If the colony does disperse, it is expected to splinter into smaller colonies in 

people's backyards in Surf Beach, Long Beach, Sunshine Bay, Batehaven, and a bigger colony in 

Catalina.  

 

Even if you chopped down EVERY TREE in Bateman's Bay – not just the water gardens, but the 

entire town – you would STILL have a bat problem.  Because you live in a flight path.  Just like an 

airport, those bats in the sky at night are a permanent fixture, they will continue to fly over your 

houses, leaving droppings, making mess, making noise, for as long as the nomads are here.  Which 

WLL NOT be forever!  They're not only migratory, but nomadic. While they are here, it doesn't 

matter where they SLEEP.  When they are AWAKE, they will continue to do the things that are 

causing you distress.  Council knows that, these are Council's words:  “Under all realistic scenarios 

we will continue to see impacts across Eurobodalla because of feeding and foraging, these impacts 

simply cannot be eliminated”.  

 

Unless they move at least 30 kilometres away, the behaviour that you currently experience from 

dusk till dawn will remain functionally the same. 

 

The politicians know that dispersal will not help.  They have lied to you as part of an election 

campaign.  You deserve better than that.   If they actually cared about you and your problem, they 

would have approved a plan that aligns with the advice that the experts have given in terms of what 

we learned from other dispersals.  The conditions associated with the funding were that the money 

be spent immediately, and on active dispersal. If the Council tries to defer, it loses the money.  If 

they try to use the money to support residents, the funding is withdrawn by the State.  Federal 

money is contingent on winter dispersal as well.  

 

Why?  

 

Because the bats are naturally dispersing in winter.  So any dispersal strategy is going to have the 

appearance of being effective, at least until 2 July. After that, it doesn't matter to the politicians 

whether or not you have problems with bats, because the election is over.  They have hoodwinked 

you! And when the colony returns in February – guess what? There is no more money.  You are 

going to be in exactly the same position you are now – but there will be no more money left to 

defend the bay from the returning flying foxes (although there will be fewer of them).  And the 

politicians will just be laughing at you.  

 

This Council KNOWS that dispersal won't work.  From its own agenda paper (pp 15 - 35):   



 Success of other attempts has been low -- high risk, and high cost 

 Because of those (and other reasons specific to this local context) independent advice  

recommends against dispersal  

 The likelihood of seeing the flying foxes return in the same unprecedented number is very 

low 

 The power failure issue with Essential Energy is considered to be “solved” 

 And additional THREE experts are quoted, all agreeing that dispersal attempted in 

Bateman's Bay has a low likelihood of success AND significant risks  

 There is a VERY strong belief in this community that flying foxes are making people sick, 

that they all carry deadly diseases, and are posing a serious health risk.  Council KNOWS 

that isn't true.  The risks of Lyssavirus and Hendra are negligible, and according to NSW 

public health data, there was no significant increase in people presenting with acute 

illnesses that could be caused by bats.  “There is no evidence that lfying foxes are causing 

or exacerbating illness”. 

 

Council needs to develop and deliver an education campaign to provide people with accurate 

information – not approve funding decisions based on people's mistaken assumptions.  

 

There are only two decision-makers in this room that I think actually believe that dispersal will 

work.  Those two are Milton Leslight and Russell Schneider.  I have become aware that Milton 

Leslight is currently selling a property that adjoins one of the flying fox roosts.  He has a personal 

financial incentive to wrap this up fast, not necessarily well.  I would suggest that this conflict of 

interest would lead him to unjustly support a plan that will send the flying foxes to other people's 

backyards and out of his own.  

 

I am aware that Liz Innes has been campaigning hard for dispersal on behalf of her mum, but as an 

intelligent woman, I suspect that she is aware that dispersal will not have the desired effects.   

 

At this point, she is supporting a plan that she knows will not work simply because there is money 

temporarily available because of an election stunt -- might as well have a crack at it. A few other 

councillors may be thinking the same.  The money is there, so we might as well give the people 

what they are asking for.  Maybe it will work, maybe not.  Nothing ventured, nothing gained.  No 

harm, no foul.  

 

Plenty of harm, plenty of foul.  95% of this species died out in the last century.  This colony, in 

2016, represented a quarter of a species.  Doing ANYTHING that puts them at risk is plenty 

harmful and plenty foul. This species is one of the cornerstones of our entire ecosystem.  You have 

no right to approve action against such an important and vulnerable species.  We need them, and 

they are being wiped off the face of the Earth.  30% died just in the 1990s.  It may seem like there is 

an endless supply of them – but that's because they are being driven to the cities by habitat 

destruction.  They are vanishing.  

 

I would also like to point out that Russell Schneider's taskforce recommendations and the 

community consultation process are both highly questionable.  I would also like Milton and Russell 

to please address the Council, and justify why, in the face of every single expert – they are still 

trying to convince people that dispersal will work.   

 

What is there to gain from implementing a plan that has been essentially guaranteed to fail by 

EVERY expert? Upon what grounds do you disagree with the unanimous expert opinions?  Upon 

what grounds do you expect this to succeed where 95% of other attempts have failed – and their 

chances of success were SIGNIFICANTLY higher than this?  If it is just “that you do”, or that “it's 

better than nothing” or “we have to try something”, those are not only flimsy reasons, but they are 



breaches of the laws that govern how public money is spent.  

 

You can NOT legally spend our money on something you believe will fail. It's illegal.  Even if you 

think you have the support of state and federal governments – spending money on something that 

you have admitted will fail is illegal, and I promise you that legal action will be taken.  I am happy 

to provide more information on that if you like.  

 

I suggest that you adopt recommendations 4, 5, and 6 ONLY from the list on page 17 of the agenda, 

and that you immediately develop a resident support plan including educational support, and 

































My name is Caroline Meyn and firstly I would like to say I do not live amongst the bats but I’m 

here for the community. 

Mayor Brown did a media release on the May 19th stating he was pleased to let the community 

know that all councilors are in agreement that this council will do everything possible to 

attempt a dispersal this winter, but contrary to that release Cllr Burnside has publicly denied his 

agreeance to dispersal and Cllr Harding publicly posted an international petition against 

dispersal on her Facebook profile.  Council then decided to take a break for 3 weeks when the 

Batemans Bay community needed them the most this was viewed by the community as a 

stalling tactic against dispersal. It also raises the point, why are we still here over 3 weeks later 

a meeting for council to vote on dispersal if all councilors were already in agreeance 

Council needs to actively utilize the use of volunteers across the board for dispersal. Many 

people have imputed through our surveys that they are willing to help in any way possible and 

these names were forwarded to council.  Council has stated in their dispersal plan to only use 

these volunteers as follows: - Due to the high risk nature of a dispersal activity, possible 

involvement of community volunteers would be generally restricted to certain activities within 

their own property and reporting any incidences of roosting flying foxes outside of the existing 

camp. 

This view is highly hypercritical; residents are living with these risks every day in their 

neighborhood and backyards so how does helping with dispersal outside the camps boundaries 

put them in any greater risk then what they face every day in their homes. The flying foxes 

become stressed when we walk around our homes, mow our lawns or make any noise on daily 

basis dispersal would be no different to these situations. 

The NSW government stepped in to lend a helping hand as they could see the urgency in the 

situation. Batemans Bay has been given an exemption on vegetation clearing and removal and 

the council needs to utilize this to its full potential to pave the way for a successful dispersal. 

A couple of weeks ago Mayor Brown stated that the community overwhelmingly rejects 

dispersal referring back to a very small and limited survey done. I personally went to every 

house in Bavarde ave, south street, old princess hwy including the Burrawangs and spoke with 

those residents that were directly affected and they stated that no one had approached them 

regarding this issue apart from a few who claimed they had received a pamphlet on how to live 

with bats.  

It’s noted that council placed in their report regarding submissions that our form letters were 

separated from other submissions as they represented a prompt to do so, in defense of this 

council should heed that if they had perused the individual surveys residents provided these 

findings and this was evident in the surveys. 



 

The councilors need to heed the community’s view including the hundreds of submissions that 

have been received on acceptance of dispersal. 

Burnside makes reference to not wasting rate payers money on an issue that has no 

foreseeable outcome but yet as a ratepayer I ask you the question should there be any price 

put on a person’s physical or mental health and even if there is a chance this might not work at 

least we have tried and we can move forward on finding another solution. 

I would also like to raise the point that Schwarz referred to those that actually cared for our 

community as a lynch mob and clap trap intellectual hobos when we were the ones that did off 

our own backs with over 800 submissions and surveys and liaised with the residents effected 

while they conducted a minimal survey of under 20 and classed that as everyone’s view on the 

situation. 

Flying foxes and humans cannot cohabitate the risks to humans is too high. So many people are 

being pushed to breaking point with a situation they are being forced to endure. The sheer 

anxiety of this situation is causing a minority to take things into their own hands with 

devastating consequences to the flying foxes as witnessed in the last few months. Should not 

this prove to conservationists the importance of moving them on for the safety of the flying 

foxes if your interests in protecting a vulnerable species is of great importance would not 

placing them in a safe environment out of harm’s way be what is best for their long term 

survival. 

The commonwealth granted an exemption to ESC speeding up dispersal approval by 6 months. 

Since then Mayor Brown, Schwarz, Burnside and Harding have claimed the NSW government 

was a barrier to dispersals. At no point have they justified their public claims yet they are the 

councilors still to resolve whether they support dispersal or not. 

 













Presentation 
 

Page 1 

5 minutes only – My credentials – Ecologist with experience coordinating monthly flying fox counting 
for the past 4 years in Bega where I live opposite the flying fox colony at the Glebe Park Lagoon. 

Key points 

 GHFF is part of the ecology of the region - important ecological function in forest ecosystems 

 Attempting dispersal with the aim to reduce the conflict in the community is folly – listen to the expert 

advice that dispersal is high risk and will most likely increase the impacts on the community 

 Instead focus on creating buffers, education campaigns to reduce antipathy towards flying-foxes, 

tourism promotion & further research into GHFF behaviour and ecology. 

Presentation Outline 

Independent advice obtained by Council, at the peak of GHFF numbers in mid-late April, recommended against 

dispersal. I support this view. 

 The GHFF is part of the ecology of the region: 

o It has an important role in the pollination of forest trees, in this area particularly spotted gum 

and bloodwood  

o “GHFF play an important ecological function in forest ecosystems as they pollinate and 

disperse seed at night” (Report to Council meeting - Page 22) 

o GHFF “will continue to return in varying numbers dependent on environmental conditions. 

Under all realistic scenarios we will continue to see impacts across the Eurobodalla as a result 

of foraging and feeding activity. These impacts simply cannot be eliminated.” (Report to 

Council meeting - Page 16) 

o “So long as there is a food source across our shire, GHFF will occur in the area.” (Report to 

Council meeting - Page 21) 

 

Point 5 in the Recommendations – which calls for further research to be undertaken – I support the call for 

more research but please begin this research with a literature review of the existing research to date. 

 

Point 1 in the recommendations – which calls for proceeding with the implementation of an attempted 

dispersal – I counsel against proceeding with the dispersal attempt because: 

 The colony is naturally decreasing 

 The “likelihood of seeing the GHFF return in the same unprecedented numbers is therefore low, 

especially in the short to medium term. As the food supply reduces and the weather continues to cool, 

it is expected that the GHFF will continue to disperse naturally to other areas in search of food.” 

 The impracticality of the aim “to move GHFF to a new camp site (or sites) that meet the criteria of 

suitable habitat in the Dispersal Plan” where “suitable areas would be at least 300m from residential 

areas.”  See Figure 3 (on page 8) of the Dispersal Plan – the likelihood is that any movement from the 

existing areas (shown in red) would be to the adjoining areas deemed ‘unsuitable’ (shown in yellow) 

which are significantly closer than the areas deemed ‘suitable’ (shown in orange) which are generally 

further away. 

 I urge you to listen to the concerns about attempting dispersal raised by the other experts who have 

experience with the management and dispersal of GHFF: 

o Particularly the Maclean Case Study example referred to in the article by Roberts et al (2011) 

on page 282: 
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 “The Maclean disturbance program, rather than resolving the problem, appears to 

have merely succeeded in moving the problem elsewhere at considerable and ongoing 

cost to the local community, and expanding it so that an increasing number of people 

are affected.” 

o “As we know from experiences elsewhere, the likelihood of dispersal being successful is low 

and the associated risks are high” (Report to Council meeting - Page 20) 

 I urge you also to listen to the concern expressed in many of the submissions to Council that splinter 

groups will form and that evidence suggests dispersal is unlikely to succeed. 

o “The vast majority of potential habitat near the existing camps is within 300m of urban areas 

and therefore considered unsuitable for a GHFF camp.” (Report to Council meeting - Pages 28 

& 29) 

o Figure 3 from the Dispersal Plan. 

o Experience from Noosa Council. – Distribute article from Noosa News “Science backs the Noosa 

bat actions”. 

 Highlight quotes from Noosa Mayor, Tony Wellington, that it is “very clear that bat 

dispersals don’t work and are highly likely to generate increased problems”…  

“Research has clearly shown that dispersal s do not remove animals from the local 

area, almost never remove them from the target colony site, and frequently end up 

splintering the camps thus increasing the number of residents affected.” 

 I urge you to focus on addressing issues of odour and noise by creating buffers: 

o Experience in Bega at the Glebe Wetlands is that the existence of a good buffer around the site 

minimises the impacts. I live closest to the camp (less than 50 metres away) and have had no 

trouble adapting to living near the GHFF camp. 

 Education of the community will be your saviour in the medium to long-term: 

o If there is a perception in the community that dispersal will fix the issues & resolve conflict, yet 

we know that it will not, then the responsibility falls on Council to educate the community to 

understand why dispersal is not a quick fix, but rather is “too risky to be worth trying”. 

o Quote from Roberts et al (2011) on page 284: “In many cases public education campaigns can 

reduce antipathy towards flying-foxes and reduce the social or political imperative to ‘do 

something’ about flying-fox camps. For example, managers of urban camps (e.g. Bellingen, 

Coffs Harbour, Wingham Brush and Ku-rin-gai (Gordon) in NSW, and Woodend in Ipswich, 

Queensland) have acted to alleviate the concerns of nearby residents through strategies such 

as community-based camp revegetation programs, coupled with minor habitat modification 

around the camp’s periphery, education days, and the promotion of tourism to camp sites. 

Similar approaches have been used to successfully manage residents’ concerns around six 

flying-fox camps in suburban Brisbane, Queensland, that were considered potential sources of 

major conflict.” 

 I support the call made in 12 of the submissions for the Water Gardens to be transformed into a tourist 

attraction that incorporates the GHFF camps. 

I support further research into GHFF behaviour and ecology to build the scientific knowledge base for future 

decision-making. 

Thank you for the opportunity to address Council on this important matter. 
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26 May 2016 

Australasian Bat Society Submission on Draft Bateman’s Bay Flying-fox Camp 

Dispersal Plan 

The Australasian Bat Society, Inc. (ABS) is pleased to have an opportunity to comment on 

the 2016 Draft Bateman’s Bay Flying-fox Camp Dispersal Plan (prepared for Eurobodalla 

Shire by Eco-Logical Australia. (The Draft) 

The ABS is the peak body promoting bat conservation in the Australasian region. The 

primary aim of the ABS is to promote the conservation of bats and their habitats through the 

advancement of quality science and the extensive experience of our members (Refer to 

Attachment 1—About the Australasian Bat Society, Inc and About the ABS Flying-Fox 

Subcommittee). We recognise the intrinsic value of all bat species and their place in this 

country‘s natural heritage, and their key ecological roles by contributing to the maintenance 

of biological diversity in our natural environment. 

This submission represents the collective views and experience of the Australasian Bat 

Society, Inc. and is aligned with our policy statements on the management of flying-foxes for 

their long-term conservation (available on our website). It is authorised by the elected 

executive members and released by its President. 

Executive Summary 

The Australasian Bat Society believes that the planned dispersal of grey-headed flying-foxes 

will not resolve conflict or assist residents affected by living near the Water Gardens colony 

in the medium- or long-term.   

The ABS believes any management actions should be based on best available scientific 

evidence, and should aim to minimise impacts on both human communities and native 

wildlife. Given the high costs of dispersals and the negative consequences for both human 

and animal welfare, the ABS considers that the best solution at present is to make funds 

available for immediate real-life mitigation strategies that help local residents cope with the 

current difficult situation. 

The ABS supports the professional advice given to the Shire council by the ecological 

consultancies Eco Logical and Ecosure that dispersal is unlikely to succeed, and is 

unnecessary given that the current influx of flying-foxes is in response to the extraordinary 

flowering of spotted gums and other species at this time. Numbers of flying foxes will 

naturally reduce as blossoming ceases as most of the flying-foxes return to other camps.  

In the medium and longer term, community wellbeing would be enhanced by proactive 

management that prepares roosts and surrounding communities for temporary influxes of 

flying-foxes in response to exceptional flowering events such as the one that is currently 

http://ausbats.org.au/
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unfolding in the Eurobodalla Shire. Unlike dispersal, such measures represent a robust and 

financially sustainable solution for the community and the bats. 

We regard the notion of native vegetation clearing to control a threatened native animal to be 

particularly ill-advised. This solution for managing or displacing camps is not based on best 

practice or scientific evidence for success, and should be re-evaluated in light of the need to 

enhance the recovery of threatened flying-fox populations, and simultaneously reduce the 

rate of ongoing native vegetation clearing in Australia. 

The ABS is extremely concerned about the precedent being set by the Minister in 

disregarding expert advice in relation to threatened species, and about the potential for 

dispersal to have significant impacts on the grey-headed flying-fox population. 

The ABS would like to partner with all levels of government to promote the public 

understanding of flying-foxes, and help develop effective management approaches to events 

where flying-foxes may adversely impact on community amenities. 

Please refer to the ABS press release:  http://ausbats.org.au/media-releases/4591750332 

Comments relating to Part 1: Introduction 

The ABS recognises that an exceptional influx of flying foxes to Batemans Bay is causing 

distress to residents, and encourages all parties to seek a resolution that successfully 

minimises impacts on people while managing the welfare of our highly mobile threatened 

flying-foxes. 

The ABS also recognises the excellent Water Gardens Camp Management Plan (ELA 2015) 

which was built upon extensive community consultation. The ABS was particularly 

impressed with the practical mitigation actions targeted to the most impacted residents and 

supports an expansion of these measures to assist more residents affected by the increased 

numbers of flying foxes.  

The ABS considers that greater education of the public is needed to understand the 

movements and ecology of flying-foxes.  Flying-foxes are extremely mobile animals, and 

their roosts form integral parts of a highly interconnected population at the national scale. 

Therefore, we need a uniform, federal approach for managing flying-foxes in our human 

landscapes. 

The ABS considers that dispersal is a short sighted and ineffective response to this current 

situation. It offers no guarantee that the bats will not return at a later date, and is likely to 

result in negative impacts on other community members who are currently unaffected. 

 

 

http://ausbats.org.au/
http://ausbats.org.au/media-releases/4591750332
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Comments relating to Part 2: Licences and approvals 

The ABS believes that any action taken must meet the criteria of the NSW state legislation 

NSW Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 (TSC Act) and Commonwealth legislation 

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).  

The grey-headed flying fox is listed as vulnerable at both state and Commonwealth level and 

ABS notes that under the EPBC Act dispersal should be considered as an action of last 

resort.  

Grey-headed flying foxes are highly responsive to changes in food resources. Any 

management action taken should recognise that most animals will vacate this particular 

camp when the extraordinary flowering ceases. 

The ABS considers that dispersal or extensive vegetation modification may cause undue 

stress on the flying-foxes and contravene the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act.  

Comments relating to Part 3: Proposed dispersal methods and costs 

The ABS considers that there is sufficient evidence that dispersal is likely to fail, will be 

expensive, and require repeated actions over a timeframe from months to years.  

We specifically refer the Council to the following report by Roberts and Eby (2011) on  ‘The 

outcomes and costs of relocating flying-fox camps: insights from the case of Maclean, 

Australia’ In, The Biology and Conservation of Australasian Bats. (Ed. Bradley Law, Peggy 

Eby, Daniel Lunney and Lindy Lumsden). Royal Zoological Society of NSW, Mosman, NSW, 

Australia. 

The ABS believes money would be better spent on extending assistance to residents in 

mitigating the immediate impacts of flying-foxes, education and consultation with the 

community. 

Comments relating to Part 4: Risk assessment 

The ABS considers the risks involved in a dispersal are high given that: i) the likelihood of 

success is low; ii) flying foxes may move to more undesirable places; iii) the expense in both 

money and human resources cannot  be justified; and iv) conflict is unlikely to be resolved. 

The ABS suggests that money would be better spent in giving residents access to mitigation 

measures as discussed previously and that consideration be given to  creation of new 

habitat adjacent to the Water Gardens in a direction away from residents.   

The ABS believes that short-, medium- , and long-term solutions should be sought and this 

can only occur with extensive community and expert scientific consultation.  

 

http://ausbats.org.au/
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Comments relating to Part 5: Monitoring, Evaluation and Reporting 

The ABS agrees with the draft that monitoring and evaluation of any actions is vitally 

important and endorses all points raised in this section. 

The ABS has created an evaluation form to assist monitoring dispersal and vegetation 

modification carried out at flying-fox camps. This evaluation will provide valuable and 

standardised information to assist councils and land managers monitoring the impacts of 

actions.  

Comments relating to Part 6: Alternative Actions 

The ABS encourages alternative mitigation measures to be considered, including expansion 

of current delivery of targeted actions, maintenance of buffers between residents and flying-

fox camps, and creation of new habitat away from residents and areas of conflict.  

ABS endorses research into ecology and social aspects of flying-foxes to assist in 

understanding their behaviour and developing strategies to assist residents living with flying-

foxes. 

Finally, the ABS encourages the local community to view the flying-fox camp as a potentially 

exploitable resource for economic benefit such as tourism. 
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About the Australasian Bat Society (ABS), Inc. 

The ABS is a not-for-profit organisation, registered under the NSW Associations 

Incorporation Act 1984 through the NSW Department of Fair Trading. Our aim is to promote 

the conservation and study of bats in Australasia. ABS membership is wide-ranging and 

includes research scientists, natural resource managers, ecological consultants, students, 

wildlife carers and members of the general public.  

 

About the flying-fox subcommittee (FFSC) 

The FFSC is the primary source of reliable, accurate information on Australian flying-foxes. 

The FFSC is represented by flying-fox specialists from research, government, industry, and 

advocacy groups, and it encourages a more scientific and sustainable approach to flying-fox 

management and conservation. 

 

For further information please visit http://ausbats.org.au/. 

 

http://ausbats.org.au/
http://ausbats.org.au/


Thank you General Manager, Mr Mayor ad Councillors 

My name is Joanna Evans. I put in a submission.  

I live at 12 Hazel Road Moruya Heads just near the bat colony there. The bat 
colony backs onto Dell Parade and parts of Hazel Road. AnD yes there have been 
greater numbers than ever this year with the flowering of the spotted gums. In 
summer they were taking over an hour and a half to fly out. They feed on the 
spotted gums at night all around my house. The spotted gums have been 
flowering for months – there are still some in flower now and yes there are still 
bats there. Normally they have flown away by this time.  

The reason I am here is that I am a member of Wildlife Rescue South Coast 
(licenced by Parks and Wildife from Wollongong to the Victorian border). I have 
been on the committee for 5 years out of the last 10 and President for 3 of those 
years. I know a bit about the habits of the bats up and down the coast. I used to 
live in Cambewarra just north of Nowra and there is a bat colony in Bomaderry. 
There are houses next to that colony and people do experience some mess in 
their gardens – but there is tolerence and the colony exists happily there.  

I can confirm that the population of Flying Foxes is not on the increase: in fact 
they are experiencing real stresses with the increasing numbers of heat events. 
Grey Headed Flying-foxes cannot cope with temperatures over 40degC. I 
participated in the spraying of water over the colony at Bomaderry in a heat 
event a couple of years ago when 5000 bats literally dropped dead. It is a 
maternity colony and the juveniles could not cope. There are an increasing 
number of these heat events occurring – there have been several in the last few 
years.  

For this reason the coastal strip is incredibly important to Grey Headed Flying 
Foxes. Inland is just too hot for them in the middle of summer. This is not just a 
council issue: it is a National and a State issue.  We have all seen what has 
happened to the south-east corner of Queensland. There is no coastal habitat left 
there. We compete directly with flying foxes for habitat.  

I can sympathise with what people around the Batemans Bay colony are 
experiencing but dispersal won’t work: you will end up with microcolonies 
dispersed all over the beautiful habitat in the Eurobodalla  - all next to houses or 
next to areas where people want to build.  

The other main thing I’d like to say is that we need these animals. These animals 
fly zig-zag for hundreds of kilometres all over the state. They are the sole 
pollinators of gum forest. Without these animals our gum forest will not adapt to 
climate change. We need these animals to carry seed and pollen, allowing the 
gums to adapt as temperatures change. These animals are very valuable to us if 
our forests are to survive.  

Thank you for the opportunity to speak.  












