Draft Island Plan review – Jersey Bat Group

Having read and reviewed the Draft Island plan we, as the Jersey Bat Group, recognise that it contains many good ideas. However, where biodiversity is considered within the report, it seems to be restricted to established Greenfield sites and Jersey’s Natural Environment is clearly identified as the islands “Countryside and Coast” in section 2.

The countryside and coast are clearly very important in terms of Jersey’s biodiversity, but this distinction means that there is no place in the report for urban biodiversity. The built environment section makes no reference to urban biodiversity save for a brief mention in the Green Backdrop Zone “New planting and landscaping should be appropriate to the landscape character of the area and should also seek to contribute towards the Island's biodiversity through habitat creation and the use of appropriate species. Further guidance on the character of these areas is given in the Countryside and Urban Character Appraisals”
Many of Jersey’s species use man made structures as essential components in their habitat requirements. All bats in Jersey are known to roost in buildings, the majority of our recorded bat roosts are in houses and 27% of our known bat roosts are within the “Built up Area Boundary” proposed within the Draft Island Plan, this highlights the fact that urban biodiversity is already established and urban areas are just as important as rural ones.
As well as bats many birds use features of man made construction for their roosts; notably house martins, swifts and swallows, toads also often use gardens for their breeding sites and Wall Lizards live in man made stone walls such as those associated with the many forts on the island.
Rural and urban biodiversity are both considered of equal importance in UK planning policy. 
For example:

 “Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation” http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/147408.pdf
“The Government’s objectives for planning are:

to promote sustainable development by ensuring that biological and geological diversity are conserved and enhanced as an integral part of social, environmental and economic development, so that policies and decisions about the development and use of land integrate biodiversity and geological diversity with other considerations.


to conserve, enhance and restore the diversity of England’s wildlife and geology by sustaining, and where possible improving, the quality and extent of natural habitat and geological and geomorphological sites; the natural physical processes on which they depend; and the populations of naturally occurring species which they support.

to contribute to rural renewal and urban renaissance by:


-
enhancing biodiversity in green spaces and among

developments so that they are used by wildlife and valued by people, recognising that healthy functional ecosystems can contribute to a better quality of life and to people's sense of well-being; and 


-
ensuring that developments take account of the role and

value of biodiversity in supporting economic diversification and contributing to a high quality environment"
This policy acknowledges the role of biodiversity as integral to all development. 

As an Island which is only 9 miles by 5 miles most land could be considered to be at least semi-urban, therefore this “enhancement for biodiversity” principal could provide a valuable tool for future planning.

With the Draft Island plan species protection is identified as a need within development, however little mention is made with regards to enhancement of habitats.

As the Jersey Bat Group we liaise quite closely with the Environment Department with regards to reported bat roosts, in particular where we have reason to believe there may be bats roosting within a site on which work is due to be carried out.
The Environment Department currently do a very good job of checking sites where planning applications have been submitted and when protected species are found they are able to impose conditions in line with the Conservation of Wildlife law. However depending on the type of work being carried out planning permission may not always be required so they are not always able to protect the roosts. I believe that they are also currently unable to impose enhancement measures, but think how much better the Islands biodiversity could be if enhancement as well as protection was required under the Island Plan? This principle could offer considerable potential with in both the rural and urban areas, especially with any new initiatives e.g. the New Town Park Proposal.
