 

-----Original Message-----

From: (personal contact details deleted)] 
Sent: Wednesday, 27 January 2010 9:10 PM

To: senator.wong@aph.gov.au; Senator.Xenophon@aph.gov.au; MINIR:Minister Wright; flinders.portlincoln@parliament.sa.gov.au; Minister Weatherill; colton@parliament.sa.gov.au; adelaide@parliament.sa.gov.au; ptadelaide@parliament.sa.gov.au; caroline.schaefer@parliament.sa.gov.au; john.dawkins@parliament.sa.gov.au; Bob.Sneath@parliament.sa.gov.au; terry.stephens@parliament.sa.gov.au; Michelle.Lensink@parliament.sa.gov.au; Stephen.Wade@parliament.sa.gov.au; david.ridgway@parliament.sa.gov.au; mackillop@parliament.sa.gov.au

Cc: Tyne, Ted (PIRSA); Irving, Jason (DEH)

Subject: Please stop all mining in unique Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary in Northern Flinders Ranges

Dear Minister

RE: Northern Flinders Ranges Project - "Seeking a Balance" Land Management/Mining Proposal for ARKAROOLA WILDERNESS SANCTUARY

I'm writing to you in the hopes that you will be able to stop any mining from going ahead and destroying such a pristine and unique area such as Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary in the Northern Flinders Ranges.

I lived on Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary for more than 10 years and after reading the Governments Seeking a Balance Brochure am very worried about the future of this area, I am hopeful may be able to support stopping anyone from mining in the Northern Flinders Rangers and assist in preserving this beautiful Heritage Listed landscape.

I have read through the Government produced 'Seeking a balance' pamphlet and see barely even half the relevant topics are covered!

I don't believe there can ever be a balance between mining and conservation

- MINING DESTROYS CONSERVATION.

I have seen that many important points were omitted and overlooked on the Seeking a balance proposal as shown below:

Little is known about the hydrology of the Flinders Ranges. The relationship of aquafiers, their movement at the surface as springs and seepages and their recharge rates are poorly understood.

In a submission to the Australian government in 2007, Marathon Resources advised that it would require 5.5 million litres per day for processing activities should a mining application be approved in the future. This extraction rate would continue for a protracted mine life of 13 years.

The company would seek water from a variety of sources on the plains and in the ranges. Any approval to extract this measure of water from the region would contravene the government's own targets and prescriptions around the sustainable use of water resources. It would appear that this requirement for mining would have a critical effect on eco systems already under stress.

In Addition -

1.
The maps do not show topographical information in sufficient detail

to enable clear identification of places, and comparisons between on-the-ground attributes mapped (e.g. biodiversity 'hot-spots' or proposed management zone boundaries).

2.
In developing the proposed management zones, were any attributes

other than those three Value maps included in the brochure taken into account? (e.g. Heritage issues, both aboriginal and post European exploration).

3.
Additionally, latitude and longitude data is not given. This makes

identification of localities particularly difficult and does not aid anyone wanting to make informed decisions.

4.
The proposed Management Zone map appears to split East Painter Gorge

laterally into a protected habitat on one side, while the other side of the gorge is open for exploration and mining.  This seems an unorthodox conservation method.

Landscape Values:

1.
Accuracy of the pictorial survey. Does a voluntary internet survey

provide an accurate survey by demographics or statistics?

2.
Communications in remote areas. Because of poor telephone

communications some people in northern regions couldn't access the internet survey or were unable to see the large volume of photos.

3.
The survey was later opened to 'part of the State Public Service'

for comment.

4.
Criteria for assessing landscape value. Arkaroola was assessed at a

time when it had experienced 10 years of drought and due to the terrain much of the spectacular vistas on the 600 square kilometre sanctuary were bypassed.

5.
The survey results indicated that lack of vegetation tended to

result in lower levels of perceived attractiveness.  If this is the case the relatively barren Mawson Plateau should have scored much lower than the better vegetated area to the south that scored lower.  Where is the background information for these results?

6.
People's perception of scenic values is subjective. It would appear

difficult to accurately measure this in such a survey.

7.
How was the Mawson Plateau valued so highly when the surveyor didn't

go there?

8.
On the basis that a large number of visitors to Arkaroola are from

interstate and Overseas, why was there no proportional representation of these people?

Biodiversity:

1.
There is a major flaw in the data sets used where Biodiversity

Values are compared with Mineral Prospectivity, Mineral Occurrences and Mines.  This presumes known biodiversity can be directly compared to unknown or possible mineral occurrences.  A much better comparison would be Biodiversity Prospectivity comparisons with Mineral Prospectivity - ie comparing apples with apples, rather than oranges!

2.
There are more Yellow Footed Rock Wallaby colonies concentrated

along the Arkaroola Creek than anywhere else in the Flinders. However there are no bio-corridors linking these with colonies in the central region around Mt Painter/East Painter Gorge, or those of the more northerly Mawson Plateau.

3.
The Department of Environment's own NatureLinks program for managing

large areas of SA habitat recognizes broad 'biodiversity corridors' that enable native wildlife to move to adjacent areas to survive and adapt to environmental change, particularly in regard to climate change.  In the Arkaroola Sanctuary this proposal seems to have been completely overlooked.

Cultural Values:

Seeking a Balance does not address any of the Cultural Heritage of the Adnyamathanha People in any detail whatsoever, and takes into no real account of many sites on Arkaroola.

Tourism Values:

1.
Again the document glosses over the importance of this to the region

and does not take into account the ten thousand people who annually  travel through and enjoy the scenery via the Ridgetop Tour.

2.
Tourism Values appear to have been based on the Landscape Values

Survey mentioned above which concluded that area had only moderate scenic value not supported by the majority of visitors.

3.
The Survey also found peoples' perceptions were adversely affected

by arid lands lacking in vegetation. The number of visitors to Arkaroola annually would debunk this, as would visitors to the Grand Canyon or Antarctica to name but a few.

Geoscience Values:

1.
To the east of Arkaroola Village in Zone 3, is the recently

recognized biologically constructed fossil 'fringing reef' built at the end of Snow-ball Earth approximately 700 million years ago.  It is estimated to be 800m thick compared to the Great Barrier Reef (100m).  This 'reef'

should have the same level of protection worthy of other proclaimed Arkaroola Geological Monuments (Zone 2A)?  The only place in the world these 'reefs' are currently known to exist is in the NE part of the Northern Flinders Ranges.

2.
The proposed zoning map also indicates a relatively narrow (higher

value) zone 'sliver' east of the Mawson Plateau.   How is it possible, or

practicable to manage very narrow patches of country in isolation from their surrounds?

3.
The Geological Monuments of Mt Gee, Mt Painter and The Armchair are

also isolated geological peculiarities.   If underground mining were

permitted immediately adjacent to these areas how does this give them any real protection? It would lower their intrinsic and scenic values?

Therefore they should they not be surrounded by buffer zones!

4.
The Arkaroola landscape is a very special Geoscience Laboratory. It

is the only place where such geology is exposed at the earth's surface for scientists and students to study. This was recognized by Sir Douglas Mawson a century ago.  He convinced his student, (Dr) Reg Sprigg to purchase Arkaroola if the opportunity arose. He described it as 'one great open-air museums of geological history'

5    Exploration and mining has the potential to seriously damage

Arkaroola's tourism business. Is it not a disingenuous government that applauds its founder for his great contribution to the state of South Australia, yet fails to adequately protect the sanctuary he created?

Other important information Seeking a Balance lacks:

This document is completely missing is a map explaining areas where endangered and/or threatened species live? This has utterly puzzled and confounded me!

i.      How do you draw maps defining zones with varying degrees of  

protection when a map of protected and endangered species is missing?

ii.      Not only is such a map absolutely essential, it should also  

be flanked by a map outlining endangered and threatened species over time.

iii. Understanding the process of decline and (possible) protection and support in a wilderness area is indispensable knowledge, alas totally missing in your document.

Seeking a Balance is completely missing is a map outlining the value of Arkaroola/Mt.Painter's re vegetation programme of 40 years.

  iv. Similarto the above point, one needs to know the value of Arkaroola's protection and re-vitalising impact on the environment before one starts a possibly highly dangerous process.

I believe the Land Management Proposal is INCOMPLETE due to the unaddressed and omitted points as shown above and that not enough time has been given for public consideration and definitely not enough publicity has been given to the entire process by far!

Arkaroola has won many tourism awards - even to the point that they are now in the South Australian

Tourism Commission's Hall of Fame......how can the government allow this to all be destroyed??

Please stop all mining in Arkaroola.

Ruth and Roger Watts

(personal contact details deleted)]
