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

From: Andy Rawlinson (personal contact details deleted)
Sent: Thursday, 14 January 2010 8:28 AM

To: admin@arkaroola.com.au; Irving, Jason (DEH); Tyne, Ted (PIRSA)

Cc: (personal contact details deleted)
Subject: Seeking a Balance

Mr Jason Irving

Manager Policy and Planning

Department for Environment and Heritage

GPO Box 1047

Adelaide SA 5001

jason.irving@sa.gov.au

Dr Ted Tyne

Director, Mineral Resources

Primary Industries and Resources SA

GPO Box 1671

Adelaide SA 5001

ted.tyne@sa.gov.au

Cc to : Margaret Sprigg

admin@arkaroola.com.au

--------------------------------------------------------

14 January 2010

Dear Mr Iriving and Dr Tyne,

I write to express disbelief at the possibility of mining being carried out at the Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary in the Northern Flinders Ranges, as suggested by the 'Seeking a Balance' document (hereafter referred as 'SaB'). SaB clearly shows that Arkaroola and Vulkathunha have very similar rankings for landscape quality and biodiversity values, with high and low rankings for mineral prospectivity respectively. It is appalling that SaB then infers that this difference in mineral prospectivity rankings is sufficient to justify mining to be carried out within Arkaroola - irrespective of its landscape quality and biodiversity values.

While the individual maps in SaB are somewhat interesting - to make any inference or conclusion on the WHOLE combination of maps and information at the same time can be very subjective and biased. The determination of the four Access Zones 1, 2a, 2b and 3 is also very subjective and open to bias.

Further, the guidelines of SaB are logically inconsistent with the Environmental Class A Zone status given to much of the north-eastern part of the Northern Flinders Ranges. This serious issue needs to be resolved.

Information I have gleaned from various sources indicates that Mount Gee would contribute about 2.5% of South Australia's known and inferred uranium ore deposits - clearly meaning that 97.5% of the deposits are elsewhere in the state. I am not against mining per se, but to me, the figure of 2.5% does NOT warrant Mount Gee worthy of mining, and thereby causing potentially long lasting damage to the area. But that is my subjective and biased opinion - just like many aspects of SaB.

Also, I understand that Mararthon Resources predicts that the mine will last for 9 years - surely the fact that the Sprigg family have invested considerable resources over the past 40+ years carries far more weight and value to South Australia than a mining operation lasting just 9 years. I imagine that Arkaroola, in its current state, will continue to operate for many more years to come.

About 30 years ago I visited Arkaroola twice, and I rank it amongst the top places in Australia for magnificent scenery. While Arkaroola is not a national park, it should be regarded as a 'national treasure', deserving proper respect and care. No mining of any sort should be allowed within the Sanctuary.

It would be a most undemocratic move by any government to snatch any part of Arkaroola away from the Sprigg family and hand it over to any mining venture. SaB should be seriously re-evaluated, and the glaring discrepancy between SaB and Environmental Class A Zone outcomes for the region must be addressed. At the barest minimum, the ENTIRE Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary be classified as 'Access Zone 1', or that the Environmental Class A Zone status over the relevant part of Arkaroola, and other parts of Flinders Ranges, be enforced.

(Attached is a PDF version of this letter).

Yours sincerely,

Andy Rawlinson BSc(Hons), PhD(Adelaide)

(personal contact details deleted)
