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GPO Box 1047
Adelaide SA 5001
Subject:
Seeking a Balance Submission – Peter Whellum

Dear Dr. Tyne and Mr. Irving,
The following pages contain my personal submission regarding the Seeking a Balance (Mining on Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary) document.

It would be appreciated if you could provide me with a short acknowledgement of your receipt of this submission (by email is sufficient).

Yours sincerely,

(personal details deleted)
Peter Whellum

(personal contact details deleted)

Introduction:
Whilst the Seeking a Balance document is well presented, I don’t believe it either solves any existing problems, or offers any real protection for the northern Flinders Ranges, and in particular, for the Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary.

I am seriously concerned for Arkaroola as this privately owned wilderness sanctuary occupies most of the area considered by the Seeking a Balance document.  Under the South Australian Development Act 1933, the northern sections of Arkaroola is currently classified as Environmental Class A whilst the southern section has the lower (Class B) level of protection 
Unfortunately, even with the current level of protection in the northern sector of Arkaroola, Marathon Resources were able to conduct inappropriate exploration for uranium whilst, at the same time, were responsible for the illegal burying of over 40 tonnes of radioactive waste material at Mt Gee in the very heartland of Arkaroola.  I believe similar amounts were also illegally buries within the Yudnamutana Gorge area.
Given these extremely blatant breaches of their exploration licence, I was shocked to see that Marathon Resources were able to renew their licence, even though it is for only 12 months.  Interestingly, a good deal of the area under discussion by the Seeking a Balance document is included in the Marathon Resources exploration area.  I find this rather difficult to reconcile, particularly so given their track record.
South Australia’s Development Act:
I believe that the current South Australian Development Act states, inter alia, that

Mining operations should not take place here unless the deposits are of such paramount significance that all other environment, heritage or conservation considerations may be overridden;  and that
exploitation of the deposits is in the National or State interest; and furthermore:

investigations have shown that alternative deposits are not available on other land in the locality…
South Australian Uranium Resources:
In view of the above, it appears to me that South Australia is already well endowed with uranium deposits elsewhere. Existing operational mines are at:- 

· The nearby Beverly Mine;

· The large deposits at Olympic Dam;

· Honeymoon mine west of Broken Hill
South Australia is rich in uranium deposits 1 in addition to the active mines mentioned above:
· Prominent Hill (this may in fact already be nearing production)

· Gould’s Dam

· Crocker Well

· Radium Hill

· Warrior

· And the very large, and as yet to be fully explored, deposits scattered over a huge area in the west and south west areas of the state.
I would therefore submit that there are several areas within South Australia that have a far greater potential wealth for our State than the precious and fragile areas of the northern Flinders Ranges.

A Weakening of Current Protection:
When I first heard of the release of the Seeking a Balance document, I fully expected to see a further strengthening and expansion of the existing Class A areas, offering even greater protection for the whole of Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary to fully protect this area which is undoubtedly of major tourism, ecological, geologic and environmental significance.  To say I was disappointed would be a huge understatement.
Class A zoning under the Act currently covers the magnificent and rugged (and partly inaccessible) wild landscapes of the world-renowned Ridgetop Track area, the Mawson Plateau and similar areas.  Class B protection is afforded to areas on the Arkaroola pastoral lease previously used for sheep grazing up until the early 1970s.
Whilst Seeking a Balance raises the issues of the importance of the landscape to tourism, wilderness, culture, biodiversity and mineral prospectivity, a close examination of the document does, I believe, fail miserably in its protection of these most valuable and irreplaceable areas.  Sillers Lookout, for example, would be up for grabs in the future under the new proposals, something I find difficult to understand.
Of serious concern to me is that it appears that much of the existing Zone A will be degraded to basically a Zone 3 protection, whilst other sections would be available for mining provided there is approval and prior public consultation.  Other areas within Arkaroola, under the proposals, could be mined underground using surface access that is immediately adjacent to places of high conservation or geological importance and value.  No buffer zones are mentioned at all in this document;  without proper buffer zones, protected areas are almost meaningless.
Lack of Detail in Supplied Maps:
It was brought to my attention that there are several issues associated with the information contained in Seeking a Balance and I bring your attention to the following points:-
· There is a lack of topographical information and detail by which to clearly identify significant areas of biodiversity or proposed management zone boundaries.


· Were the attributes of Heritage and Culture (Aboriginal and post European settlement) taken into account when drawing up these maps? 

· East Painter Gorge appears to be laterally split with protected habitat on one side whilst the other side is open for exploration and mining.  What of buffer zones?  What of NatureLink corridors for native wildlife?


· Without reference to latitude and longitude, the identification of locations on your maps makes it impossible to locate specific areas with any degree of accuracy.         

Landscape Values:
I find it difficult to reconcile how background data for the determination of zones expressed in these maps was obtained, particularly ‘landscape values’.  The very subjective nature of the online (Internet) based survey conducted places doubt on the accuracy of the values used.
Furthermore:

· Accuracy – does a voluntary Internet survey provide an accurate means of providing demographics or statistics?  How can such a subjective survey be accurately measured?

· People living in remote areas are plagued with Internet access problems – many are still relying on the extremely inefficient dial-up Internet connections – the survey was difficult enough at times with a fast Internet connection.

· Arkaroola has been in grips of a severe 10 year drought at the time this survey was conducted – many of the spectacular landscapes on Arkaroola were not included in that survey.

· I believe the surveyor did not visit the Mawson Plateau – why is it valued so highly?

· Were the views of interstate visitors taken into account?  

· It is stated that the lack of vegetation tended to result in lower levels of perceived attractiveness – Arkaroola, again, is in the grip of a 10 year drought yet the lightly vegetated Mawson Plateau is but rates highly?
· As tourism and conservation are the principal land uses in the Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary, why were no values attributed to tourism assets and services, given that they are likely to be seriously impacted should mining be approved in the future?

· What other criteria were used to determine Landscape Quality?


Biodiversity Vs Biodiversity Prospectivity:
A major flaw in the document appears to be the data sets used where biodiversity values are compared with mineral prospectivity, mineral occurrences and mines.  A much better comparison would have been biodiversity prospectivity comparisons with mineral prospectivity, i.e. a more realistic and believable comparison?
And what of the Yellow-footed Rock-wallaby colonies along the Arkaroola Creek?  This is the highest population of this once endangered species than anywhere else in the Flinders Ranges.  Without corridors linking these areas with those in the central regions of Mt Painter and East Painter Gorges, and those in the Mawson Plateau, this species could easily reduce dramatically in numbers.  What of DEH’s NatureLinks program?
Cultural and Tourism Values:
What of Cultural Heritage – of the local Adnyamathanha People?  Or those associated with historic, post European settlement?
Over 10,000 visitors annually enjoy the scenic Ridgetop Tour on Arkaroola – the moderate scenic value given by your subjective Internet survey doesn’t appear to take into account these visitors, or the thousands of other visitors each year who visit the area but who don’t necessarily take guided tours (taking instead self-drive tours through Arkaroola).  These figures don’t seem to match those you obtained through the Internet survey.

Under proposals in Seeking a Balance, Sillers Lookout, the destination of the world-renowned Ridgetop Tour, Arkaroola’s most famous and popular guided tour through the heartland of the sanctuary, is only afforded Zone 3 protection – mining would be permitted.  Surely this is wrong?
Geoscience Values:
The document currently has the recently recognised, biologically constructed fossil fringing reef (formed at the end of the Snow-ball Earth, approx. 700 million years ago), in the new Zone 3.  Shouldn’t this reef have the same level of protection of other proclaimed geological monuments on Arkaroola which are zoned as Zone 2A?
Mt Gee, Mt Painter and the Armchair are officially recognised Geological Monuments on Arkaroola but are treated as isolated entities.  I fear for their future should underground mining be permitted in areas immediately adjacent to these monuments.  These important areas should be protected by appropriate large buffer zones.
Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary is unique as a geoscience laboratory, one that is world class and has world-wide recognition.  It was for this very reason that the property was first purchased, and established, by its founder Dr. Reg Sprigg.  
“Arkaroola, in the words of Sir Mark Oliphant, is one great open-air museum of geological history.”
Water Resources:
Marathon Resources P/L have stated that they would require 5.5 megalitres of water daily for their mining operations.  Where will this water come from?  The Great Artesian Basin?  What impact studies have been conducted in this regard?

If water is to be extracted from local aquifers, what studies have been conducted on the impacts this will undoubtedly have on the existing and scarce water resources within the Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary?

Why were not surface waters within Arkaroola mapped and afforded full protection by your proposals?

Water is more precious than gold or any other mineral in the northern Flinders Ranges  and I am most concerned about this fact in relation to any proposed mining operations on Arkaroola.

Endangered Species:
Why is the endangered endemic, Acacia araneosa, which is found nowhere else in the world, and covering only ten square kilometres within Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary, not afforded full protection in the new management framework?
As mentioned previously, what of full protection for the rare (and once endangered) Yellow-footed Rock-wallaby?  In particular, why has only the north-eastern side and floor of East Painter Gorge, an important area for this wallaby, been given some

level of protection, whilst the south-western side of the same gorge has been designated as an Access Zone 3?

Tourism Awards:
Over the past five years Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary has received a plethora of South Australian Tourism Awards, in particular:

· Hall of Fame – Ecotourism – 2007.  This required three consecutive annual wins in the prestigious Ecotourism Award;
· Major Tourist Attraction – two wins and one silver award, the last win in 2007;
· Sustainable Tourism – two wins, the last being in 2007
· Plus other awards of a similar nature extending back into the early 1990s.
Letters of congratulations were received by management from the State Premier, Mr. Rann, and the Minister for Tourism, Jane Lomax-Smith as a result of these hard-earned awards.  Does all of this count for nothing?

Ecotourism Accreditation:
Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary was the first Flinders Ranges tourism organisation (and one of the first organisations in the State) to receive the prestigious and much-coveted Advanced Ecotourism accreditation from Ecotourism Australia – the company is recognised Australia wide for their work in ecological and sustainable tourism.  It is with obvious justification, and extreme pride, that Arkaroola market themselves as South Australia’s premier ecotourism destination. 

Such marketing activities will become a farce if mining were permitted.
Summary:
I am totally opposed to mining on the Arkaroola Pastoral Lease.  
Our State is well endowed with some of the world’s largest uranium deposits in locations other than Arkaroola – why is it necessary to despoil a world-renowned privately owned and dedicated wilderness sanctuary for the sake of just a few years mining?
To quote Marg Sprigg, one of the current owners of Arkaroola, and the daughter of Dr. Reg Sprigg, the founder of Arkaroola Wilderness Sanctuary, 
“Until mining can be achieved sensitively, without surface impacts (temporary or permanent), we believe it has no place in Arkaroola’s mountain landscape.”
I fully agree with those sentiments.

Whilst I am all for mining uranium in other areas of our state, I definitely disapprove of such activities within what is truly South Australia’s premier ecotourism destination.
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