

From: Mac Benoy (personal contact details deleted)
Sent: Monday, 30 November 2009 10:20 AM
To: Irving, Jason (DEH)
Subject: Protection of Arkaroola Sanctuary
With reference to the request for comment on the policy and zoning proposal for the Northern Flinders Ranges, I have only a short comment.  We live in a political society that has a foundation premise that mining is able to take precedence over almost all other ecological considerations.  Sure, burdens of proof of the 'value' of the minerals are required, but at base, there is still the assumption that their value can override the worth of our natural inheritance.

This premise of the primacy of minerals is well illustrated by the zoning proposal allowing the comparison of only the prospective  value of minerals against known biodiversity values.  Why is biodiversity value not placed on the same footing with a forward view of its potential?

Surely we have reached the stage where we must now re-evaluate this premise and impose a total ban on exploitation of those few ecologically significant pockets that remain.  Arkaroola is one of those rare pockets.  Why do we have to persist in not absolutely protecting such a significant sanctuary?  It is ecologically dishonest to unequally minerals to biodiversity and leave open the option of mining uranium, a mineral that is not even for our own use but for export!

Mac Benoy

