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Nagpur regional office

Mne file No : MAH YTL/ LST- - 35/ NGPI | | M ne code : 38MSH26009
(i) Narme of the Inspecting : M17 ) ASH SH M SHRA
Oficer and I D No.
(ii) Designation : Sr. Asst. Contrl. Mnes
(iii) Acconpaning m ne : Shri Kanchan Kumar, M ning Engi neer
Oficial with
Desi ghati on
(iv) Date of Inspection : 19/ 02/ 2019
(v) Prev.inspection date : 05/10/ 2018
PART-1 : GENERAL | NFORMATI ON
(a) M ne Nane : SINDOLA
(b) Regi strati on NO : 1 BM 256/ 2011
(c) Cat egory : A Mechani sed
(d) Type of Working : Qpencast
(e) Post al address
State : MAHARASHTRA
Di strict : YEOTMAL
Vill age . SI NDOLA
Tal uka : WANI
Post office . SINDOLA M NES CEMENTNAGAR
Pi n Code . 442502
FAX No. : 07172--75165
E- mai | :
Phone . 07172--75026
(f) Police Station
(9) First opening date : 01/ 01/ 1985
(h) Weekly day of rest : VED
Address for
correspondance
(a) Lease Nunber : M5HO016
(b) Lease area . 840. 83
(c) Peri od of | ease . 64
(d) Date of Expiry : 31/ 03/ 2030

M neral wor ked : LI MESTONE Mai n




5.

6.

Name and Address of th
Lessee :

Omner

Agent

M ni ng Engi neer
Name :
Qualification

Appoi nt ment/
Term nati on date

Dat e of approval of M ning

Pl an/ Schermre of M ni ng

M S CHANDA CEMENT WORKS ( ACC)

CEMENT NAGAR, DI STT.
CHANDRAPUR (M5) - 442 502
CHANDRAPUR MAHARASHTRA
Phone: 07172 - 75026

FAX :07172 - 75165

Shri M L.Narula, Drector.

M s Associ ated Cement Co
GREATER BOVBAY MAHARASHTRA
Phone:

FAX

Shri S. Nandakunar

PO Sindola Mnes Distt.
Yavat mal (MS) YEOTMAL
MAHARASHTRA

Phone: 07172- 75178

FAX

Shri S.Natraj lyer,Full Time
B.E. M ning

M ning Schenme rule 12 MCDR1988
Modi f . approved M ni ng Schene
Modi f . approved M ni ng Schene
M ning Schenme rule 12 MCDR1988
M ning Schenme rule 12 MCDR1988

PAGE :

08/ 01/ 2001
02/ 12/ 2003
10/ 09/ 2005
16/ 08/ 2010
16/ 10/ 2015
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PART - 11 OBSERVATI ONV COMVENTS OF | NSPECTI NG OFFI CERS
Expl orati on
Sl . No. Item Pr oposal s Actual work Remar ks
la Backl og of No backl og Ni | Last SOM was
previ ous year for approved for the
expl oration peri od 2015-16 to
2019-20 in which
14 boreholes with
1300 neterage at
200 m X 200 mgrid
were proposed to
be drilled in the
year 2015-16. The
expl oration
proposed has
al ready been
conpleted in the
year 2015-16.
1b Exploration over Gl, & & & As per the proposals Gl has been

| ease area for
geol ogical axis 1
or 2

consi dered for the
area where cl osed

spaced drilling is
al ready conpl et ed
& has been

consi dered for

wi de spaced
drilled area (nore
than 200 m X 200 m
to 400 m X 400 m
grid) and G has
been consi dered
for the area
falling between
extrene borehol e
and | ease
boundary. It was
advised to carry
out detailed
exploration in
terns of Rule 12
of MCDR 2017. It
was i nformed that
sui tabl e proposal s
shal | be included
in the next plan
peri od and
exploration in
terns of Rule 12
shal | be
conpl et ed.




1c

1d

le

Expl oration
Agenci es and
Expenditure in
| akh rupees
during the year

Bal ance area to
be explored to
bri ng Ceol ogi cal
axis in 1l or 2

Bal ance reserve
as on 01/04/20

Nil for the
year 2017-18

No such
proposal s and
approxi natel y
conpl ete
potentially

m neralized
part of the
area has been
proved under

G 1 level of
expl oration
al ong the

strike. Depth
per si st ancy
is yet to be
est abl i shed
due to which,
reserves/reso
urces are
reported
under G1, G
2 and G 3

axi s.

Ni |

As per the proposals.

Bal ance

reserves/ resources as on
01. 04. 2018:

111- 24889096 T

122- 2940000 T

211- 12470000T

221- 17340000 T

222- 74830000 T

333-

3500000 T

PAGE : 4

Till date,

expl oration has
been done in the

| ease in various
stages since
grant, which has
been done by Raw
Materials and M ne
Pl anni ng Di vi si on
of Ms ACC Ltd.
and expenditure
incurred till date
is around Rs 2.80
Cr.

The orebody in the
area is having a
dip of 60 degree
to 80 degree and
at some places, it
is vertical also
Thus, hangwal I and
footwal | contacts
have been

est abl i shed

t hr ough

expl oration al ong
the strike of the
or ebody.

Approxi mately, 107
ha area was proved
to be potentially
m neral i zed upto
56 m depth (206
nRL to 150 nRL)

t hr ough

expl orati on.




1f

CGener al renarks
of inspecting
officers on

geol ogy,
exploration etc

Li mest one occuring in
the area i s sandw ched
bet ween waste rock of
purpl e shal e and fl aggy
siliceous Linestone.

There are mainly 3 bands
of Limestone occuring in

the area which are
Western (CaO ~46%,
M ddl e (CaO ~46% and
Eastern (CaO ~45.8%.

Argill aceous or

Fl aggy

Li nestone Band is

pr esent

bet ween Western

and M ddl e Bands and
Siliceous band is
bet ween M ddl e and

East ern Bands.

Quality

of these two bands is

mar gi nal
the threshol d val ue.

per

(~34% Ca0O as
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Li nestone in the

| ease area i s
narrow and extends
over 11.3 km al ong
its strike. The
area has been
explored with 174
Core and 67 DTH
bore hol es.
Topography is
havi ng nounds and
general RL is
around 200- 206
nRL. The area has
been proved upto a
depth of 150 nRL.
Aver age grade of

Li mestone in the
area i s 46% CaQ,
1% MgO and 11. 6%
Si 2. Western,

Fl aggy, M ddl e,
Siliceous &

East ern Li nmestone
bands are
occurring in
sequence havi ng

wi dt h of 20-30m
40-100 m & 15-20 m
for rest 3 bands
respectively.

Devel oprent

Sl.

No.

ltem

Propasal s

Act ua

wor k

Renmar ks




2a

2b

2c

2d

2e

Locati on of
devel opnent
w. r.t.lease area

Separ at e benches
in topsoil

over burden and
m nerals (Rule
15)

Stripping ratio
or ore to OB
ratio

Quantity of

t opsoi |
generation in nB
Quantity of
over bur den
generation in nB

West ern Shal e:
M.56 to M. 67
(206- 198 nRL
Bench & 198-
190 nRL Bench)
and ML 66 to
M. 69 (198-190
nRL Bench)

Fl aggy

Li nestone: M
54 to ML 57
(206-198 nRL
Bench & 198-
190 nRL Bench)
and ML 66 to
M. 69 (198-190
nmRL Bench)
Siliceous

Li nestone: M
54 to ML 57
(206-198 nRL
Bench & 198-
190 nRL Bench)

Yes, separate
benches in top
soi | (wherever
occurring),
over bur den/ was
te and
mnerals are
proposed.

1:0.6

2017-18: 4365
cuM

2017-18:
237535 cuM

Devel opnent is as per

t he proposal s, but

| aggi ng due to the
occurrence of orebody
whi ch is al nbst verti cal
in nmost of the part of
the | ease area

Yes. Average bench
height is 8 mand
wher ever required,
benches are nmade to
avoid m xing of waste
into the mnerals
excavated. Total 3
benches in ore and 2
benches in waste are
there with deepest
wor ki ng at around 35 m

1: 0.835
(ROM 255271 T and
Over burden: 213241 cuM

sub-

Actual generation is
about 4000 cuM

2017-18: Actua
generation is 213241 cuM
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The |ease area
has been divi ded
into 103 nos. of
cross sections at
100 minterval s
namely M.-1 to M-
103 fromNorth to
Sout h.

Stripping ratio
was on hi gher side
due to the
orientation of

or ebody.




2f

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
of ficers on
devel opnent of
pit wr.t. type
of deposit etc
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Deposit occuring
inthe area is
geol ogi cal |y

di sturbed and

Li mestone is
occuring in 3
separ at e bands

| yi ng between
shale. Two

i nt ermedi at e bands
with high Silica
is also occuring
whi ch are of
mar gi nal grade and
bei ng stacked as
sub- grade. Hence
pit is devel oped
accordingly to
excavate three
bands

si mul t aneously so
that quality of
ROM and graded ore
can be maintai ned
as per the

requi renent of
Cenment Plant for
which the nmine is
captive.

Expl oi tati on:

Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
3a  Nunber of pit One pit One pit is being worked.
proposed for
producti on
3b  Quantity of ROM 2017-18: 2017-18: 255271 T Lower production

m ner al 600000 T
production

pr oposed

as the mneral in
the area is of

i nferior grade and
is utilized at
cement plant after
bl ending with the
ore excavated in
Govari mne of Ms
ACC | td.




3c

3d

3e

3f

3¢9

3h

3

Recovery of

sai | abl e/ usabl e
nm ner al
producti on

Quantity of
m neral reject
generation

Grade of m neral
rejects
generation and

t hreshol d val ue
decl ar ed.

Quantity of sub
grade m neral
generati on.

G ade of sub
grade mi neral
generation

Manual /

Mechani sed

nmet hod adopt ed
for segregating
from ROM

Any anal ysis or
beneficiation
st udy proposed
and carried out
for sub grade
m neral and
rejects.

from ROM

60% of the
excavat ed ROM
is clean ore
and 40%i s

m ner a
rejects. (For
2017-18, ROV
409800 cuM
Ore; 245800
cuM and

M ner al
rejects:
164000 cuM

2017-18:
164000 cuM

34% 42% CaO
and High
Silica

No such
proposal s

Not applicable

Separat e
benches in

m nera
rejects, hence

no requirenent
for sorting.

Ni |

75% (ROM 255271 T and
M neral Rejects: 64000
T, as per the annua
returns)

2017-18: 64000 T

36% 39% CaO, Si2 14-17%

ROM is crushed and
di spat ched to cenent
pl ant and ni neral
rejects are stacked
separately.

Ni |
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Lower production
and generation of

m neral rejects as
the mneral in the
area is of

i nferior grade and
is utilized at
cement plant after
bl ending with the
ore excavated in
Govari nine of Ms
ACC | td.

ACC has a separate
division for R& D
and no such

i nformati on was
avail abl e at the

m ne regardi ng any
st udy.




3]

3k

3

Pr ovi si on of Yes
drilling and
blasting in

m neral benches

Pr ovi si on of Yes
m ni ng

machi neries in

m neral benches

VWet her hei ght 8.0 m Bench
of benches in hei ght is
over burden and pr oposed

m neral suitable
for nmethod of

nm ni ng proposed
in MP/ SOV

Yes

1 Rock Drill of IR make
(1 CVM260, non-electric)
having 115 mmdia is
depl oyed in the mne for
the purpose. Drill holes
for 8-9 mare being
drilled with 5% subgrade
drilling with
application of wet
drilling nethods to
avoi d any dust. Spacing
X Burden is being kept
at around 5-6 m X 3-4 m
SME is being used for

bl asting al ongwith
NONEL. 70% of the bl ast
hol es are bei ng charged
wi th expl osives and rest
30% are being filled and
stenmed with soil for

ef fective bl asting.

Yes

One Back hoe with 4.5
CuM capacity

Two Dunpers with 65 T

capacity

One Rock Drill with 115
mm di a

One Dozer 320 HP

One Wheel Loader with
5.2 cuM capacity with
auxil liary equipnents
like Jeep, Truck,
Tractor, Explosive Van

and Punps for dewatering

Aver age bench hei ght
observed is 8.0 m
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Bench hei ght has
been sel ected as
per the

mechani zati on and
its suitable as
per the nethod of
m ni ng proposed
i.e. Category A,
Mechani zed
wor ki ng.
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3m Total area As per the As per the star rating
covered under Modi fi ed tenplate for the nine
excavation/pits Mning Plan for 2017-18, area put to
approved for use for excavation/pits
t he period at the start of the year
2015-16 to was 70.90 ha. Additiona

2019-20, Area area of 0.90 ha was
under pits at broken in the year 2017-
the start of 18. Thus, at the end of
pl an peri od the year 2017-18, area
was 67.38 ha under excavation/ pits
and additional is 71.80 ha.
requirenents

during the
plan period is
5. 14 ha.
3n Oeto OBratio 1:0.6 1:0.835
for the pit/mne (ROM 255271 T and
during the year. Over burden: 213241 cuM
30 Total area put As on 31.03.2018, Area Qut of the waste
i n use under under : dunmp area of 25.31
di fferent heads M ning/ Pits: 71.80 ha ha, 6.83 ha area
at the end of M neral Storage: 1.90 ha was al ready
year Roads: 4.25 ha recl ai med and
Infrastructure: 3.09 ha rehabilitated
OB/ Waste Dunps: 25.31 bet ween secti ona
ha lines M.-90 to M-
Top Soil Stack: 0.80 ha 99.
Total Area put to use
107. 15 ha
3p Production of 2016-17: 2016-17: 564875 T
ROM ni ner al 600000 T 2015-16: 570758 T
during the last 2015-16: 2014-15: 569632 T
five year period 600000 T 2013-14: 366512 T
as applicable 2014-15: 2012-13: 269336 T
600000 T
2013- 14:
600000 T
2012-13:

600000 T




3q

CGeneral remarks
of inspecting
officers on

met hod of m ning
etc.
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Met hod of m ni ng
is category A
nmechani zed and is
as per the

mechani zati on and
capital

i nvestments as
wel |l as

requi renents of
the Cenent Pl ant
for which the nine
is captive.

Furt her,

Pr oducti on and
devel opnent in the
mne is highly
dependent on

anot her mne
Govari (558.90 ha)
of ACC Ltd as the
grade generated at
Sindola Mne is
inferior to
Govari. To

mai ntain the feed
to the cenent
plant with optinum
quality &
quantity,

devel opnent &
production is
bei ng noni t ored
usi ng bl ock
nodel |i ng
sof t war es.

Solid Waste Managenent - Dunpi ng:

Sl.

No.

I[tem Propasal s

Act ual work

Remar ks

4a

Separ at e dunpi ng Yes
of topsoil, OB

and m nera

rejects (Rule

32, 33)

Yes, separate dunping
for top soil (wherever
generated), OB/ waste and
m neral rejects is being
practi ced.




4b

4c

4d

4e

4f

Locati on of

topsoil, OB and
m neral reject
dunps

Nunmber of dunps
within | ease

area and outsi de

of | ease area

Locati on of
dunmps w.r.t.
ultimate pit
limt (Rule 16)

Nunber of active
and alive dunps.

Nunmber of dead
dunps.

Top soil dunp:
In the extreme
sout hern part
of the | ease
area between
M.-98 to M-
101 (One Dump)
Wast e Dunps:
In between M-
54 to 58, M-
71 to M.-75
(two | ocations
proposed for
dunpi ng of
wast e during
the approved
pl an period of
2015-16 to
2019- 20) ;

M ner al

Rej ects: M.-66
to M.-70 (one
| ocati on
proposed for
the approved
pl an peri od)

Total 13 dunps
(One top soil
One Mnera
rejects and
rest OB/ Wate
dunps); al
within | ease
ar ea.

Shifting of
the dunps

| ocated within
pit limts
shal | be
proposed in
the next plan
period (as per
t he approved

Modi fi ed

M ni ng Pl an)
One Top Soi
and One

M neral reject
dunp are
active.

For OB/ Waste,
5 dunps are
active

6 Waste dunps
are dead

PAGE :

Exi sting Dunps as on
dat e of inspection-

Top soil dunp: In the
extreme sout hern part of
the | ease area between
M.-98 to M.-101 (One
Dunp)

Wast e Dunps: In between
M.-53 to 55, M.-61 to
M.-66, M-66 to M-69
(two scattered dunps),
M.-75 to M.-79, M-90 to
M.-99 (6 scattered
dunps) ;

M neral Rejects:
M.-67 to M-69
(appr oxi mat el y)

Bet ween

Al'l dunps are |ocated
within the | ease area as
per the proposals.

Dunps | ocat ed between
M.-53 to M.-70 are
within the pit limts.

As per the proposals

12

Active dunps are
| ocated in between

M.-53 to M.-80

As per the proposals,
dunps | ocat ed between
M.-90 to M.-99 are dead.
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49 Nunmber of dunps All 6 dead As per the proposals,
est abl i shed. dunps are area covered by these
al r eady dunps i.e., 6.83 hais
establ i shed by already recl ai med and
pl antation rehabilitated.
4h Whet her Garland drains No retaining wall was Violation of Rule
Ret ai ni ng wal | are proposed found al on the dunps, 37(2) of MCDR 2017
or garland drain along the toe only garland drains are for not having
all along dunps of the dunps. there. These drains are retaining walls
are there. constructed al ong the al ong the toe of
toe of the dunp and as t he dunps.
inforned, are regularly
mai nt ai ned.
4i Lengt h of Ret ai ni ng Retaining Vall: Ni
Ret ai ni ng wal | wal | : Garl and drain: 800 m
or garland drain Garland drain: garland drain
all along dunps 800 mfor constructed/ naintained
2017-18 al ong the dunps | ocated
bet ween M.-53 to M.-70.
Overal |l around 2000 m
garl and drai n has been
constructed al ong the
toe of the dunps.
4] Number of Ni | Ni
settling ponds
4k Specific Wast e dunp
coment s of management aspect
i nspecting has been covered
of ficer on waste as per the
dunp nmanagenent proposal s. The
dunps are both
outside and within
the pit limts.
Dunps within the
pit limts are
proposed to be
shifted after
2019- 20. Toe of
the dunps are
protected with
garland drains to
avoi d | and
degradation due to
wash off. Dunps
in the extrenme
northern part have
been stabilized
t hr ough
pl antation. As no
retaining wall was
fount to be
present, violation
is issued for the
conpl i ance.
Sol i d Waste Managenent - Backfilling:
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Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
5a Status of part No such Presently no area is
or full proposal s exhaust ed and hence no
extraction of backfilling is done or
m neral from proposed. Further, even
m ned out area at the conceptual stage,
before starting i nstead of backfilling,
backfilli ng. m ned out part of the
| ease area i s proposed
to be converted into a
wat er reservoir.
5b Area under No such Ni |
backfilling of proposal s
m ned out area
5¢c Concurrent use No such Ni |
of topsoil for proposal s
restoration or
rehabilitation
of m neral out
area (Rule 32)
5d Total area No such Ni |
fully reclaimed proposals
and
rehabilitated
5e General remarks As the area has
of inspecting scarcity of water
of ficers on mned out pit is
backfilling and proposed to be
recl amation etc. converted into a
wat er reservoir at
concept ual stage
and no backfilling
i s proposed.
Progressive M ne C ousre Plan:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
6a Whet her Annual Yes No Violation of Rule
report on PMCP 26(2) of MCDR 2017
submitted on
time and
correctly. Rule
23 E(2).
6b Area avail abl e Ni | 0.5 ha area of waste Area avail abl e
f or | and available within under waste | and
rehabilitation the | ease area has been i s being
(ha) converted into green identified and

belt between M--60 to
M.-71.

6.83 ha of Waste dunp
area al ready
rehabilitated between
M.-90 to M.-99.

rehabilitated
under Green belt
pl ant ati on.




6C

6d

6e

6f

6g

6h

6

6]

6k

af forestation

done (ha).

No. of saplings
pl anted during

the year

Cumul ati ve no

.of plants

Any ot her
of

rehabilitation

Cost incurred on
wat ch and care
during the year

Conpl i ance on

recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling

(i) Voids

avail abl e for
backfilling ( Lx

B x D

Conpl i ance on

recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling

(ii) Voids

filled by waste

/[ tailings

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iii)Afforestati
on on backfill ed

ar ea

Conpl i ance on

recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling

(iv)

Rehabi litation
by maki ng wat er

reservoir

2017-18: 1.2

ha between M-
54 to M.-58 on

Wast e dunp

2017-18: 3000

sapl i ngs
within | ease
area (over
wast e dunp)
and 500
sapl i ngs
out si de the
| ease area

Not avail abl e

No such
proposal s

Rs 1.4 Lakh

No such
proposal s

No such
proposal s

No such
proposal s

No such
proposal s
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2017-18: 1.4 ha for

Wast e dunp as well as

green belt

2017-18: 3500 saplings

(3000 over waste dunp

and 500 over green belt)

within | ease area and

500 outside the |ease

area

190665 saplings within

| ease area and 7000

sapl i ngs outside the

| ease area

Ni | No ot her nethod of
rehabilitation
except waste dunp
stabilization and
green belt
pl ant ati on.

Rs 1.4 Lakh

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |




6

6m

6n

60

6p

Conpl i ance on

recl amati on and

rehabilitation
by backfilling
(v) any ot her

speci fic neans.

Conpl i ance of
rehabilitation
of waste | and
within | ease

(i)afforestation

Conpl i ance of
rehabilitation
of waste | and
within | ease
(ii)Area
rehabilitation
(ha)

Conpl i ance of
rehabilitation
of waste | and
wi thin | ease
(iii)Method of
rehabilitation

Conpl i ance of
envi ronnent a

nonitoring (core
zone and buffer

zone)

proposal s

No specific
proposal s

No specific
proposal s

Green belt
pl ant ati on

noni tori ng of
Noi se and

Vi brations are
bei ng done
regularly
within the
core zone and

Ni |

Afforestation over
approximately 0.5 ha
area with 500 saplings
has been done.

2017-18: 0.5 ha

As per the proposals

Water-7 locations, Air-4
| oacti ons, G ound

Vi bration-4 | ocations
and Noi se-5 | ocati ons.
Apart fromthis, ground
vi bration and noi se are
bei ng anal ysed during
each bl asti ng.
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Soil quality is

al so being
nonitored at 8

| ocati ons as and
when required

Real -ti ne
nonitoring is
bei ng done and
data is being sent
to MoEFCC.
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6q General remarks PMCP oper ati ons
of inspecting are wel |l managed,
of ficers on PMCP t hough t he
conpl i ance and operations are a
progr essive bit |agging from
cl osure t he proposal s.
operations etc. Wast e dunp
management and
recl amati on and
rehabilitation of
wast e dunp matured
area & waste | and
avail able within
the | ease area are
bei ng practiced at
sati sfactory
| evel . Conpliance
on environnent
nonitoring in core
and buffer zone as
wel | as conpliance
on submi ssion of
annual report over
envi r onnent
nonitoring is
bei ng done.
M neral Conservati on:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
7a ROM M ner al ROM mi ner al As per the proposals.
di spatch or after separate
gr ade- wi se st acki ng of
sorting within nm ner al
| ease area rejects and
after crushing
i s being
di spat ched
t hrough cl ose
circuit (belt
conveyor) to
t he cenent
pl ant .
7b Met hod of grade- No sorting is As per the proposals.

W se m nera
sorting i.e.
manual or
mechani cal

required as
nm ner al
rejects are
separately
excavat ed and
st acked.
Mechani cal
crushing is
practiced for
si ze reduction
of Li nmestone.




7c

7d

7e

D fferent grade
of m ner al
sorted out at

m nes.

Any
benefi ciation
process at mines

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
officer on

M ner al
conservation and
benefici ation

i ssues

Cenent G ade
Li nest one
(>44% CaO,
<12.5% Si O2,
<2% MyO)

No
benefici ati on
except
nmechani cal

si ze reduction
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Cenent G ade Linestone
(>44% CaO, <12.5% Si 2,
<2% MgO) and M ner al

Rej ect s havi ng 34-39%
CaO and High Silicai.e.
14-17% Si Q2

As per the proposals

The only

benefici ation
process at nmine is
nmechani cal size
reducti on where

Li mestone i s being
crushed to a size
of -75 nmin a
closed circuit.
After crushing,
conplete materi al
is dispatched to
Cemrent Pl ant.

Hence no materi al
|l oss is there.

Al so, margina
grade Li nmestone
(36-39% maxi mum
CaO, average ~34%
CaO) obtained from
Fl aggy and

Si|i ceous Bands
are considered as
M neral rejects
and are separately
stacked for future
usage. Hence

m ner al
conservati on
aspect is

sati sfactory.

Envi ronnent :

Sl.

No.

ltem

Propasal s

Act ual work Remar ks




8a

8b

8c

8d

8e

Separate renova

and utilization

of topsoil (Rule
32)

Concurrent use
or storage of
t opsoi |

Separ at e dunps
for overburden,
wast e rock,
rejects and
fines (Rule 33)

Use of
over bur den,
wast e rock,
rejects and
fines dunps for
restoring the
land to its
original use

Phased
restoration,
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
of | ands

af fected by

m ni ng
operations
(Pits, dunps
etc)

Yes, separate
renoval of top
soil is
proposed and
utilizationis
proposed as
per the

requi renent,

ot herw se

st acki ng of
top soil is

pr oposed.

Bot h

Yes

No such
proposal s

Yes, Waste

dunp
reclamation is
pr oposed

As per the proposals,
top soil is being
utilized for plantation
over waste dunps, if
required. Qtherw se, it
is stacked at top soi
dunp | ocated in extreme
sout hern part of the

| ease area

As per the proposals,
top soil is being
utilized for plantation
over waste dunps, if
required. Qtherw se, it
is stacked at top soi
dunp | ocated in extrene
southern part of the

| ease area

Yes

Ni |

Wast e dunps that were
dead, have al ready been
recl ai med and
rehabilitated (in

bet ween M.-90 to M.-99).
Furt her, dunps upon
recahing maturity are
bei ng stabilized through
pl ant ati on.
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No fines are
there. OB/ Waste
and M ner al

rejects are dunped

separately.




8f Basel i ne Yes, the

i nformation on i nformation

exi stence of has been

pl antati on and furnished in

addi ti onal t he m ning

pl antati on done plan for

(Rul e 41) basel i ne
i nformation.
Addi ti onal
plantation is

bei ng proposed

under
progressive
cl osure which

is recorded in

t he Annual
Report of
PMCP

8¢ Survival rate

8h Water sprinkling Yes
on roads to
control airborne
dust

8i Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
officer on
aest hetic beauty
in and around
nm nes area
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Basel i ne informati on was
furni shed in the mning
plan for the area

Addi tional ly, around
3000- 3500 saplings are
being planted in the
area per year. Till
2017-18, additional

pl antation carried out

i s approxi mately 190665
sapl i ngs.

Survival rate is around
91%

Yes, for the purpose,
Wat er Tanker with 5kL
capacity is deployed in
t he m ne.

20

The area is having
forest cover of
nore than 190 ha.
Lessee has al so

pl ant ed around
nore than 190000
saplings in the
area and nost of
the plantation
done has survived
Around the | ease
area, there are
nostly

agricul tural
fields for Cotton,
Tur, Soyabean etc.
Thus, apart from
normal degradati on
due to nmining
activities,
overal | aesthetic
beauty is good in
and around the

| ease area

Conpl i ance of Rul e 45:

Sl . No. Item Propasal s

Act ual

wor k

Remar ks




9a

9b

9c

9d

9e

of

St at us of

subm ssi on of
Mont hly and
Annual returns

Scrutiny of
Annual return
for information
on M ning

Engi neer,

Geol ogi st and
Manager

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
| and use pattern
for area under
pits, reclained
area, dunps etc.

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
af forestation

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
m neral reject
generati on
(Grade and
quantity)

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
ROM st ock and/ or
graded ore

M ni ng

Engi neer: M.
Ani | kumar K
Ganapur apuwar
CGeol ogi st :

M . Gopi nat h
Rangaswarny
Manager: M.
Chandr esh
Bohr a

Area under:

M ni ng: 71.80
ha

Wast e

Di sposal :

25.31 ha

I nfrastructure
s, Roads etc:
7.34 ha

Pl ant ati on

wi thin | ease
3000,
Survival : 90%
Cut si de | ease
500, Survival
56%

M ner al

Rej ects: 64000
T, Quality:

36- 39% CaO and
14-17% Si Q2

ROM

Openi ng and

d osi ng

st ocks- Zero,
Pr oducti on-
2552710 T
Graded Ore:
Openi ng and

d osi ng

st ocks- Zero,
Pr oducti on and
Di spat ches-
255271 T
(Cement G ade)

Annual Returns subnitted
online upto: 2017-18
Mont hl'y Returns
submtted online upto
Mar ch' 2019

Correct information has
been furnished for the
year.

Correct information

furni shed as per

available format in the
Annual Return.
Greenbelt plantation is

not bei ng accounted and
i s being done as and
when the area is
identified and found
suitable. It was
suggested to count and
report the green belt

pl antation also in
future.

I nformati on furni shed
was found correct and

m neral rejects dunp was
seen at the site

The cl osi ng stock of ROM

is also shown as "N |'.
Thus, for the
justification of the

di fference val ue of ROM
and graded ore, to the
tune of 22,97, 439
tonnes, violation was

i ssued.
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Qutsi de | ease
pl ant ati on
couldn't be
verified during
t he i nspection.

As on 25.03. 2019,
necessary
corrections have
been made in the
online returns and
ROM prodcuti on
figure has been
corrected as
255271 T.




99

9h

9k

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
sal e val ue, Ex.
M ne price and
producti on cost

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
fixed assets

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
m ni ng

machi neri es

Sal e val ue:

Nil (Captive
Usage)

Ex-M ne price
and Production
Cost- Rs
271.72/- per T

Val ue of fi xed
Assets: Rs
8106000000/ -
Apart from
this detail ed
val ue of fixed
assets has
been furni shed
for Land,
Infrastructure
, Plants and
Machi neri es
etc.

Det ai | ed
i nformati on on
machi neri es

depl oyed in
the m ne has
been

f ur ni shed.

Sal e Val ue: Correct

i nformati on furni shed
Ex-M ne price and
Producti on Cost: There
were sonme observations

t hat need suitable
correction/justification
S.

Depreciation is reported
as Rs 20256000/ - under
Section 2 of Part 11l of
t he Annual Return,
whereas it i s considered
as zero in the table for
cost of production

The information is as
per the extent of
nmechani zati on furni shed
in the approved nining
pl an docurent .
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Violation of Rule
45 of MCDR was
observed and

i ssued for
justifications/cor
rections.

As nmentioned in
9g, violation of
Rul e 45 of

MCDR 2017 was

i ssued for
corrections/
justifications.
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Details of violations observed during current inspection and conpliance position of
viol ati on pointed out

Vi ol ati on observed Show couse position

Rul e NO | ssued on Conpliance on Rul e NO. I ssued on Conpliance on

MCDR17 Rule 26(2) 13/03/2019
MCDR17 Rule 33 13/ 03/ 2019
MCDR17 Rule 37(2) 13/03/2019

Rul e 45(7) 13/ 03/ 2019

Date : (ASH SH M SHRA)

I ndi an Bureau of M nes




