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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 In the | ast Exploration in formof 1 Al boreholes
previ ous year approved core borehole and 2 DITH encountered

M ni ng Pl an borehol es drilled or ebody of
for 2010-11 alongwith 2 trenches has approximately 1 m
to 2014- 15, been conpleted in the t hi ckness at 10-
proposal was M ning Plan period. In 11m depth from
for 5 2015-16, additionally, surface. total

1b

1c

1d

Expl oration over

| ease area for
geol ogical axis 1
or 2

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

Bal ance area to
be explored to
bring Geol ogi cal
axis in 1 or 2

bor ehol es and
2 trenches.

Lesee.

Appr oxi mat el y
0.70 ha area
i s proposed
to be
explored in
the Northern
part upto Gl
or & level
in
continuation
with the

expl ored area
by 5

bor ehol es
during 2015-
16 to 2019-20
peri od.

exploration in form of
one trench of 60 m and

one pit of 10 m(in the
part of the

Nort h Easter

| ease area and eastern

side of the existing
pit) was done to explore

the ore body in the
strike direction.

Gl

Expl orati on done by
| essee himsel f.
Expandi ture on the
expl oration not
nment i oned.

Pr oposal

as well as to prove

depth continuity of the

exi sting orebody.

given for 5
borehol es to prove ore
in the strike direction

met erage of all
bor ehol es stood at
68m (18 m Core +
25m each DTH).

Only one orebody
found in the
northern part of
the | ease area and
is proved by 3
bor ehol es and 2
trenches. Lease
area needs to be
expl ored in detai
for occurence of
mneralization in
the Northern as
wel | as Sout hern
part.

It was suggested
to explore the
sout hern part of
the | ease area

al so for occurence
of parallel

or ebodi es.




3500 T under
121 category
of UNFC

le Bal ance reserve
as on 01/04/ 20

1f Ceneral renarks
of inspecting
officers on

geol ogy,
exploration etc

3500 T under 121 as no
producti on has been done
since 2015-16 due to

| ack of denmand and | ower
prices affecting
econom c feasibility.
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Exploration is

I agging in the

| ease area. As the
area i s having
one-two | eases in
the vicinity,
based on the
orebody occurence
in those | eases,
the area needs to
be explored in
detail for the
occur ance of
paral l el ore body.
Future proposal s
need to be
nmodi fi ed

accordi ngly based
on the findings of
t he geol ogi ca

st udi es.

Devel opnent

Sl . No. Item Pr opasal s

Act ual work

Remar ks

2a Locati on of Nort h
devel opnent

w. r.t.l ease area

As per the proposals

Orebody is proved
in the northern
part of the | ease
area and

devel opnment work
is done in the
same pert for
expl oi tation of
the ore. There was
apit in the
northern part
earlier to the
grant of the |ease
and the same is
bei ng ext ended
|aterally and
vertically.




2b

2c

2d

2e

Separ at e benches
in topsoil

over burden and
mnerals (Rule
15)

Stripping ratio
or ore to OB
ratio

Quantity of

t opsoi |
generation in nB
Quantity of

over burden
generation in nB

Yes

1:1.82 (2015-
16) to 1:5.06
(in 2019-20)
average 1:3.59

No top soi

In 2015- 16,

pr oposed

over burden was
900 cuM

There is no top soil in
the present pit linits
(North). in the southern
part there is top soi

but presently no

devel opnment proposal s
are made in that area
2-3 moverburden in form
of shale, phyllites and
schiest is occuring for
whi ch separate benches
are maint ai ned.

Not appl i cabl e.
ROM excavated in 2015-

16: 100T
M neral rejects: 50 T
No top soil bearing area

i s under devel opment.
Hence not applicable.

Over burden gener at ed
during 2015-16 is Nl as
the working was for only
30 days and was
concentrated in the ore
body.
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There is 1 bench
in overburden and
1 bench in ore
both having 3.0 m
bench hei ght.

Wor ki ng has been
done in the
orebody and in the
vertical horizon.
No | atera

devel opnent s done.
Thus over bur den
renoved was Nil
for 2015-16.

No overburden is
renoved due to the
fact that m ne has
wor ked for only 30
days and cl osed
for 210 days due
to lack of demand




2f

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
of ficers on
devel opnent of
pit wr.t. type
of deposit etc
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M ne has wor ked
for only 30 days
in 2015-16 and
since then, mne
is not working due
to |l ack of demand
Also it is a fresh
| ease started
working in 2011-12
only. Thus desired
devel opnment in the
| ease area coul d
not be achi eved
due to |l ess

devel opnment and
producti on

proposal s,
intermttent
wor ki ng, | ack of
basi ¢ needs |i ke
wat er and

electricity in the
area and al so due

to lack of
expl orati on.
Deposit in the

area contains | ow
grade ore which is
general ly used by
a consuner to

bl end with high

gr ade.

Expl oi tati on:

Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Actual worKk Remar ks
3a  Nunber of pit One pit in the One pit is existing in
proposed for northern part the area as per the
producti on of the |ease proposal s but actually
area no wor ki ng has been done
since 2015-16. In 2015-
16, working renai ned for
30 days only.
3b  Quantity of ROM 2015-16: 500 T 100 T of ROM production Due to | ower
nm ner al done in 2015-16 prices and | ack of
production alongwith 50 T of denand.
pr oposed m neral rejects.
3c  Recovery of 90% of the ROM 100 T of ROM and 50 T of

sai | abl e/ usabl e
m neral from ROV
producti on

is sal eabl e

m neral rejects
generated in 2015-16
whi ch indi cates 66% of
sal eabl e m nera
recovery.

In 2014- 15 achi eved
recovery was

approxi mately 86%




3d

3e

3f

39

3h

3

Quantity of
nm neral reject
generation

Grade of m neral
rejects
generation and

t hreshol d val ue
decl ar ed.

Quantity of sub
grade mi neral
gener ati on.

Grade of sub
grade m neral
generation

Manual /

Mechani sed

nmet hod adopt ed
for segregating
from ROM

Any anal ysis or
benefi ci ation
study proposed
and carried out
for sub grade
m neral and
rejects.

10% of the ROM 50 T of nmineral rejects
excavat ed gener at ed.

In previous years

wor king, mineral rejects

generation was 13-14%

approximately while in

2015-16, it was 33% of

the total ROM excavated
As per Mh containing 5-15%in
Threshol d Lunps, 10-18%in Fines
val ue of (containing High Silica)
Vh<10%

No subgrade is The area has average

proposed to be Manganese content in the

gener at ed. range 23-28% Highly
siliceous ore of around
13-14% (as nentioned in
m neral rejects) is
bei ng stacked separately
and rest is being sold
as cl eaned ore.

Not applicable No sub-grade.
as no sub-

gr ade

generati on.

Manual sorting Manual sorting is being
done to segregate
cl eaned ore from ROM

No As there is no sub-grade

ore, no studies are
proposed. Anal ysis of
M neral rejects sanple
carried out fromlndi an
Bureau of M nes M nera
Processing Lab and it
has shown:

Mh: 8.74%

Si2: 70.03%

P: 0.06%

Fe: 4.03%
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These minera
rejects are being
stacked separately
for future use in
the northern part
of the | ease area
in between BP-8
and BP-9.

As per the
reported grade and
as per threshold
val ue
notification,
above 10% of Mh
content shoul d
cone under sub-
grade. But due to
smal | quantity, M
+5%in | unps and
M+10% i n fines
are stacked
separately for
future usage




3j Provi si on of
drilling and
blasting in
m neral benches

3k Provi si on of

nm ni ng
machi neries in
m neral benches

3l Wet her hei ght
of benches in
over burden and
m neral suitable
for method of
m ni ng proposed
in MP/ SOM

3m Total area
cover ed under
excavation/pits

Yes Drilling through

Conpressed air operated

Jackhanmer of 34nmm
di anmet er.

Dept h of the bl ast
hole:1.5 m
Spacing: 1.0 m
Burden: 0.90 m(in
Manganese ore)

As per As per the proposals

Category 'B JCB and Tractor trolleys
were used in the mne
while it was under
oper ati on.

Yes Yes

As on As no |ateral working

01. 04. 2015, has been done in 2015-

area under 16, area under pits is

pits: 0.158 ha 0.158 ha

In 2015- 16,

addi ti ona

requirenent:

0. 02 ha

In 2015-16 to

2019- 2020

addi ti ona

requirenent:
0.09 ha
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O ebody t hi ckness
is in the range of
1-1.5 m
Ther ef ore, bench
height of 3 mis
found to be
suitable. During
i nspecti on,
folding in the

or ebody was

obser ved.
Therefore, it was
suggested to the
| essee to go for
detail ed

expl oration and
then on the basis
of results, design
t he bench

par anet ers
accordi ngly.




3n

30

3p

Oeto OBratio
for the pit/mne
during the year.

Total area put
in use under

di fferent heads
at the end of
year

Producti on of
ROM ni ner al
during the |ast
five year period
as applicable

In 2015- 16, As no devel opnent

pr oposed wor ki ng has been done in
Oe: OB 2015-16, actual work
rati o=1:1.82 stands Not Appli cabl e.
For the

conpl ete

pr oposal

peri od 2015-16

to 2019-20

pr oposed

Oe: 0B

rati o=1:3.59

As on Area under excavation
01. 04. 2015: was proposed under
Area under excavation for 0.02 ha

Excavation/Pit but no working has been

s: 0.158 ha done.
Over bur den Pl ant ati on has been
dunps: 0.058 carried out on

ha approxi mately 0.3 ha

M neral Dunps: area in the southern
0. 056 ha part in 2015-16.
Infrastructure

: 0.001 ha

Roads: 0.01 ha

Total Area:

0.283 ha

2010-11: 315 T 2010-11: Nl

2011-12: 315 T 2011-12: 155 T
2012-13: 315 T 2012-13: 430 T
2013-14: 315 T 2013-14: 238 T
2014-15: 315 T 2014-15: 420 T
Total: 1575 T Total: 1243 T
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Due to high

gener ati on of

M neral rejects,
ROM pr oducti on

i ncreased from
proposal in the
years 2012-13 and
2014- 15, but the
quantity is very
low. Also total
production in the
proposal period is
bel ow t he proposed
quantity. It was
advi sed to the

| essee to keep the
production within
t he proposal s nade
in the approved

M ni ng Pl an/ SOM
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3q Ceneral remarks Wor ki ng remai ned
of inspecting intermttent since
of ficers on 2015-16 due to
met hod of m ning | ack of denmand.
etc. Met hod of m ni ng
is manual and is
sui table for
working a 1-1.5 m
t hi ck Manganese
ore body. Going
i nt o deeper
hori zon, worKki ng
may require
mechani zati on but
presently, nmanua
working is
suf ficient.
Solid Waste Managenent - Dunping
Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
4a Separate dunping Yes. Separate Separate stacking has
of topsoil, OB dunpi ng/ stacki been done in formof two
and m neral ng of OB and separ at e dunps.
rejects (Rule M ner al OB dunp is located in
32, 33) Rej ect s bet ween BP6 and BP 7
proposed in M neral Rejects dunp
the M ning | ocated in between BP-8
Pl an and BP-9.
Both dunps are in the
northern part of the
| ease area
4b Location of OB and M neral OB dunp Location:
topsoil, OB and Rejects dunps E287300 to E287350
m neral reject in the M neral rejects Dunp
dunps Northern Part Location : E 287250 to
of the |ease E287290
ar ea.
4c Nunber of dunmps All dunps There are 3 dunps/stacks

within | ease wi thin | ease
area and outside area
of | ease area

all within the | ease

ar ea:

One OB dunp in the
Northern part wthin

| ease area

One M neral Rejects dunp
in the Northern part
within the | ease area
both as per the | ocation
mentioned earlier in
this report under 4(a) &
(b).

Al so, One M neral stack
(tenmporary) within the

| ease area in the
southern part of the
wor ki ng pit.




4d

4e

af

4g

4h

4

4]

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

Nunber of active
and alive dunps.

Nunmber of dead
dunps.

Number of dunps
est abl i shed.

Whet her
Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain
al | al ong dunps
are there.

Length of
Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain
al |l al ong dunps

Nunber of
settling ponds

Al'l dunps are
| ocat ed
out si de the
pit limts.
One

Over bur den/ Was
te Dunp and
One M nera

Rej ect s Dunp-
both alive

Ni

Ni

No proposal in
the M ning

Pl an for 2010-
11 to 2014-15
peri od.

Pr oposal given
in Mdified

M ni ng Pl an
for 2015-16 to
2019- 20 period
for:
Construction
of Retai ning

VWl l: 0.126 ha
(approxi mat el y
120 m
Construction
of Garl and
Drain: 0.0075
ha

(approxi matel y
75 M

Ni

Ni

Al'l dunps/tenporary
stack are outside the
pit limts.

No dead dunps are there.
Two dunps one each for
Over burden/ wast e and

M neral Rejects are
alive and as per the
proposal s.

Ni

No dunps are established
for reclamati on
activities.

In the Mning Plan for
2010-11 to 2014- 15,
there was no proposa

for retaining wall or
garland drain and no
such protective nmeasures
adopted till date. In
the Modified Mning Plan
for 2015-15 to 2019- 20,
there is proposal for
construction of
retaining wall along the
toe of the dunp but as
no wor ki ng has been done
since 2015-16 (except 30
days), the work has not
been conpl et ed.

As per the 4(h), no
retai ning wall has been
constructed till date.

No settling pond has
been proposed or
construct ed.
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No dead dunps are
present in the
| ease area

The | essee was
advised to
construct garland
drain and
retaining wall

al ong the toe of
the dunp to avoid
any wash off as
the dunps are

| ocated at the

m ni ng | ease
boundary.

As the area is

sl opi ng towards N
Wdirection, it
was advised to
construct a
settling tank on

t he non-

m neralized | and,
if any, after the
detail ed

expl oration of the
ar ea.




4

k Specific
comrent s of
i nspecting
of ficer on waste
dunmp managenent
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Very | ess
wor ki ngs/ devel opne
nt has been done

so far in the
| ease area. thus
amount of

over burden
generated is al so
quite low It is
bei ng dunped in
the northern part
of the | ease area
and is separate
from m neral
rejects stack. At
t he concept ua

st age waste
generated is
proposed to be
backfilled in the
exhaust ed

part/m ned out
land to restore
the land. Til

date waste dunp is
active, is outside
the pit linmts and
not attai ned
maturity for any
recl amati on
activities.

Solid Waste Managenent - Backfilling:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
5a Status of part No proposal As the mining activities
or full for started in the area
extraction of backfilling since 2011-12, no area
m neral from has becone matured for
m ned out area backfilling.
before starting
backfilling.
5b Area under No proposals Area in the northern

backfilling of
m ned out area

part, where exploration
has been done and

m neral has been proved,
i s under exploitation.
As mining activities are
yet to reach ultimate
pit depth, no proposal
for backfilling has been
made and hence no area

i s under backfilling.




5c

5d

5e

Concurrent use
of topsoil for
restorati on or
rehabilitation
of m neral out
area (Rule 32)

Total area
fully reclained
and
rehabilitated

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
officers on
backfilling and

recl amation etc.

No proposa

Ni |

No activity regarding

concurrent
soil.

Ni |

use of top-
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M ni ng | ease at
the tine of |ease
grant contained a
smal | worked pit
in the northern
part. The area was
further expl ored
and presently is
under mning for
expl oi tation of
ore. This northern
part contains no
top soil and hence
no concurrent
usage of top soi
has been proposed.
Sout hern part of
the | ease area has
soil cover and

pl antati on has
been

proposed/ carri ed
out in the

sout hern part of
the | ease area

M ni ng has j ust
started in the

| ease area. hence
no area has becone
mature for

recl amati on and
rehabilitation.

Backfilling can be
done only after
achi evi ng econoni c
depth of the
deposit. There is
no mned out | and
t hus no
backfilling is
proposed till the
concept ual st age.
Recl amation in

f or m of

af forestation on

t he dunps was
proposed but it
couldn't be

achi eved due to

| ess amount of
devel opnent. Thus
pl antati on done is
in formof green
belt in the

sout hern part of
the | ease area




Progressive M ne C ousre Plan:
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Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
6a Vet her Annual Yes Yes
report on PMCP
submitted on
time and
correctly. Rule
23 E(2).
6b Area avail abl e Ni | Ni | No area is
for avail abl e for
rehabilitation rehabilitation
(ha) activities. Mning
started in 2011-
12.
6¢ afforestation Total 100 Actual Plantation has
done (ha). saplings were not been done on the
proposed in dunp sl opes as dunps
the M ning haven't matured for
Pl an peri od pl antation and al so no
that was 2010- top soil encountered in
11 to 2014-15. the working area in the
Afforestation northern part of the
on dunps for | ease area. Instead 0.30
0.024 ha area ha identified in the
with 100 sout hern part having top
saplings are soi|l cover and around
proposed in 500 saplings have been
the 2015-16 to planted in 2015-16 to
2019- 20 cover the backl og of
peri od. previ ous proposa
peri od.
6d No. of saplings 20 saplings 500 saplings planted on
pl anted during per year for 0.30 ha area in Southern
the year 2015-16 to part of the | ease area.
2019- 20 period
covering 0.024
ha dunp area
in the
pr oposal
peri od.
6e Cunul ative no 100 in the 500 saplings planted as
.of plants [ ast M ning on date.
Pl an peri od
and 20 for the
year 2015-16,
t hus total
proposal as
upt o 2015-16
is 120
sapl i ngs.
6f Any ot her method No No
of

rehabilitation




6g

6h

6

6]

Cost incurred on Construction
wat ch and care of Ret ai ni ng

during the year wall: 0.126 ha
area, Cost: Rs
10000

Construction
of garl and
drain/settling
pond: 0.0075
ha area, Cost:
Rs 10000
Afforestation
on dunps:

0. 024 ha,
Cost: Rs
25000

as per the
proposal s for

2015-16 to
2019- 20
Conpl i ance on No such
recl amati on and proposal
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(i) Voids
avail abl e for
backfilling ( Lx
B x D
Conpl i ance on No such
recl amati on and proposal
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(i1) Voids
filled by waste
/[ tailings
Conpl i ance on No such
recl anati on and proposals

rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iii)Afforestati
on on backfill ed
area
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Actual expanditure is in
formof Afforestation
(green belt): 0.30 ha
area, Cost: Rs 25000

As the area is devoid of
wat er source,
construction of well
(wat er source for

pl antati on and ot her
activities): Rs 1 Lakh

No void is avail able for
backfilling

As no void avail able for
backfilling, no activity
under this item

No activity with
referenec to item6(h) &

(i)

15




6k

6

6m

No such
proposa

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iv)

Rehabi litation
by maki ng wat er
reservoir

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(v) any other
speci fic neans.

Conpl i ance of

rehabilitation

of waste | and 100 saplings

within | ease wer e proposed

(i)afforestation in the M ning
Pl an proposal
peri od of
2010-11 to
2014- 15 and
further, 0.024
ha dunp area
is proposed to
be afforested
in the 2015-16
to 2019-20
peri od.

No proposal s

Afforestation
proposal of
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The area has

Maxi mum RL of 366
in the SE part and
owest RL of 352 in
the SWpart (14 m
RL di fference and
sl opi ng towards
SW and ultimate
pit depth is
proposed upto 350
nMRL based on
present

expl oration
activities. The
area i s proposed
to be restored to
t he extent
possi bl e by
backfilling and
upto the
concept ual st age,
proposal for water
reservoir has
nei t her been nade
for the | ease area
nor it will be
feasi bl e.

No activity

No proposals for
backfilling till the
ecoononi ¢ depth is
reached after detail ed
exploration of the |ease
ar ea.

As no dunps are matured,
0.3 ha area in the

sout hern part has been
undert aken under

pl anation for green belt
bui | di ng. 500 sapl i ngs
have been planted in
2015- 16.
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6n Conpl i ance of No proposals The area has been It was suggested
rehabilitation expl ored in northern t hat whol e | ease
of waste | and part only. Southern part area shoul d be
within | ease containing top soil has expl ored in detai
(ii)Area been consi dered for prior to going for
rehabilitation rehabilitation with rehabilitation
(ha) pl antati on and green activities. Thus,
belt buil ding. details of
rehabilitaion
proposal s need to
be discussed after
the results of
detail ed
expl oration of the
ar ea.
60 Conpl i ance of No proposals Pl ant ati on done on 0. 30
rehabilitation ha area by 500 saplings
of waste | and in the southern part.
within | ease
(iii)Method of
rehabilitation
6p Conpl i ance of No such No nonitoring done. Moni t ori ng shal
envi ronnent al proposal s as be done after
nmoni toring (core the method of receiving
zone and buffer mning is gui del i nes from
zone) Manual and MoEF in form of EC
very smal | conditions. As
scal e wor ki ng. such very snal
Envi r onnent scal e wor ki ngs and
Cl ear ance the area is devoid
under process of any water body
and furt her or habitats. It
proposal s was suggested to
shal | be nade nonitor air, water
after grant of and noi se
EC. noni tori ng on
guarterly basis.
6q General remarks PMCP conpl i ance
of inspecting could not be done
of ficers on PMCP as proposed w.r.t.
conpl i ance and t he dunp
progressive pl ant ati on,
cl osure i nstead green belt
operations etc. pl ant ati on haas
been done which is
in the interest of
systematic
devel opnent .
M neral Conservati on:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
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7a ROM M ner al Graded ore ROM is manual ly sorted
di spatch or di spat ch for clean ore and
gr ade-wi se m neral rejects. C eaned
sorting within ore is dispatched from
| ease area the m ne
7b Met hod of grade- Manual Manual
wi se m neral
sorting i.e.
manual or
mechani cal
7c Different grade Bel ow 25% Mh G ade avail able at the
of m neral mne is 23-28% Mh whi ch
sorted out at is averaged to bel ow 25%
ni nes. Mnh content.
7d Any No No benefi ciation process
benefi ci ati on is done at the mne
process at m nes graded ore is directly
sold and mineral rejects
are stacked separately.
7e General remarks In the interest of
of inspecting n nera
of ficer on conservati on,
M ner al M neral rejects
conservation and havi ng grade 5-18%
benefici ati on i s being stacked
i ssues separately which
has gi ven average
grade of 8% Wn
(Anal ysi s report
from WP
Laboratory, |BM.
As the mineral
rejects contain
very high silica
(70% as per the
sai d anal ysis
report),
benefi ciation
shal | not be
economical ly or
technically
f easi bl e.
Envi r onnent :
Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
8a Separate renmoval No top soil No top soil is occuring
and utilization encounterd in the working area.
of topsoil (Rule Hence not aapplicable.
32)
8b Concurrent use Not Applicable Not applicable in Iight

or storage of
t opsoi |

of item8 (a)




8c

8d

8e

8f

8¢

8h

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)

Basel i ne

i nformati on on
exi st ence of

pl antati on and
addi ti ona

pl ant ati on done
(Rule 41)

Survival rate

Wat er sprinkling
on roads to
control airborne
dust

Yes

Proposal s are
made for the
concept ual

st age

Dunp
Plantation is
proposed over
0.024 ha area
by pl antation
of 100
saplings in

t he period
2015-16 to
2019- 20

Yes

80%

Yes

Separ at e dunpi ng of
overburden and rejects
are proposed and is
bei ng done at the m ne.

At the conceptual stage,
over burden/ wast e shal
be backfilled and | and

shall be restored to the
ext ent possi bl e.
M neral rejects shall be
utilized, if the

technol ogy pernits and
mar ket is available for
t he sane.

As the mine has started
in the year 2011-12 and
only small scal e working
is there, no dunmp or pit
has becone matured for
recl amati on and
rehabilitation yet.

Pl ant ati on has been done
in the southern part
over 0.3 ha area by

pl anting 500 saplings in
2015- 16.

Yes, baseline
i nfornmation given in the
approved M ning Pl an

Survival rate is 75%

As presently mne is not
wor ki ng, no wat er
sprinkling is required
but water sprinkling is
bei ng done when the mne
i s under operation.
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Area was devoi d of
water and thus to
ensure suvival of
pl ants, |essee has
constructed a well
in the | ease area
with expanditure
of around Rs 1
Lakh.

Lessee was
suggested to

foll ow t he
standard practices
to avoid any

envi ronnent al
degradati on due to
mning activities
in the area.




PAGE : 20

8i General remarks M ne is not
of inspecting wor ki ng si nce
of ficer on 2015-16. There are
aest hetic beauty some trees in and
in and around around the area.
m nes area O her leases in
the vicinity are
cl osed since 4-5
years. Therefore,
as such, no
pr obl em has been
observed regarding
envi ronnent al
degradati on and
aest hetic beauty
is overall good.
Conpl i ance of Rul e 45:
Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
9a St at us of MR submitted online upto
subm ssi on of April 2017 as on date.
Mont hly and AR submtted upto 2015-
Annual returns 16 onli ne.
9b Scrutiny of M ni ng Correct information
Annual return Engi neer: M. furnished.
for informati on Abbu Wassay
on M ning Ceol ogi st
Engi neer, (Part Tine):
Geol ogi st and Shri  Hemant
Manager H nge
9c Scrutiny of Area covered M neral rejects have Lessee has been
Annual return on under O C been consi dered under suggested to
| and use pattern workings/Pits: waste dunps. nmention the area
for area under 0. 158 ha of mineral rejects
pits, reclained Area covered dunp under others
area, dunps etc. under Waste colum in the
dunps: 0.58 ha online returns.
Infrastructure
0.101 ha
ad Scrutiny of 500 saplings Correct information

Annual return on
af forestation

planted in
2015-16 with
75% sur vi val
rate

f ur ni shed
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Scrutiny of 100 T Correct information
Annual return on production furni shed
m neral reject reported under
generation ROM and gr aded
(Grade and ore
quantity) Di spat ch of
88.55 T of

graded ore has
been reported

under the
grade: ' Bel ow
25% Mn'
Scrutiny of ROV There is a small Necesaary
Annual return on Opening stock: discrepancy in the corrections
ROM st ock and/or 86.84 T, reporting of suggested to the
graded ore Pr oducti on: producti on/stock of ROM | essee

100 T, dosing and graded ore.
stock: 98.13 T
Graded Ore:
Openi ng St ock:
86.84 T,

Pr oducti on:
100 T,

Di spat ch:
88.55 T,

C osing Stock:
98.29 T

Scrutiny of Sale value is

Annual return on in the range

sal e value, Ex. of Rs 1800-

M ne price and 2200 per Ton

production cost Ex-mine price
and cost of
production are
t he sanme and
are: Rs 1700

per ton

Scrutiny of Ni | As the land type is

Annual return on Govt. land and | ease has

fixed assets been given for m ning,
fixed asset for Land has
not been consi dered.
Apart fromthis, as no
working is in progress
and m ne cones under
category 'B' nmmnual, no
ot her assets are
i nvol ved under 'Capita
Structure'

Scrutiny of Ni | Nil as mne is not

Annual return on wor ki ng and al so, mne

m ni ng i s under category 'B

machi neri es manual
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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. | ssued on Conpliance on
Date : (ASHI SH M SHRA)

I ndi an Bureau of M nes




