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Scrutiny comments on examination of draft Modification of approved mining plan 

submitted under rule 17(3) of MCR 2016 in respect of Vagxepe Dando Ambeya Temb Iron 

and Manganese Ore Mine of Shri Gajanan. S. Padiyar, over an extent of 65.24 Ha. In 

Molcornem village, Quepem, Tq, South Goa Dist of Goa State. 

1) Cover page:-i) On the cover page it is mentioned that PMCP is submitted under rule 23B (3) 

of MCDR-1988 which is incorrect.  As per the MCDR 2017 PMCP should be submitted under rule 

23, accordingly correction should be made. ii) Lease expiry should be given as per the letter of 

extension given by the State government. IBM registration number may be given on the cover 

page.iii) Date of Grant of Lease should be 13.01.1978 as per original grant. 

2) General:- i) The lease period should be mentioned as per the letter of extension given by the State 

Government and copy of the same should be enclosed. ii) The lease area should be mentioned as 

per the DGPS survey.iii) As per the MCR 2016  Review of the Mining plan should be submitted 

180 days before the expiry of five year. However this mining plan is not submitted 180 days 

before the expiry of five year period the reason for not submitting the document for approval 

within time needs to be discussed. iv) IBM registration number under rule 45 should be given at 

page no-2. V) Letter from the State Government for allotment of production quantity for the said 

mine should be enclosed.  

3) Location and accessibility:- i) Date of expiry of the mining lease should be given as per the letter 

of extension given by the State Government. iii) On the key plan topo sheet no is mentioned as 

48I/3 and I/7 and in text same is mentioned as 48I/4. This needs to be rechecked and corrected. iii) 

During field visit it is observed that boundary pillars are not made as per the specification 

indicated in MCR 2016. The boundary pillars should be erected as per the specification and 

photographs to be enclosed. 

3a)  Para 3.6 –The period of modifications of Plan should be corrected as 2017-18 

       to 2021-22 instead of 2020-21. 

4) Review of earlier approved proposals in respect of exploration,excavation,reclamation etc. 

i) The production and development achieved should be given up to 31.03.2017 as per the returns 

submitted to this office under rule 45 of MCDR. 

5) Geology and Exploration. 

i) The regional Geology should be discussed with reference to the lease area. 

ii) At page no-18 it is stated that total seven core holes were drilled in the lease area. However as 

per office record no form ‘J’ is submitted to this office so these boreholes cannot be considered. 

Further in the borehole logs it is observed that no analysis carried out for manganese ore. 

iii) In the text it is stated that total seven boreholes are drilled in the lease area but on Geological 

plan only four boreholes are marked. 

iv) During field visit it is observed that the deposit is not uniform and is in the pocket deposit 

type, So exploration proposals should be modified as per the discussion. Exploration proposals 

should be made in the closer interval than the present proposal covering entire mineralized area as 

per the Minerals (Evidence of Mineral Contents) Rules 2015. Before exploration proposal the 

trend of the ore body should be studied properly based on the regional geology of the area. The 

exploration proposals should be given in the tabular format as mentioned below. 



2 

 

Year No. of 

boreholes/Core
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with 
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v) As per the surface geological plan and as per field observation manganese is exposed only in 

the pit no-2. In pit no-1 manganese ore traces are there but mapping is not done properly, so 

proper mapping should be done and reserve estimation should be made from Pit No-1 and pit no-2 

only. Accordingly reserves should be re-estimated. 

vi) Since no exploration data is available the reserves estimated from the sections other than C-C’ 

cannot be considered. 

vii) On borehole log sheets Collar level, and locations are not marked how boreholes are projected 

without having location, collar level etc should be justified. 

viii) From the borehole logs it is confirmed that no analysis has been done for the manganese ore 

and how borehole BH-3 shown in the manganese ore zone needs to be justified. 

ix) The reserve estimation should be as on 01.04.2017. 

6) Mining:-  

i) The existing pit details should be given as on 01.04.2017. 

ii) The top R.L’s and bottom R.L’s given for the existing pits are incorrect. The R.L’s should be 

rechecked and corrected. 

iii) It is stated that working will be done without drilling and blasting and how hard laterite strata 

will be removed without drilling blasting needs to be justified in the text. 

iv) The working proposals should be made in the sections where reserves will be re-estimated as 

per the scrutiny comments given in the geology and exploration chapter. 

v) Details of dimensions of the proposed pit should be discussed. 

vi) Letter from DGMS for rectification of the benches from pit no-1 should be enclosed. 

vii) Year wise tentative excavation proposals should be given in the table as shown below. 

Yea

r 
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o 
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viii) Details of quantity of ore and waste removed should be given pit wise. In present submission 

it is not clearly mentioned how much ore will be produced from pit-1 and pit-2. 

ix) Details of existing dumps with location, quantity and analysis if available should be 

mentioned. 

x) The anticipated life of the mine should be calculated as per the re-estimated reserves. 

xi) Present land use details should be given as on 01.04.2017. 

xii) Details of existing man power and required man power including statutory persons needs to 

be discussed. 
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7) Progressive Mine closure plan:- 

i) The Rule under which PMCP is submitted should be mentioned as Rule 23 of MCDR 2017. 

ii) The present land use details should be given as on 01.04.2017. 

iii) The distance from the nearest wild life sanctuary should be rechecked. 

iv) As per the pit dimension given in the mining chapter the total area covered under existing pit is 

1.68 Ha. However in the Table given under financial assurance the area under mining is 

mentioned as 1.30 ha this should be corrected.  Further area proposed for dumping should be 

rechecked from the plans. Accordingly changes should be made. The land use details should be 

corrected in all relevant pages. 

v) At page number 56 it is stated that the financial assurance is calculated 25000/ha which 

amounts Rs180, 945 as per the area considered for mining activities. However minimum bank 

guarantee for Rs 2,000,00 is already submitted to RCOM Goa and same will be renewed upto the 

plan period. However the bank guarantee which was submitted to RCOM, Goa is already expired. 

Further for this submission the financial assurance should be paid as per the Rule 27(1) of 

MCDR-2017. As per the Rule 27(1) of MCDR 2017 the financial assurance for category “A” 

mine is Rs three lakh per hector and minimum bank guarantee is ten lakhs. Accordingly 

calculation should be made and fresh bank guarantee should be submitted along with the final 

submission. 

Plans and Sections:-  

1) General:-  i) As per CCOM circular No2/2010, Geo referenced cadastral map complying all the 

requirements need to be submitted. 

2) Geological plan:- i)The Dip and Strike of the formation is not marked on the surface Geological 

map. ii) Collar Level, depth and inclination of the drilled boreholes to be mentioned on Geological 

plan and cross sections. iii) Geology should be shown for entire lease area and on cross section 

boundary to boundary. iv) Geological plan and cross sections are mismatching. v) How ore body 

is projected on cross sections without any exploration data needs to be justified. vi) Bench profiles 

need to be rechecked and corrected. 

3) Production and development plan and sections:- i) The proposals of productions should be 

changed as per the scrutiny comments given in the Geology and exploration and mining chapter.  

4) Conceptual plan:-i) The land use details of the present and five year plan period and at the 

conceptual period should be changed as per the scrutiny comments given in the PMCP chapter. ii) 

Near BP-1 few purple lines are shown with 80m R.L and method of reclamation is not shown. 

5) Financial Assurance plan:- i)  The land use details should be changed as the scrutiny comments 

given in the FMCP chapter.  

Annexures 

1. Legible and complete copy of Original Lease deed should be enclosed. 

2. Letter from State Govt. regarding allocation of capping should be  

     enclosed. 

3.  Certificate signed by the Qualified Person should be corrected indicating  

      MCDR 2017 instead of MCDR 1988. 

4.  Copy of deemed extension of lease issued by the State Govt may be  

      enclosed. 

 

        -***- 


