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The Mining operations required to be carried out in accordance with the Mining Plan approved,
modified or reviewed by the Indian Bureau of Mines. However, mining operations have been found not
carried out in accordance with the Modification of Review of Mining Plan (MRMP) approved dated
28.01.2022 to the extent indicated below:

i)

ii)

iii)

vi)

Environmental protection measures has not been undertaken around the waste dump and Soil
dump as proposed course gravel bed 2m x 2m size, garland drain of 1000 m and Retaining wall of
700 m length were not found constructed around the waste & Soil dumps.

Proposed safety measures i.e. fencing of 1000 m length was not found erected.

Top soil proposed to be stacked separately for utilization in systematic manner. However, topsoil
has not been stacked separately; instead it found dumped in waste dump mixing with waste
material.

For stacking of mineral only 0.82 ha. lease area has been earmarked in the mining plan; Whereas,
it was observed that about 6 ha. Lease area has been utilized for mineral stacking; resulting in
substantial deviation from the approved land use pattern.

Limestone production reported carried out only 6,27,358 Tons, against the proposal of 15,40,000
Tons in the year 2021-22, which is substantially lesser than the approved quantity (-60.00 %
deviation).

As per Annual Return submitted for the year 2021-22, Production of ROM (Limestone) of
170219.38 tonne was carried out from Dump workings, without such proposal in the mining
plan.

Vii) As per mining lease deed enclosed with mining plan, produced limestone from this mining lease

has to be utilized fully in captive cement plant only. Whereas, as reported in submitted returns,
the entire quantity of limestone produced from the lease has been supplied as BF grade for use in
steel plant only.

Hence, above are observed to be against the systematic & scientific development of mines
and also against the protection of environment in the mine.
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