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STATE  REVIEWS

HIMACHAL  PRADESH

Mineral Resources

The State is the sole holder of country's

antimony ore and rock salt resources. Limestone

and shale are the important minerals produced in

the State. Barytes occurs in  Sirmaur district;

limestone in Bilaspur, Chamba, Kangra, Kulu,

Mandi, Shimla, Sirmaur & Solan districts; and rock

salt in Mandi district. Other minerals that occur

in the State are  antimony in Lahaul & Spiti

districts; gypsum in Chamba, Sirmaur and Solan

districts;  magnesite in Chamba district; pyrite in

Shimla district; and quartz, quartzite & silica sand

in Una district  Table - 1.

Exploration & Development
No mineral exploration activites was  reported

by any State Government agency during 2019-20.
However, GSI carried out exploration activity for base
metal & phosphate in Kullu & Sirmaur districts.
Details are furnished in Table-2.

Production
Limestone  and Salt (rock) were the principal

minerals reporting production in the State. The value
of minor mineral's production is estimated as  70 crore
for the year 2019-20. There were 24 reporting mines in
Himachal Pradesh in 2019-20 (Table-3).

Mineral-based Industry
The present status of each mineral-based

industry is not readily available. However, the
principal mineral-based industries in the Organised
Sector in the State are furnished in Table - 4.

Table – 2 :  Details of  Exploration Activities in Himachal Pradesh, 2019-20

Agency/ Location Mapping Drilling
Mineral/ Area/ Sampling Remarks
District Block Scale Area No. of Meterage (No.) Reserves/Resources estimated

(sq. km) boreholes

GSI
Tin
Kinnaur - 1:12500 65 - - 210

(contd)

Reconnaissance survey (G4) for

Tin ,  Tun gs t en ,  Molyb d en um,

RM and REE in Nako grani te,

Kinnaur district involved large-

scale mapping of 65.0 sq km area

on 1:12500 scale and collection

of 150  BRS, 10  XRD and 50  PS

samp les .  Ava i lab le  a na lyt i c a l

results showed highest value of

total REE (REE) was yielded in

b io t i t e  s c h i s t  o f  M oran g

Forma t ion  as  4 9 8 . 42  p p m

whereas the lowest value of REE

was  yi eld ed  by p egma t i t e i . e .

3 .2 9  p pm.  Qu ar t z i t e  yi e lded

maximum REE value of 437.38

p pm a nd  mi n imum va lue  of

14 .90  ppm.  Ca lc  s i l i ca te  rock

yielded maximum REE value of

209.61 ppm and minimum value
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Table-2 (Contd)

Agency/ Location Mapping Drilling
Mineral/ Area/ Sampling Remarks
District Block Scale Area No. of Meterage (No.) Reserves/Resources estimated

(sq. km) boreholes

of  2 8 .9 5  pp m.  Leu coc ra t i c

Gra n i te  of  Nak o Format ion

yielded  maximum REE value of

196.61 ppm and minimum value

of 6 .08  ppm.  Pegmati t e yielded

maximum REE value of  124 .27

ppm and minimum value of 3.29

ppm. The maximum and minimum

c on cen t ra t i on  of  t i n  (Sn )  were

8 9 . 4  ppm a n d  0 .1 6  pp m from

pegmatite and calc  si licate rock,

respectively. In calc silicate rock

a nd  gra n i t e ,  th e  maxi mum a nd

min imu m c on cen t ra t i on  of

Tungsten (W) were 66.64 ppm and

0.5 ppm, respectively.  In granite

rocks, the maximum and minimum

c on cen t ra t i on  of  Li t h iu m (Li )

were 442 .2  ppm and 8 .13 ppm,

respectively. In biotite schist and

q ua r t z i t e ,  t h e  ma ximum a nd

min imu m c on cen t ra t i on  of

Caesium (Cs) were 76.47 ppm and

2.00 ppm, respectively. In biotite

schist and grani te, the maximum

a nd  mini mu m c on cen t ra t i on  of

Molybdenum (Mo) were 5.99 ppm

and 0.5 ppm, respectively.

Reconnaissance survey (G3) for

Gypsum was carr ied  ou t  i n  t he

inves t iga t ion  area .  The gypsum

(a la b as ter ,  s e len i t e  va ri e ty)  a t

u pp er  s t r a t i gra p h i c  level  wa s

designated as Zone-A and gypsum

at  lower s t rat igraphic  level  was

d es igna ted  as  Zon e-B.  Gypsum

band at  upper strat igraphic level

(Zone-A)  wa s  fou nd  t o h a ve  a

s t r i k e  lengt h  of  4 50  m a nd

a vera ge t h i c kn ess  of  65  m .  At

lower s tra t igraphic level  (Zone-

B) gypsum occurred as a pocket

(contd)

Gypsum
Kinnaur Shalkar block 1:4000 3.0 - - -
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Table-2 (Concld)

Agency/ Location Mapping Drilling
Mineral/ Area/ Sampling Remarks
District Block Scale Area No. of Meterage (No.) Reserves/Resources estimated

(sq km) boreholes

with strike length of 115 m and

average  t h ickness  of  70  m.  A

to t a l  o f  f i f t een  c h an nel  l i nes

were put across the strike of the

Gypsu m/Gyp s i t e  / l imes ton e

b an d s  in  Sh a lk a r  b loc k .  In

gypsum band of  Zone-A,  three

channel lines in gypsum of upper

stratigraphic level were reported

with weighted wi th average of

gypsum as 68.02%, 94.47%, and

73.59%, respect ively.  Channel

line in gypsum pocket of Zone-

B showed weighted with average

of 85.66%.

Reconnaissance survey (G4) for

gypsum was taken up in the study

a rea .  Det a i l ed  ma ppi ng  wa s

carried out  in  two blocks, i .e. ,

Giu  b loc k  (2 .2  sq  km)  a n d

Hurling block (0.8 sq km). In Giu

block, Zone-I, the weighted with

average of gypsum was 91.24 %,

with average thickness of 69.47

m. In Zone-II, the weighted with

a vera ge  wa s  8 7 . 65 % ,  wi t h

average th ickness  of 23.03  m.

In  Zone-III,  the weighted  wi th

average of gypsum was 88.88%,

with average thickness of 43.93

m. In Hurling block, two pockets

(A and B) of alabaster variety of

gyp su m i n t erc a la t ed  wi t h

limestone were delineated with

c umu la t i ve  s t r i k e  l en gth  of

mineralised zone of about ~485

m. In Hurling block, the weighted

wi t h  a ve ra ge  of  gypsum wa s

89.87%, with average thickness

of 73.36 m.  The weighted wi th

average of  gyp sum (overlying

selenite variety) in Hurling area

wa s  6 4 .7 9 % wi t h  a vera ge

thickness of 34m.

Lahaul Hurling-Giu 1:4000 2.2 - - -
and Spiti
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Table – 3 : Mineral Production in  Himachal Pradesh, 2017-18 to 2019-20
(Excluding Atomic Minerals)

(Value in '000)

2 01 7 -1 8 2 01 8 -1 9 2019-20  (P)
Mineral Unit

No. of Quantity Value No. of Quantity Value No. of Quantity Value
mines mines mines

All  Minerals 21 3453441 25 3224807 24 3458479

  Limestone '000t 20 11504 2466113 24 12034 2519275 23 12528 2751663

  Salt (rock) t 1 47 4 2 1 1 17 1 6 0 1 1 3 0 1444

  Minor Minerals @ - - 986907 - - 705372 - - 705372

Note : The number  of mines excludes Minor minerals.
@ Figures for earlier years have been repeated as estimates because of non-receipt of data for 2019-20.

Table – 4 : Principal Mineral-based Industries

Industry/plant Capacity

('000 tpy)

C e m e n t

ACC Ltd, Gagal (Gaggal I & II), 4 4 0 0
Distt Bilaspur 2870 (Clincker)

Ambuja Cement, Suli, P.O. Darlaghat, 1 6 0 0
Distt Solan

Ambuja Cement, Nalagarh, Distt Solan 1 5 0 0

Asian Concretes and Cements Pvt Ltd, 1 3 0 0
Bir Palsi,  Distt Solan

Industry/plant Capacity

('000 tpy)

CCI Ltd, Rajban, Distt Sirmaur 2 5 0

Ultratech Cement Ltd, 2 5 4 0
Bagga, Distt Solan

UltraTech Cement Ltd, (Blending & 2 0 0 0
Grinding), Bagheri Solan

Note: Data, not readily available for cement industries on
respective websites, is taken from  Survey of Cement Industry &
Directory

(contd)

Table-4 (concld)


