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51 Sub . Submission of review and updation of Mining Plan with Progressive Mine Closure Plan in respect of
Saman limestone mine over an area of 144 25 Hectares near village Saman, Tehsil Panthachowk District-
Srinagar, State—Jammu & Kashmir of M/s Saifco Cements Pwt Ltd submitted under Rule 17 (1) of Minerals
(Other than Atomic And Hydro Carbons Energy Minerals) Concession Rule, 2016 & 23 of Mineral Conservation
and Develppment Rules-2017

aad/Ref Your letter Mo. 786/10/3227 dated 12.10.2018 received on dated 09.11 18
wzT=a/ Sir,

This office is in receipt of two copies of the above mentioned draft Review and Updation of
Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan on 09.11.18. On examination of the same the
discrepancies / deficiencies observed have been listed in annexure

You are advised to correct the submitted Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan
as per deficiencies /discrepancies pointed in the enclosed annexure as scrutiny comments and submit 3 far
copies of the Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan within 15 days from the date of issue of this
letter after corrections in hard bound copies (no spiral binding) If the fair copies of Mining Plan including
Progressive Mine Closure Plan will not be submitted within stipulated time, final action will be taken as per rule
Two COs of the fair Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan may also be submitted including text,
plates and annaxuras, On receipt of additional comments from State government, it shall be communicated to
you subsequently In case if it is necessary to incorporate the additional information, the details of the same
should be given along with page numbers.

You are further advised to prepare the fair copies carefully and ensure that it s coriect in all
respect Preferably use of paper on both the side should be made If again deficiencies are observed then final
action will be taken by thiz office without returning the copies for correction This issues with the approval of
competent authority
Encl. as above.
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Scrutiny comments indicating deficiencies in respect of submitted Review and updation of
Mining Plan with PMCP of Saman limestone mine of M/s Saifco Cements Pvt. Lid. (144.25
hect.) in Srinagar district of J&K State submitted under Rule 17(1) of MCR 2016 & 23 of
MCDR 2017.

1. Omn cover page the lease period 1s not correct and not matching with lease deed.

2. On cover page the lease execution date 15 not correct as per lease deed. Similarly on cover
_ page the lease period is shown upto 50 vears as per amended MMDR. However. copy of the
state government 15 not enclosed.
3. Lease area on consent letter is incorrect.
4. On cover page specity the month tor proposal period 2018-19 as most ol the commencement
plan period is over.
5. 1D ol lessee 15 not enclosed.

6. Legible copy of Annexure 4 to be enclosed.
English translation of annexure 3 to be given.
As per lease deed, the lease 15 located at Saman, Khonmoh whereas on cover page it is written
as Saman Khounmoh.
8. On page 25tatus of lessee 1s given as private limited company which is not correct as per lease
deed.
KL (a) On page 3 name of lase holder is given as MLA.Gunna. (Give supporting documents 1l any
i this regard.
~ t0(b): Authenticatd lease comer points, DGPS coordinates authenticated by the State Govt should
~  be submitted in original. It should be of the latest date.
1. On page 6. excess production for the year 2013-14 is indicated than proposed. On similar page
cumulative plantation is given. (Give year wise details.
12, On page 7, MCDR 1988 15 given. Change these respective rules with extant rules.
13. ROQP registration is given on the certificate which is not required.
14. In consent letter the unit of area 1.e. hectare (ha) is not given.
15. More representative photographs are to be enclosed.
16. Bank guarantec shall be submitted in the revised format attached herewith.
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17. On page 12 of the text it is stated that boreholes analvsis 1s carried out by Ultalech whereas
analysis 1s carried out by Ultra Testing & Research laboratory.
-18. Reserves and resources from previously approved scheme of mining have not been shown.

—> 19. No depletion has been shown and thus reserves need to be reassessed with updation. Face

length indicated on page 15 is also not matching with the pit configuration.
20, Assignment of UNFC codes in geological section are incorrect
> 21. Based on the sections R&R calculated are incorrect. Mineable reserves indicated need to be
reassessed. Also recaleulate the life of mine.
2. Proposcd boreholes are madequate in view of Rle 12(4) of MCDR 2017,
3. On pagel9, arca under different axis is given in square meters. 1 should be in heetares. Total
should also be given for quantity.
24, Reserves and resources seetion wise at page 22-24 are not matching with sections.
25, On page 24, Bl, B2 and B3 are giben. What B1, B2 and B3 stands for to be specified.
26. On page 26, Capacity for [YTH 15 given. Give FAD .
27. On page 27, blasting pattern is not correctly defined.
28. Capacity of delays not given. Precise and specific proposals for blasting/delays be given.
29, Every blasting monitoring proposal is not given.
30, On page 30, mine is mdicated as other than fully mechanized. It 1s a fully mechanized mine.
31. On page, 35 horizontal drilling is given. Why and where this shall be carried out.
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46,
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49,

On page 36, 300 working days are shown. Considering rains and snow fall in the area. it 15 o
be reviewed.

500 Iitre capacity water tanker 15 proposed which is too less.

There are lot of conflict in text with respect to given in fleet with extent ol mechanization at
page 26 and 27.

On page 40, give lease period as well as UIPL under ultimate pit limit.

Review entire land use pattern as on date.

From page 31 to 34 yearwise production is indicated but production is indicated as reserves.
Uit may also be indicated.

Production for the [irst vear should be reduced proportionately since nearly five months are

left for the Y 2018-19. Contradictory production figures are indicated for first vear on page
29 and 51.

On page 39 vear 2058 1s mdicated under shape and size of mining pit. This is arbitratory
[igure.

On page 40 under chapter “rehabilitation of benches’ it is mentioned that top benches from
2411mRI.....The highest R1. is 2372m. Thus statement is contradictory. Similarly on pape 40
under head Stacking of mineral reject the sentence is not clear.

On page 49 under PMCP, the total area shown under mining is 5.48 hectares which is not a
true fact. The mine is in operation since 1996 and the total lease area is 144.25 hectares. It is
to be reviewed. Details of production since opening of mine may be indicated in support of
area under mining.

I:xisting land use pattern viven on page 49 is not correet. How the total arca 12,8 hectares has
been arrived at.

T'he actual work done in the PMCP proposals should be clear cut and to be reflected in
reclamation plan. environment plan and surface plan.

Orientation of pit wrt conceptual mining plan is not given

What precaution to be taken to keep the ground vibration and over pressure under control
permissible limit.

Tentative azimuth and inclination of boreholes has not been indicated.

As the mine is a raunning mine, PMCP proposals shouid cover green belt development along
ML area / conceptual pit limits,

On page 39 plantation proposals are given for north eastern corner ol the lease whereas on
page 59 proposals are given for south east [oot hill zone.

In the previously approved scheme of miming area put o use has been indicated as 14.2]
hectares whercas on page 71 arca put to use is shown as 5.48 hectares only. Further additional
area indicated under mining is too less considering more than 2 lakhs per annum production.
Thus calculation of financial area assurance needs to be reviewed.

On page 57, under reclamation plan, specific pointwise proposals should be given.

Gireen bell to be proposed all along the lease area and initial phases. the green bell o be
developed in the prominent wind direction for the protection of environment.

On page 63, under table 8.3, reclamation plan is not matching with the proposals imdicated m
the table.

On page 70, table for area put to use 18 not grven.
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The mine is located on hill slope. Hence adequate proposals should be incorporated like
controlled blasting techmigues, erecting retaining walls, check dams. parapel walls 1 ensur
safe and systematic mining for ensuing five years.

All the proposals should be made within the ML only.

There are several typographical mistakes which requires to be corrected.

All the annexures should be attested by qualified persons for their authentieity.

T'wo CDs covering the entire document and plans should be enclosed at the time of hinal
submission. {Undertaking in this regard by the qualified person should be given that the CD
contains the same text & plates as submitted in hard copy.

Plates

Sections are not scientifically drawn to assess / estimate reserve and resources.

(‘onceptual scetion not given.

Section lines / no. of sections near aclual excavation yone are insufficient.

Reclamation plan is not in line with PMCP proposals.

Surface geological Pan is not as per rule 12(4) and 33(b) of MCDR 2017.

Plate 9- Which portion of key plan 1s shown as part plan.

Conceptual plan- Reassess the resources / mineable reserves according to reconfiguration of
benches. What geology at pit bottom and benches to be given.

Conceptual plan depicts steep slope. Review 1t as per hilly and ceologically sensitive arca
Mineable section i1s depicting nothing. No bore holes are evident. Font i also smatl.
Surface plan is not prepared as per rule 32(a) of MCDR 2017.

Deseribe all thee ground eentrol points on the plan.

Plate 5A- LUUNFC code assigned is not correct. Need to be reviewed.

Plate 6A- Give only one section.

Reclamation plan- Green belt is different from general plantation. Also show the present
plantation, cumulative plantation done so far as PMCT proposals distinetly.

Plate 5C- UINFC code is not matching with quantity of R&R given in text.

Financial Arca Assurance plan- Correct the name of plan. Only area put to use only be showa
and nothmg else.

Geologieal sections. UPL not shown as per conceptual plannimg.

One composite section shall also be given for all five years for proposed excavaled arca
Except Environmental Plan, all other plans & sections should be restricted to mine lease area
only. No proposal should be made outside the ML area.

Scetions depicting year wise excavation proposals shall be superimposed on geological
sections only. No new arbitrary section to be given.

Muore sections on geological plan showing UPL shall be given.
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