£ 9 g vite e,

WA WOFE | Giwversinient of lndid
TAT T | Minisiny of Mingy ;
o TR TR Indban Bureau of Mings ! i
m st T Tt =1 T MOFFICE OF THE REGIONAL CONTROLLER OF MINES. Samil
161, ST TR AT, ZEv (IR 248001 |00 Okl Nef Cotony, Dehmdun (L K. 124800
TEL-0135-I676350 / 2671896, FAX-0F 352674962 E-muil rodehraduntaiibm.goy, in

TTEE W File No: 614(2)/MP-B-247/2014:00N BT 17.05.2019
HETH T - 1 qa U, e (ST ), sahajsahyog980@gmail.com
Wew Wedm Feres wo fEo

A.1/21, HerewdT, sl

TETF-226 024 (S0 §0) |
fama Sub - Submussion of Review of Mining Plan with Progressive Mine Closure Plan i respect of
Barwas Limestone mine over an area of 4,157 hectare in Village-Barwas, PO -Kamroo, Tehsil-Pacnta Sahib,
Dustrict -Sinmour of HP State, submitied under Rule 17( 1) of Minerals (Other than Atemic & Hydro Carbons
Energy Minerals) Concession Rules, 2016 & 23 of MCDR 2017,

HYW/Ref Your letter No-Nil dated Nil received on dated 09.04.2019

HSEET Sir,

This office is in receipt of two coples of the above-mentioned draft Modified Mining Plan
with Progressive Mire Closure Plan on 09.04.2019. On &xamination of the same the discrepancies /
deficienciss observed have been listed in annexure.

You are advised to correct the submitted Modified Mining Plan including Progressive Mine
Closure Plan as per deficiencies /discrepancies pointed in the enclosed annexure a5 seruting comments
and submit 3 fair coples of the Modified Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan within 15
days from the date of issue of this letter after corrections in hard bound coplas (no spiral binding). If the far
topies of Modified 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 Modified Mining Plan including
Progressive Mine Closure Plan may also be submitted including text, plates and annexures. On receipt of
additional comments from State government, it shall be communicated to you subsequently. Incase if il is
necessary lo 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 is correct in all
respect. Preferably use of paper on both the side should be made. | again deficiencies are observed then
final action will be taken by this office without returming the copies for correction. This lssues with the
appraval ef competent authority
Encl: as above,

YEEE You?faithfully,

A4 )

(T ATt S Saklani)

T A AT Assistant Mining Geslogist
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Scrutiny comments indicating deficiencies in respect of submitted Review and

updation of Mining Plan with PMCP of Barwas limestone mine of M/s Barwas

of MCR 201 23 of MCDR

1. On cover page lease period is wrongly indicated, Please refer letter from the State
government. The lease has been extended upto 19.05.2035 as per extension letter.
But as per lease deed the period |s upto 21.04.2035. It needs clarification.

2. Authentic lease plan shall be the basis for the preparation of all the plans and sections.
There should not be any deviations in all the plans and sections with respect to
cconfiguration given in the lease plan. Such certificate shall be given on every plate:

3. Photo id of partners is not legible,

4. Compliance of PMCP and exploration propesals to be given.

E. Lessee name should be as per lease dead.

6. Lease area should be as per lease deed, along with conversion factor and supported by
refevant document.

7. Page 7 : Year should be corrected, Give total for 5 years along with modified mining
plan proposal.

B. Page 8 ! Give all 5 years afforestation program together. Previous modified mining
plan’s all proposal should be given. Why is there deviation in no. of saplings.

9. Exploratory pits mentioned on page 13 are not evident on SGP.

10. How reserves have been drastically changed in the present submission compare to as
on 31,12.2018, Entire reserves and resources to be reassessed afresh,

11. Page 18 : Block wise area indicated appears to be wrong.

12. Page 19 ; Correct the period in year column,

13. Page 19 to 22 R&R should be rechecked with reference to present excavation. The
geological section need to be redrawn accordingly and correct R&R to be given

14, Page 23 : under method of mining- Proposals for next four years Is indicated.

15, Page 25 | Please specify waste in details,

16, Page 25 proposals for first year- Bench height |s given as 3 meters.

17. Production for first year should be reduced proportionately since April and May half
month Is over.

18, Year wise generation of waste has been indicated but on page 26 it Is mentioned that
no waste has been generated.

19, Pg 26! Ulkimate pit limit: Proposals are not correctly designed and depicted in piates
as in some of the area mining cannot be feasible,

20. Pg 27 1 Maximum period glven Is not correct and what is compress.

21. Orientation of pit wrt conceptual mining plan is not given.

22. Further highway is passing. Slope and width of benches should be maintained
adequately, design parameters should be specific and have to maintain It every point
of time,

23, In mining chapter bench design parameters Including bench height, face slope, over all
pit slope, haul road width and gradient has not been given.

24, Stripping ratio is-to be given,

25. Page 31 : Adéquacy of mining machinery should also be given.

26. On page 33 it is mentioned that mine workings will not go beyend 1072mRL. How It is
possible: Further it is mentioned that mine working will not go for next three months,
It appears it Is a casual approach,

27, On page 35 for the year 2022-23 and 2023-24 it is mentioned as maintain. What does

it mean.
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Page 36 : Mineral to be supplied only to registered stake holders registered with IBM
under rule 45 of MCDR 17.

Page 42 : Give only data for air, water, noise level etc.

Page 46 : Give value only for ground vibration control, no subjective data for fly rock
control.

Page 47 : In table 8.3 why nil rehabilitated figure is proposed.

Page 49 : Give details of bank, branch, number, value, validity, telephone no. of bank
etc.

Land use pattern indicated on page 39 is to be rechecked.

The mire 15 located on hill slope, Hence adequate proposals should be incorporated
like controlled blasting technigues, erecting retaining walls, check dams, parapet walls
to ensure safe and systematic mining for ensuing flve years. Inadequate biasting
proposals shall not be considered for approval, as the habitats/ dwellings are close to
active mining area.

Being the hilly terrain suitable fencing proposals are to be given in PMCP at para 8.3.
All the proposals should be made within the ML only.

There are several typographical mistakes which requires to be corrected. Some of
them are marked on text, plates and annexures,

More representative photagraphs shall be enclosed.

Green belt to be proposad in prominent wind direction.

All the annexures should be attested by gualified persons for their authenticity.

Two CDs covering the entire document and plans should be enclosed at the time of
final 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.

Maps should not be bounded with the text. Instead, separate plastic leaf should be
inserted to keep all the maps in it

BG shall be coterminous with mining plan proposal period.

Air, water, ground vibration report to be enclosed. Further compliance to the MP
approval condition be also enclosed.

Plates _

Key plan is not legible,

In the entire plates owner Bahadur Singh is indicated. 1t is a partnership firm in the
name of M/s Barwas Mines having three partners. Bahadur Singh is authorised
signatary,

Geological section : review for overall slope, hilly terrain, nearby national highway,
give slope angle and overall pit slope to be reviewed for calculation of Reserve &
Resources,

Financial Assurance Plan : Need review regarding arsa put to use. FA need to be
reviewed.

Reclamation Plan ! All features in text is not reflected.

Plate 5 — Basis of G-axis for depth extension nat given.

Geclogical plan should be written as Surface Geological Plan.

Geological Section 6-6' and 7-7 to be rechecked,

Air, water, noise and vibration monitoring stations are not marked on reclamation
plan.

There is substantial variation in surface features marked on surface plan as well as on
the other plans. It need through review for making surface features the only
systematic and scientific planning including PMCP proposals for fencing, green belt etc.
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UPL is not marked on surface plan.

Please check feasibility of mining before assessing G, axis as 1. Pit hottomn shall be of
adequate width,

Separate section te be drawn for assessing R&R for block-2 (southern)

UPL section should superimpose on geological section and should match with
conceptual plan and its section and also composite year wise,

Except Enviranmental Plan, all other plans & sections should be restricted to mine
|ease area only. No proposal should be made outside the ML area,

On conceptual plan bench configuration is not given and the mine desigh parameters
are also not found reflected through this plan and section. Acequate sections are not
glven. It has impact on calculation of R&R and thus it is to be drawn carefully & should
be implementable.

Environment plan is not prepared as per rule 32(5)(b) of MCDR 2017 .Many features to
be shown beyond ML area is not shown. All streams are not shown, Contours within
60m are not shown,

The basis of design of UPL is not evident in SGP/ SG sectlins.

Please re-check the contours, It has Impact on calculation of proposed excavation.
More sections on geological plan showing UPL shall be given.

One composite section shall be given for all five years.

Note : All corrections marked in text and plates need to be corrected aiso.




