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The following provisions of Mineral Conservation and Development Rules, 2017 were found
violated during inspection of the above mine on 17.03.2020 by undersigned accompanied by Shri Neeraj
Thakur,Agent(Mine).

Rule Nature of Violation observed

Mining operations should have been undertaken in accordance with the approved Review of
Mining Plan.
The Review of Mining Plan was approved vide letter no. IIoleie/ wig /@AI-1 126/2015-I—9X

dated 14.12.2017 and following deviation was observed during inspection

1. The mining operation is proposed in 2 pits in ore body IV with one bench and Ore body I with

11(1) ﬁ)ﬁlr6l%esnches upto 680 RL but working is only carried out in Ore body 1 with 8 benches upto

2. The bench width is proposed more than bench height and minimum 5 meters but working is
not done as per proposal and width is maintained less than height of benches.

3. The OB dump is not as per proposal and dumping of ROM, BHQ, Waste and slime all are
dumped in same places. The waste dump is proposed upto Top RL of 478 but actually the top
RL is more than 490 with proper terracing. The slime is stored in between the dump.

The existing protective measures taken around waste dump are insufficient and it has been found
that the waste material was escaping and washing away from the dumps and was contaminating the
37(1) |nearby area and extending outside lease boundary and no retaining wall constructed neither proper
terracing done. A proper protective measure should be taken to prevent the escape of the material
from the existing waste dumps.

While scrutiny of Annual returns 2018-19 following deviation observed:

1. The cost of production is mentioned as Rs 1337/- whereas the ex-mine price is Rs 795 to 962 of various
45(5)( | grade.

c)(i) | ii. In approved review of mining plan the area for plant and infrastructure is mentioned as 2.5 ha. whereas as
per annual return it is mentioned 7.50 ha..
iii. As per approved document reclaimed/rehabilitated area is nil whereas 2.656 ha. is mentioned in return.
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