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Annexure

Site inspection report cum scrutiny comments on examination of Review of Mining plan including
PMCP over an area of 4.479 Hectors in Raipur Dist submitted under rule 17 of MOAHE Concession
Rule 2016 and MCDR,2017 of Lalpur Limestone Mine of Shri Akhilesh Kumar Sigh. The area was
inspected by shri R.K.Das Sr ACOM on 24/05/2019.

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.
14.

15.

The rule mentioned in the cover page for submission of Review of Mining Plan and PMCP is
not correct.

The lease will be expired on 26.07.2019 but it is mentioned that lease is extended for 50 years
as per section 8(A) of MMDR Act, any letter from state govt.(DGM) in this regarding have
not been enclosed.

Para 2.11- certificate enclosed are not legible.

Review of Earlier Approval document: In the given Para it is mentioned that there is no
working since four years but the reason for non-working is not mentioned in remarks column.
In stripping ratio it is mentioned actual work done column 1:0.05 but OB generation is shown
Nil.

Para 5.22- status of violation and its compliance are not given correctly.

Geology and Reserves: During the mine visit it was observed that mostly the lease area is
water logged and depth of the mine cannot ascertain without pumping out the water.
Therefore the reserved should be assessed based on the limestone exposed. The recent sample
analysis from NABL should be enclosed.

The area block due to infrastructure (crusher, office, etc) should be demarcated as blocked
reserve and same should be reflected in the geological plan.

Para 6.92- level / mRL upto which reserve estimated not given.

Para 6.1 and 6.98- average grade of limestone needs to be given instead of range

Mining: During the mine visit it was observed that most of the existing benches are more than

3 meter height and therefore it not practically possible to work in those benches manually
therefore the same should be reviewed and accordingly the method of mining be change. If
the method still continued with manual method than bench height should be reduced to 2m
and accordingly proposal should be given.

Para 7.2.1 table ¢ and para 7.2.3 production of limestone figure may be kept 14,250 tonnes

and not 15,000 tonnes.

Para 7.4- Blasting- calculation not properly carried out for drill machines. Rate of drilling
mt/hr needs to be corrected.

Para 7.15- details of crusher needs t be given

Para 7.22 — life of mine may be directly calculated by total mineral reserve as on 1/4/2019
divided by rated production capacity of mine.

Para 13.2- Manpower proposed is very higher side for 50 t / day production mines.
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17.
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23.
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Disaster Management plan: Name and contact nos of key persons with mines owner ,

hospital, fire station, police station, etc. should be furnished.

Plate-1- name of qualified person is wrongly mentioned.

Plate no-2- Lessee name is missing from plate.

Plate no-3- lease map- copy of lease map given with lease deed needs to be enclosed and
lease area needs to be coloured properly with index.

Financial assurance plate.: : The table showing the extent of area for mining and allied

activities to be considered for computation of financial assurance is also should be shown in
the plate as per prescribed format. All the land use activity should be indexed properly
including the mining area and allied activities. . The pit position and other infrastructure are
not shown as per ground condition and most of the lease arca already excavated therefore the
same should be surveyed properly and accordingly the FA should be revised.

Surface Plan: During the mine visit it was observed that the pit position and dump position
shown is not as per actual ground position most of the area us water logged(pit 3 area is also
water logged) therefore the same should be reflect in the plan. There are many huts/old
building in lease area is not shown. The signature and name of surveyor is missing. The
correction to be done.

The co-ordinates of boundary pillar furnished in plates should be authenticate by the state
government. The same should be mentioned that it is authenticated or not.

Geological Plan & Section: There are many discrepancies observed is mentioned be low.

a.)The calculation should be as per MEMC rules,2015 and it is observed that calculation is
not correct and the pit dimension and the ore body depth is not correct. The vertical influence
is taken beyond exposed area(below water logged area) is not as per UNFC and the limestone
is hardly exposed 2-2.5m(as per water). The correction should be done and accordingly the
reserve/Resource should be revised.

b) In most of the sections, the ultimate pit limit has been drawn incorrectly with less
subsurface exploration data. It may be redrawn as per UNFC norms and may be restricted up
to the pit exposed depth.

c.)Area explored under G1, G2, G3 & (G4 has not been demarcated in the plan & sections.
d..)The dip/strike direction to be marked.

e.)In geological plan the area shown as limestone is actual waterlogged area and accordingly
the same should be reflected. The correction to be done.

Development Plan & Section: The working plan should be proposed with proper

advancement and top and bottom RL. The haul road not shown from working face to dump
and mineral stack.The top soil dump and mineral stack should be shown in the plate should be
furnished with RL. The plate only to be shown with yeasrwise excavation, afforestaion,
dumping & reclamation proposal. The plate should be revised.

The production proposal given in the area which is water logged as shown in Surface plan.
The justification for given production proposal in waterlogged area without knowing the

exact bench height should be discussed and accordingly the proposed area should be revised.
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26. In list of plates — scale of khasara plan and environment plan is not correct.

27. The yearwise afforestation proposal with location, no. of saplings and area should be
proposed furnished in the text and same should be reflected in plates.

28. All the plates should be index properly as the features shown in the plan with the same colour
code for clarity and signed with date. The plate no. is missing in all the plates.

skekesiesk sk



