= AT g
wiRa wwamy/Government of Indin ‘
T e/ Ministry of Mines 3
el @ 2R/ Indinn Burenu of Mines
trerame rfva wrafera/Hydernbad Regional Office
No. 659(549)Lst/2007/1 lyd. Room No.603, 6th FFloor
cGO ’I'owcrs,KnvudiS“d“-
Sccundcrulmd -50008

Date: 21 62019

To,
ﬂ}rl J.J.Rcd(.iy,N()lninn!cd Owner,

s Bharathi Cement Corporation Ltd.,
8-6-626, Reliance Majestic,
Road No.2, Banjara Hills,
Hyderabad-500 034.
T.S.

inine Plan in respect of Bharathi Limest
f Mining Plan n P 278Ha. SiluaiCd in T.Sunkcsula &
Jambapuram ©

Sub:  Submission of modification 0
Ltd., overan extent of 632. cd
li,Sadipiralla,
MCR, 2016.

Bharathi Cement Corporation 6
Mandal and Nallalingnyapalh,lhurnkapal
bmitted under Rule 17(3) of

Tippalur of Yerraguntla
Kamalapuram Mandal of YSR Kadapa dist., A.P.su
ed 20.5.2019.

o. BCCPL/MINES/IBM/ZO 19-30, dat

one Mine of M/s s

Ref:  Your lettern
Sir,
With reference to your letter cited above on the subject, the scrutiny of the draft mod!ﬁcatlon. of Y
Mining Plan has since been examined based on the previous inspection carried out by Sri Ibrahim Sharief,
d certain deficiencies as given in Annexure. The same ¥
Person on respective e.mail

s office on 13.2.2019 and foun
dy been forwarded to you and your Qualified
d vijayakumar.v@vicat.com

nagaraiarao.k@vicat.com an
the annexure and resubmit the document,

e deficiencies as per
long with soft copy in the form of CD (2Nos.). In this
he form of Bank Guarantee for the area put
‘A’ mines provided that the

Sr. ACOM of thi
scrutiny comments have alrea

ids |'.e.,sudhakar.k@vicat.com.

02. You are advised to attend thes

complete in all respects, in three bound copies a
regard you are directed to submit the F inancial Assurance in t

allied activities @ Rs.Three lakhs/hectare for category

£ Rule 27(1) of MCDR, 2017 at the time of

to use for Mining and
minimum amount shall be Rs.Ten lakhs as per the provision 0
document within 15 (fifteen) days from the date of issue of this letter,

submission of final copies of the
failing which the document will be disposed without giving any further opportunity.
-wise clarification & the manner in which the deficiencies are attended should be given

03. The para
while forwarding modified document.
Yours faithfully,
ﬁp}\@\\ﬂ
2l
(SHAILENDRA KUMAR)

Regional Controller of Mines

Copyto:
Shri K.Nagaraja Rao and Shri. V.Vijaya Bhaskar, Qualified persons
AR
21
(SHAILENDRA KUMAR)
Regional Controller of Mines

NOO: Copy to Controller Of Mines(SZ), IBM, Bangalore
P

(SHAILENDRA KUMAR)
Regional Controller of Mines
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SVINAR

‘“‘L’Qs!\gn TeBOR cum serut athl
C

Ement Corp's Um ) - 2 oeuntla Manada
Kadapa,

Introduction ;

ontalning the

1. The entire chapter on Introductlon be re-casted. It may contaln a paraﬁr;sg lgroad coUrcing
information related to Installed Plant capacity , It's limestone requiremen

of limestone for the purpose from mine/ mines. d person only

2. As per MCR, document should be submitted by one person l., Qualified P

and not the qualified persons. '
3. Cadastral map/ Khasara map indicating Lease boundary and survey nos. dse
4. Lease area should have been submitted after carved out of area surren

by State Government.

5. Please clarify the status of lessee/ company: .
Refer page no.6, You have submitted the certi : .
company's Act, pertains to two different entities with co

incorporation

hould be submitted.
d earlier and accepted

mpany as per the

i e co
ficate of incorporation of th d same date, of

mmon CIN No an

Raght thi
ts Limited to Bhara
1. Itis noted in ‘Annexure -9’ Name change is from Raghuram Cemen

Cement Corporation limited. .
2. ‘Annexure 11’ States about : Name change of company lrlo o
M s i t Corporation limite !
inerals Private Limited to Bharathi Cemen .
limited company in to private limited company as Bharathi Cement Corporation
limited. o
3. Lease was initially granted by State Government vide GO Ms no. 95 dated 27/03{200?3 o
Raghuram Cements Limited and also accepted change of name of the company/ essel
Bharathi Cement Corporation limited vide its G.O Ms No. 54 dated 13.02.2009, but lease
deed is not yet executed so for. . . . .
4. As per ministry of corporate affairs website the CIN no. is pertains to Bharathi Cemen
Corporation Private limited.
In this regard, you are advised to clarify actual status of company/ lessee as per statute.

m Raghuram Cements and
nd conversion of the

6. Justification of submitting modification in approved review of mining plan should be further
elaborated and justified with plausible reasons

7. Details of valid leases pertaining to the lessee should only be submitted in page no. 4.

8. Updated List of Board of Directors of the company should be submitted.

9. Resolution of Board of Director of the company to authorize person as Nominated owner to sign
the document under MMDR Act 1957 should be submitted.

10. Copy of Environment clearance enclosed as annexure is not legible. Here it is advised to submit
all the annexure with this document should be legible for verification.

11. Compliance status of EC condition should be furnished.

General :

12. Details of Land schedule of the lease area should be furnished as per Lease deed only.

13. InTable no.3, details regarding khasra no/ Plot no. are not furnished.
Review of Mining :

14.In item 3.3, only proposal vs achievement be submitted and other unnecessary information be
removed. Similarly for the review of reclamation and rehabilitationit should be submitted clearl
the proposal vs. backfilling has been done, al’y

15. There wafs no proposal of backfilling of top soil in the earlier approved document, instead it i
for stocking of top soil temporarily in the pit and will be utilized for afforestation h,enc I ”
should be modified as per earlier approved document only. Further there‘is noe n:?r\ll;;

exhausted in the lease area so for theref illi
ore backfilling proposal specifi i il
5 be used for backfilling of the pitand cannot be acceptigle DA
. Deviation in development/ exploitati .
ploitation than t
3 Thybe i it he approved proposals are observed, the same
eology :

i 17. Regional Geology of the area should be furnished in detail,

. /
| p
8 Resen}es resources shou d be reas SSEd C
Se! OIISldEII g tl € wWate table ast ere Is no ermissio !

Water table in EC congjti
Limestone/ Flaggy |i ttion. In the earlier approved do ilici
B8y limestone has not been considered under resources categ?rr: ::tit ‘Slrl:clc?us
is having

O PRSP

|
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e

4 under resources &

is considere e

me 3 " 3

wcion the 2 sidered i \

mission nsIEEL \

More silica content but in the present sib put the $3

Vithout any basis, need clarification. - intersected

. In SeCtiOns 10-10’ 14-14' and 18-18' quarrne 1ons

E ’ = i secthn "

reserve estimation and the same is not depicted in

} hole
n bor
0. Depth Persistence of to ore/ waste encountered i

tabular form,

d se
> UPL shoulg be Properly demarcated in relevant plans an
: Explora\ion

G3
carried out in the lease area under G1, G2,
Columns,

3. As no

me is not €@

ished in \
n furnis \

have bee \
shoukj \

in tabular
ctions. d be furnished in t

u
|eVE| sho

e comment about
S

ion, plea the lease area. by

to G1 levelin
evidente-

ubmiss
Ploration Proposal is furnished in the preSentaiion up
€€ of rule 12(a) of MCDR 2017 to carry out explor entary
25' Cost of eXploration furnished should be supported with docum

n.
Al the backyp calculations for assessment of reserves/ resou te and Qualified P
annexures only

. statu
2% and duly signeq by the Geologist appointed as per
+The plans should

) itte
© Prepared on the same grid lines as subm
OCument, oned
37‘ n the Geological Plan location of the boreholes be checked and correct!y P
8. Every Plan, sectig

. he mining
igned by t
1 OF part thereof prepared under these rules shall be $ig

&ngineer with date.

29. The geologicy| pl
rule 55,

der
aNs and sections shall be certified and signed by the geologis
30. The Strike a

i to
- s the strike
. nd dip be plotteq. The geological sections should be drawn acros
delineate the ore body. Capital
'3 i ‘ | n
21 Ptara 1-0(k)_, (iii), submit the feasibility report in annexure covering the information 0
. 0st, economic €valuation etc, and unnecessary information be removed.
2.1n para 1.0k, the com

Mining : ment on linking of maps prepared with national grid, benchmark.
33.

31

- - . |
The document submitted js modification to the earlier approved RMP and production proposa
IS same a5 earlier approved doc

L ument, where as more area is proposed for degradation/
exploftatmn. In this regarg Proposal should be furnished from one end of lease to other end by
E)fplmtation entire Mineralized Z0ne considering optimum utilization of ore, hence proposals
Wwithin the approved areg should be furnished,
Details of extent of pit incorporating no. of benches in or
with top/ Bottom RL, no. of terraces etc, should be furnish
35. Contro| balstin

34.

&, top soil and details of waste dump
ed in tabular form.

36.

Operating
Gridline

Operating
Levels

ol for optimum utilization of mineral along with
blending techniques needs to be furnished.

39. All the backup calculation for i
signature of Qualified person .

roduction should be given in annexures only with

40. The yearwise proposal for top soil stcking be given on the footwall side within the lease only.

Conceptual Mining Plan ;

41. Submit the life of the mine as per the assessed resources/ resourc
production of limestone from the mine.

42.The conceptual pit development, top soil generation and its utilisation and afforestation be
assessed at the end of lease period.

43, For the reclamation , the use of t
stabilization of top benches atit's y

es and 5 MTPA as rated

op soil for backfilling is not correct, It should be use for
Itimate position where water harvesting is not proposed.
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Mine Drainage :
44, The temporary stacking of top soil stack be proposed on footwall side It's use as backfilling is

not accepted.

Progressive Mine Closure Plan:
45. In para 8.1, The base line data be submitted as per MoEF guideli

regarding water regime be corrected.

46. In para 8.2, submit the impact assessed during the last 1 year. Clearly submit whether the
observations were within the permisslble limits or not.

47. In para 8.3 regarding reclamation plan, table 49 ., topsoil manag

scrutiny comments.
osal for reclamation has not peen fil

48. In para 8.3.5 yearwise prop
gfarland drain and retaining wall be proposed at the toe of top soil dump as

The reclamation proposal be shown on the reclamation plan.
plates changes they may please be

49. If due to aforesaid changes, the data in other chapter or
corrected accordingly and also ensure the consistency of the data submitted in various chapters

of the document.

nes. Incorrect submission

ement be corrected as per

led . Needs correction. The
per requirement .
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