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Submission of Mining Plan with Progressive Mine Closure in two copies under Rule 12
& 23B of of MCDR, 1988 for Shri Bhawani Limestone Mine of M/s Janki Mines and
Minerals over anarea of 5.6 ha for mineral Limestone near Village Kamroo, Tehsil-
Panota Sahib, District Sirmour, State-H.P.
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Scru-tiny.cnnihlent's' in respect of Mining Plan with PMCP of Bhawani Limestone mine of

M/s Janki Mines & Minerals (5.60 hect.) in sirmour district of HP State submitted under
Rule 12"qf _MCDR:198"8 & 23 of MCDR 1988,
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Miﬁ'i'ﬁ'g_p_lan is submitted under rule 12 & 23 of MCDR 1988. This is incorrect. It should be
submitted under rule 17(1) of MCR 2016 and 23 of MCDR 2017.

Similarly title of the mining plan should be ‘review and updation of mining plan’,
IBM’s registration is not given on cover page.
Mine code is not given.

On page S,n;ime of qualified person under rule 22C of MCR 1960 is mentioned which is not
correct,

On page 9 under item 3.6, it should-be written as Not applicable.
Both the sides of the paper should preferably be used while preparing final copies.
Degree and experience Certificates of Qualified person are not enclosed.

Proposals for ensuing five years are given from 2016-17. Year 2016-17 is already over.
Therefore proposals should be given for 2017-18 and onwards.

Reason for discontinuance of mining operation are not given

On page 8 under item 3.3, review of earlier approved proposals in respect of exploration and
reclamation are not given. Deviation in this regard is also not dealt.

Coordinates (Latitude and Longitude) of the mining lease corner points(pillars) indicated in
on page 7 are not matching with the coordinates marked on the relevant plates. The
coordinates marked on the plates are imaginary and absolutely incorrect. Precise resurvey is
required to be carried out.

On page 14 it is mentioned that surface and geological plan are attached but they are not
prepared as per rule 32(a) & 32(b) of MCDR 2017.

On similar page details of existing pit and their dimension are indicated but the same are not
plotted on the relevant plans.

- Exploration proposals are not given. The exploration shall be carried out as per rule 12 of

MCDR 2017. Accordingly proposals should be incorporated for future exploration.

- Mineral reserves and resources are not indicated as per appraisal of mining plan. It should be

depicted in the tabular form as under:
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19,

21,
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24,

25,

26.

27,

Level of;_é‘k loration Resources in million | grade Surface area
T % tonnes

G-1Detailed exploration

G-2Detailed exploration

G-3 prospecting

G-4 reconnaissance

UNFC classification need to be reviewed at page 18.

On page 23 production has been indicated but unit is not indicated.Extent of the area covered
under G-1, G-2, G-3 and G-4 axis are also not shown on Surface Geological Plan. Further,
the area covered under these axes is.to be given in tabulated form in text part as well.

Anticipated life of the mine is also not indicated.

On page 15 it is mentioned that the limestone occur all along the lease area in 25200 sqm.
How the conclusion has been arrived. The same should be explained.

Depletion of reserves and resources has not been given. The reserves and resources should be
given in tabular form so as to depict:

A-Reserves and resources(R&R) indicated in the previous scheme of mining/mining plan (
approved on the last occasion).

B-Depletion or reserves.
C- Addition and reduction in R&R if any.

D-Balance (updated) reserves and resources as on.....

. On page 20, dimensions of the trial pits are indicated but the same are not plotted on relevant

plates.

On page 21 under item insitu tentative excavation figures are not indicated in cum as per
manual.

Mineral rejects are shown in the table on same page. Whereas it is not defined/explained
anywhere in the text. It should be explained and how this would be stacked and utilized in
future.

Ore to waste ratio is calculated whereas no waste shall be generated as shown in the table. It
needs clarification.

On similar page it is mentioned that mining will be done only in mineable part of the
deposit(111 & 122). Whereas reserves are assessed under 121 and 122 category. This is
contradictory.
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Section wise reserves have not been estimated.
The design. pafafhet:érs of the pit given in the text are not in conjunction with that given in
difference relevant plates. For example the overall pit slope given in text is 45 degree

'_whereas this is not'in conformity with the section drawn and thus effect of slope of benches
" 'is not con31dered while designing the pit. By virtue of which the conceptual plan can not be

prepared Goxrectly

On page 24 it is mentioned that mine development will be done in the form of extension of
haul road whereas production is not proposed from road during the first year,

Dimension of the pit, face length, advancement of face length, their direction slope etc is not
indicated under mining chapter.

On page 25 yearwise plantation schedule is quantified but their location has not been given
nor plotted on the relevant plates. '

Benchwise, gradewise production proposals are given in the text but the same are not
matching with yearwise proposals in the plates.

. Under item extent of mechanization adequacy of equipment mentioned in the text is not

matching with the production proposals.

Waste dump proposals are given outside the ML which can not be considered for approval.
Subsequent modification at para 8.3 and page 53 need to be modified.

On page 53 under item 8.3.5 yearwise proposals are not indicated. It should match with
reclamation plan.

End use/Consuming industries details are not given in the text.

On page 52 it is mentioned that at the end of SoM period about 5.6 hectares of the area will
be covered under pits. This is imaginary considering the total lcase area is 5.6 hectares and
the total area calculated for financial assurance is 1.7254 hectares.

Under PMCP financial area assurance calculation shall be carried out as per manual.
No mining proposals shall be considered interrupting natural nallas/ water course etc.
PMCP shall be submitted under rule 23 of MCDR 2017.

Latest chemical analysis report is not carried out from NABL accredited lab.
Yearwise proposals for rehabilitation and reclamation should be given in tabular form.
KML file of lease area should be submitted along with fair copies.

Under PMCP financial assurance is calculated which is wrong. It should be calculated as per
rule 27 of MCDR 2017. Similarly the rule should be corrected on the same page i.c. under
financial assurance chapter. Entire chapter should be modified and re written accordingly.
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The mine is located on hill slope. Hence adequate proposals should be incorporated like
controlled blasting techniques, erecting retaining walls, check dams, parapet walls to ensure
safe and systematicmining for ensuing five years.

The lease has been '_t'rénsferred in favour of M/s Janki Mines & Minerals on 11.01.2017.
The condition no. 19 to 26 imposed in the lease deed shall be strictly complied with.
There are several typographical mistakes which require to be corrected.

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

Original signature of the lessee is required on certificate.

Corrections marked in the text and plates by ball point may also be attended.

A CD / pen drive 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.

Plates

. Authentic lease plan with all the Khasra details of the villages duly verified by Geology &

Mining department of State Govt showing the location of the lease area with DGPS
coordinates of boundary pillars should be enclosed in which original lease area, arca
surrendered and retained area are to be marked precisely. 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 configuration given in the lease plan.

ML is not marked in red ink over khasra plan.

3 ground reference points are not given in the surface plan. Scale is not as per rule. UTM
coordinates are given instead of latitude and longitude.

Plate 4- Title of plan is not correct. It is not in line with rule 32(b) of MCDR 1988.
Structural/geological features are not marked. The sections are not matching with the
respective plans. The section length is abnormally varying in all the sections. In plate 4A
UPL is shown on a virgin area which is not correct. Extent of UPL on plan and section
should be given. Features to be shown as per rule 32(a) and 32(b) of MCDR 2017 are not
depicted in surface plan. Grid is also not indicated in any of the plate.

Plate 5 A to E are not correct. Proposals have been given outside the lease. Similarly
yearwise pit position is not given.
Title of the plan is in correct and not as per rule 32(5)(b) of MCDR 2017. Features required

as per rule are not shown.

Plate 7 is not correct. No configuration/layout of conceptual benching etc is given. Proposals
outside the LM will not be considered for approval.
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63,

Assurance area Plan- Financial area assurance plan is not correct and also
etails as mentioned in the manual. Area put to use shall clearly be
% Why two plans are shown.

‘considered for approval as the plan is wrong and misleading.
is not prepared as per guide line.

Slopes of 45 degree are not depicted in any of the section.

Water course is different in all the different plans,

vogue L%MCD‘R 2017 should be given. All the corrections marked Wlth blue ball point on
text and plates should be attended.




