| NDI AN BUREAU OF M NES
M NERALS DEVELOPMEMIT AND REGULATI ON DI VI SI ON

MCDR | NSPECTI ON REPORT

Ranchi regi onal office

Mne file No : Bl H GLA/ BX/ 217/ RRO M ne code : 07BHR32004
(i) Narme of the Inspecting : BQO1 ) SAGAR BODRA
Oficer and I D No.
(ii) Designation : Assistant M ning Geol ogis
(i1i) Acconpaning m ne . SRl R SINGH, REPRESENTATI VE OF LESSEE.
Oficial with
Desi ghati on
(iv) Date of Inspection . 16/ 03/ 2018
(v) Prev.inspection date . 05/09/2017
PART-1 : GENERAL | NFORMATI ON
(a) M ne Nane : CH RODIH (16.5)
(b) Regi strati on NO : 1 BM 4139/ 2011
(c) Cat egory : A Oher than Fully Mech.
(d) Type of Working * (Opencast
(e) Post al address
State : JHARKHAND
Di strict . GUMLA
Vill age . CH RODIH
Tal uka : Bl SHUNPUR
Post office : JOBHI PAT
Pi n Code :
FAX No. : NL
E- mai | : NL
Phone : N. A
(f) Police Station : Bl SHUNPUR
(9) First opening date : 01/02/ 1974
(h) Weekly day of rest : THU
Address for : VILL-CH RODIH
corr espondance PO- JOBHI PAT
DI ST- GUMLA
(a) Lease Nunber : BHR0255
(b) Lease area : 16.59
(c) Peri od of | ease . 15
(d) Date of Expiry : 19/11/1988

M neral wor ked . BAUXI TE Mai n




5. Nane and Address of th
Lessee :

Omner

Agent

6. Date of approval of M ning

Pl an/ Scherme of M ni ng

VI VEK GARG

LAKE AVENUE, KANKE ROAD
RANCH  RANCH JHARKHAND
Phone: 0651- 208947

FAX

VI VEK GARG

LAKE AVENUE, KANKE RQAD
RANCH  RANCH JHARKHAND
Phone: 0651-208947

FAX

PREAM PRAKASH JHA

LAKE AVENUE, KANKE ROAD
RANCHI  RANCH JHARKHAND
Phone:

FAX

Renewal under rule 24 MCR1960
Renewal under rule 24 MCR1960

PAGE :

11/ 07/ 1997
04/ 04/ 2012

2




PAGE : 3

PART - 11 OBSERVATI OV COMVENTS OF | NSPECTI NG OFFI CERS
Expl orati on
Sl . No. Item Pr oposal s Actual work Remar ks
la Backl og of No valid No expl orati on was The T.D notice
previ ous year approved carried out during the received w.e.f
docunent is year 2012-13 as the mine 01.02.2012.
avai | abl e. was not in operation
from2012-13 to till
dat e. Backl og of 05
borehol es still
exi st st ed.
1b Exploration over No valid Previously 11 nos. of Si nce 10. 09. 2014,
| ease area for appr oved DTH were given at a grid the working was
geol ogi cal axis 1 proposal interval of 100m X 100m di sconti nued by
or 2 avai | abl e. with total netrage of the order of State
116. 1m havi ng maxi num CGovt. for renewal
and m ni mum dept h of of lease and T.D
hole at 11.5m and 9.5m notice received.
respectively. During On the date of
2012-13, no exploration inspection the
was carried out as per m ne was not in
proposal, since the mne operation.
becanme non-operative
from 01. 02. 2012 (TD
notice received) due to
non-availability of CTO
During 2017-18, no
expl oration was carried
out by the |essee.
1c Expl oration No valid No i nformation Ni |
Agenci es and approved avai |l abl e.
Expenditure in proposal is
| akh rupees avai | abl e.
during the year
1d Bal ance area to No valid The proposed exploration Nl
be explored to approved was not carried out and
bring CGeol ogical proposal is the reason for the sane
axis in 1 or 2 avai |l abl e. has been mentioned at
itemno. 1(hb).




le

1f

Bal ance reserve

as on 01/04/ 20

Cener a
of inspecting
of ficers on
geol ogy,

exploration etc

r emar ks

No valid
appr oved
proposal is
avai | abl e.
However, as
per approved

M ni ng Pl an
dat ed
04. 04. 2012,

valid for the
pl an peri od
2008-09 to
2012-13 the
Reserve/ Resou
rce as on

01. 04. 2011
was as given
bel ow: -
Proved
Reserve(111):
1088628 Mr
Probabl e
Reserve(122):
91630 Mr
Resource(211+
221 ): 600631
Mr

Not
appl i cabl e.
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There was no
production from
01.04. 2018 was as given the mne during
bel ow: -. 2015-16 to 2017-
Proved Reserve(111): 18.

1064017 MI (Al 203-

45.85% & Si O2- 2.83%;

Pr obabl e Reserve(122):

91630 MI (Al 203- 45.85%

& Si2- 2.83%;

Resource(211+222):

600631 MI (+40% Al 28 &

< 3% Si ).

The Reserve/ Resource
position as on

Si nce 10. 09. 2014,
t he wor ki ng was
di sconti nued and

Bauxi te deposit of the
area is nostly
associ ated with

|aterite, occurs as T.D notice
i rregul ar and received. On the
di sconti nuous | enses or date of inspection

the m ne was not
in operation.

tabul ar bodies within
the laterite capping. 11
nos. of DTH were given
in the | ease area. The
maxi mum t hi ckness of
Bauxi te horizon
encountered in the DTH
was 7.2 mfollowed by
lithonmargic clay. The
proposed expl oration of
05 coring borehol es
during 2012-13 coul d not
be carried out by the

| essee as the mne was
not in operation during
2012-13 to 2013-14.

Devel opnent

S|

. No.

Item

Propasal s

Act ual work Renar ks




2a

2b

2c

2d

Locati on of
devel opnent

w. r.t.l ease area

Separ at e benches

in topsoil

over burden and
m nerals (Rule

15)

Stripping ratio
or ore to OB

ratio

Quantity of
t opsoi |

generation in nB

No valid
approved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

No valid
approved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

No valid
proposal is
avail abl e.

No valid
approved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

The | essee had

previ ously devel oped
five (05) quarraries
within the | ease area
viz. Quarry no. 1, 2, 3,
3B and 4. Qarry no. 1,
2 & 3 have been nerged
together to forma
single quarry (Quarry
no. 1). As per proposal
t he devel opnent work was
taken up in Qarry no. 1
and Quarry no. 4. The

m ne becanme non-
operative w.e.f
01.02.2012 (TD noti ce
recei ved) due to CTO
The m ne was not in
operation during 2012-
13. The mi ne re-opened
during April, 2014 and
wor ked upt o August,
2014.

Separ ate benches in Top
soi | / Over burden and
Bauxi te were devel oped
wi thin stipulated

di mensi on. The Top soi
and OB bench was of
1.5m 2m t hi ckness and
Bauxite bench was of 2-
3m thi ckness. The quarry
wi se di mensi on of
benches were as given
bel ow: -

Quarry no. 1: OB (Top
soil bench)- 01 no.
havi ng 1.5-2m hei ght;
Bauxite- 01 no. having
2-2.5m hei ght;

Quarry no. 3B: OB (Top
soil bench)- 01 no.
havi ng 3m hei ght;
Bauxite- 01 no. having
2m hei ght; and

The m ne becane non-
operative from

10. 09. 2014 by the order
of State Govt. for
renewal of | ease.

The m ne was non-
operative from

10. 09. 2014 by the order
of State Govt. for
renewal of |ease.
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Si nce 10. 09. 2014,
t he wor ki ng was
di sconti nued by

t he order
Govt. for

of State

r enewal

of lease and T.D
notice received
On the date of

i nspection the
mne was not in

operati on.

Quarry no.
(Top soi

4: OB
bench) -

01 no. having 1m

hei ght ;

Bauxi t e-

01 no. having 3m

hei ght .

Ni |

Ni |




2e Quantity of
over burden
generation in nB

2f General remnmarks
of inspecting
officers on
devel opnent of
pit wr.t. type
of deposit etc

No valid
approved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

No valid
approved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

The quantity of OB
generation during | ast
nine years is given
bel ow: -

i. 2008-09: N. A

ii. 2009-10: N. A

iii. 2010-11: N A

iv. 2011-12: 3000 Mr
v. 2012-13: Nil;

vi. 2013-14: N |;

vii. 2014-15: 32000 Mr
viii. 2015-16: N I;

i x. 2016-17: N l.

X. 2017-18: Nil

The | essee had

previ ously devel oped
five (05) quarraries
within the | ease area
viz. Quarry no. 1, 2, 3,
3B and 4. Al the
quarries were devel oped
on the Eastern part of
the | ease. As per
proposal the devel opnent
wor k during 2011-12 and
2012-13 were taken up in
quarry no. 1, on the
Nort heren part of | ease
and in quarry no. 4, at
the Central part of the
| ease. Quarry no. 1, 2 &
3 have been nerged
together to forma
single quarry (Quarry
no. 1).
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The wor ki ng was

di sconti nued by
the order of State
Govt. for renewal
of | ease since
10. 09. 2014 and T.D
notice received

Ni |

Expl oi tati on:

Sl . No. | tem

Propasal s

Act ual work

Remar ks




3a

3b

3c

3d

3e

Nunber of pit
proposed for
producti on

Quantity of ROM

m ner al
production
pr oposed

Recovery of

sai | abl e/ usabl e
from ROM

nm ner al
producti on

Quantity of
m ner al
generation

G ade of m neral

rejects

generation and
t hreshol d val ue

decl ar ed.

rej ect

No valid
appr oved
proposal was
avai | abl e.

No valid
approved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

No valid
appr oved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

No proposa
avai l abl e for
n nera
rejects
generati on.

Not applicable

as there was

no proposal of
reject

M ner al
gener ati on.
Further, the
t hreshol d

val ue for
Bauxi t e has
been fi xed at
30% Al 2C8 &
<5% Si O2.

During 2008-09 to 2011-

12, all the five
quarries including
quarry no. 1 and 4 were

wor ked for production.
During 2012-13, no
producti on was reported
fromthe mne as the

m ne was not in
operation during the
period. The | essee had
previ ously devel oped
five (05) quarraries
within the | ease area
viz. Quarry no. 1, 2, 3,
3B and 4. Quarry no. 1,
2 & 3 have been nerged
together to forma
single quarry (Quarry
no. 1).

The quantity of ROM

m neral production
during | ast seven years
is given bel ow -

i. 2010-11: 2671 Mr

ii. 2011-12: 1630 Mr
iii. 2012-13: N |;

iv. 2013-14: Nil;

v. 2014-15: 22981 Mr
vi. 2015-16: Nil;

vii. 2016-17: Nil.

viii. 2017-18: ni

Not applicable as the
m ne was not in
operation since

10.09. 2014 till the date
of inspection of the

m ne.

No mineral reject
generation was reported
fromthe mne.

No M neral Reject
generation had been
reported fromthe nine
hence grade of minera
reject is irrelevant.
The Threshol d val ue of
Bauxite is Al 2(3- 30%
with Si2- < 5% As the
av. grade of ore
produced is >40% Al 233,
thus the threshold val ue
vari es from 30-40% of
A28 & < 5% Si 2.
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The di nensi on of
gquarries were as
gi ven bel ow. -

QL: 258m X 110m X
4.5m

@B: 18m X 18m X
5m and

Q: 115m X 50m X
4am

The wor ki ng was

di sconti nued by
the order of State
Govt. for renewal
of lease and T.D
notice recei ved

On the date of

i nspection the
nmne was not in
operati on.

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |




3f

39

3h

3

Quantity of sub
grade m neral
gener ati on.

Grade of sub
grade m neral
generation

Manual /

Mechani sed

nmet hod adopt ed
for segregating
from ROM

Any anal ysis or
beneficiation
st udy proposed
and carried out
for sub grade
m neral and
rejects.

No valid
appr oved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

There was no
val id proposa
for Sub-grade
n nera
generati on.

There was no
valid proposa
for want of
approved
docunent .

There was no
val id proposa
for want of
approved
docunent .

No sub-grade Bauxite
production has been
reported so far fromthe
m ne. However, whatever
sub-grade materials were
generated fromthe m ne
were bl ended wi th high
grade material before

di spat ch, mai ntaining
the requi site grade.
Thus mi neral wastage was
avoi ded and ascertaining
m neral conservation
aspect.

Not applicable as there
was no sub-grade
generation reported from
t he mi ne.

The Bauxite ore after

bl asti ng was segregat ed
manual |y from ROM The
| arge lunps of Bauxite
were broken into snall
pi eces(10 cm size). The
m ning operation is

di scontinued w.e.f
01.02.2012 (TD noti ce
recei ved) for want of
CTO and later w.e.f
10. 09. 2014 by the order
of State Govt. for |ease
renewal .

No anal ysis or

benefici ation study was
carried out for sub-
grade mneral and reject
mat eri al as no sub-grade
m neral and reject
material was reported to
be generated fromthe

n ne.
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Ni |

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |




3]

3k

3

3m

3n

Provi si on of
drilling and
blasting in

m ner al

benches

Pr ovi si on of
m ni ng
machi neries in

m ner al

VWhet her

benches

hei ght

of benches in
over burden and

m ner al

for

sui tabl e
nmet hod of

nm ni ng proposed
in MP/ SOM

Tot al

ar ea

covered under
excavation/pits

Oeto OBratio
for the pit/mne
during the year.

No valid
appr oved
proposal is
avai | abl e.

There was no

val id approved

pr oposal
avai | abl e.

No valid
appr oved
pr oposal
avai | abl e.

No valid
approved
pr oposal
avai | abl e.

No valid
proposal is
avail abl e.

Drilling with DTH (88-10
mm di a) and bl asti ng
were done in the mne
during the period 2008-
09 to 2011-12. The m ne
becane non-operative
from 01. 02. 2012 (TD
notice received) for
want of CTO. For OB and
Bauxite, the Burden and
Spaci ng were kept at 1m
X 1.5m For OB renoval,
the depth of hol e was
kept at 2.2m and for
Bauxite it was kept at
3.3mwith 10% of SG
drilling in both the
cases.

The machi neri es proposed
were in use during the
year 2008-09 TO 2011-12.
During the year 2014-15
to 2017-18, the mine was
not in operation hence
no machi nery was seen as
on the date of

i nspection at the mne
site.

During 2010-11 and 2011-
12, the mine was in
operation under 'A -OIFM
category. In actua
practice the height of
bench in Top soil and OB
was kept between 1.5-2m
inall the five quarries
and in Bauxite, the

hei ght was kept at 1.5-
3m The width of the
benches was nai nt ai ned
at 3min all the
quarries. The height and
wi dt h of benches are in
conformty with the

met hod of nining adopted
under ' A' - OTFM cat egory.

Upto 2017-18, a
cunul ati ve of about 3.74
Ha area was covered
under excavati on.

Not applicable as the
m ne becane non-
operative from
10. 09. 2014 by the order
of State Govt. for
renewal of |ease.
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Ni |




PAGE : 10

30 Total area put No valid Upto 2016-17 the total Ni
i n use under appr oved area put to use was as
di fferent heads proposal is under : -
at the end of avai l abl e. i. Quarry- 3.74 Ha
year (I'ncluding 0.46 Ha of
backfilling area);
ii. Infrastructure &
Road- 0. 34 Ha;
iii. OB Dunp: 0.97 Ha
Total area put to use:
5.05 Ha; and
Total unused area: 11.54
Ha out of total I|ease
area of 16.59 Ha.
3p Production of No valid The quantity of ROM The wor ki ng was
ROM mi ner al approved m neral production di sconti nued by
during the last proposal during last nine years the order of State
five year period avail able. is given bel ow - Govt. for renewal
as applicable i. 2008-09: 12444 NI; of lease and T.D
ii. 2009-10: 7226 M, notice received.
iii. 2010-11: 2672 M; On the date of
iv. 2011-12: 1630 M; i nspection the
v. 2012-13: Nil; mne was not in
vi. 2013-14: Ni|; operation
vii. 2014-15: 22981 Mr
viii. 2015-16: Nl; and
i x. 2016-17: Nil.
X. 2017-18: Nil
3q Ceneral remarks Not The m ne was not in Ni |
of inspecting appl i cabl e. operation from
of ficers on 10. 09. 2014 by the order
met hod of m ning i ssued by the State
etc. Govt. due to renewal of
| ease. As on date of
i nspection there was no
valid approved docunent
avai l abl e. no fresh
viol ati on was pointed
out to the party.
Solid Waste Managenent - Dunping
Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks




4a

4b

4c

Separate dunping No valid

of topsoil, OB appr oved
and m ner al pr oposal
rejects (Rule avai |l abl e.

32, 33)

Locati on of There was no

topsoil, OB and valid approved
nm neral reject pr oposal

dunps avai | abl e.
Nunmber of dunps No valid
within | ease approved

area and outsi de proposal
of |lease area avai | abl e.
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The mine was not in Ni |
operation since

10.09.2014 to till date

of inspection of the

m ne. Seven(07) nos. of

ol d dunps existed within

the | ease area. The

di mensi on of dunps were

as given bel ow -

OB/ Wast e dunps: -

i. Dunp no.1l: 92m X 72m
X 10m

ii. Dump no.2: 104m X
24m X 4m

iii. Dunp no.3: 18m X
12m X 1. 5m

iv. Dunp no.4: 40m X 16m
X 1.2m

v. Dunp no.5: 46m X 22m
X 2m

vi. Dunp no.6: 42m X 24m
X 1m

vii. Dump no.7: 30m X
28m X 3.5m

Seven (07) nos. of old Ni |
OB/ Wast e dunps exi sted
within the | ease area.
Al the dunps were
located fromNorth to
South al ong the central
margi n of | ease area
near the quarries. Dunp
no. 1, 4, 5, 6 & 7 were
| ocated at the Central
part of |ease area while
dunp no. 2 & 3 were

| ocated on the Northern
part of |ease area.
Previously there were

ni ne (09) dunps, out of
whi ch material of two
dunps were utilized for
part backfilling of

Quarry no. 1, located on

the Northern part of the

| ease.

The nmine was not in Ni |
operation since

10.09. 2014 to till date

of inspection of the

m ne. Onlyr, seven (07)

nos. old OB/ Waste dunps

exi sted within the | ease
area. There was no dunp

out si de | ease area.
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4d

4e

af

49

4h

4

4]

4k

Locati on of
dunmps w.r.t.
ultimate pit
limt (Rule 16)

Nunber of active
and alive dunps.

Nunmber of dead

dunps.

Number of dunps
est abl i shed.

Whet her

Ret ai ni ng wal |
or garland drain
al |l al ong dunps

are there.
Lengt h of

Ret ai ni ng wal
or garland drain
al | al ong dunps

Nunber of

settling ponds

Specific

comment s of

i nspecting

officer on waste
dunp nmanagenent

No valid
approved
proposa

avai | abl e.

No valid
approved
proposa

avai | abl e.

No valid
approved
proposa

avai |l abl e.

There was
pr oposal

No valid
appr oved
proposa

avai | abl e.

No valid
proposa

avai |l abl e.

No valid
pr oposal

No valid
appr oved
proposa

avai | abl e.

no
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The existing dunmps (07 Ni |
nos.) were | ocated

outside the Utimte Pit

Limt (UPL).

Al the seven (07) dunps Ni |
present within the | ease

area were active. There

was no dead dunp present

within the | ease area

There was no dead dunp Ni |
present within the | ease

area. Al the dunps were
active.

No dunp was established Ni |
as all the seven (07)
dunps were active.

Ret ai ni ng wal | was Ni |
constructed only al ong
the toe of Dunp no. 1

The length of retaining Ni |
wal | al ong Dunp no. 1
was around 30m

No settling pond was Ni |
created within the | ease

ar ea.

Seven (07) nos. of old Ni |

OB/ Wast e dump exi sted
within the | ease area
Al the seven dunps have
beconme stabilized by

nat ural phenonena in
course of time. There
was no problemin dunp
managenent as hei ght of
the dunps were

mai ntai ned within
nmanageable limt of 1-4m
except Dunp no. 1, which
is of about 10m hei ght
and where retaining wall
has been constructed for
stabilization.
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Solid Waste Managenent - Backfilling:

Sl . No.

Item

Propasal s

Act ual work Remar ks
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5a Status of part No valid Backfilling was done in Ni
or full approved guarry no. 1 over an
extraction of pr oposal area of 0.46 Ha, on the
m neral from avai | abl e. Northern part of |ease
m ned out area
before starting
backfilli ng.
5b Area under No valid Upto 2017-18, 0.46 Ha Ni |
backfilling of approved area was backfilled on
m ned out area pr oposal the Northern part of
avai |l abl e. | ease in quarry no. 1
5c Concurrent use No valid The top soil so Ni |
of topsoil for approved gener at ed was dunped
restoration or pr oposal over old existing
rehabilitation avai | abl e. OB/ Wast e dunps | ocated
of mneral out within the | ease. The
area (Rule 32) top soil was not
utilized over backfilled
ar ea.
5d Total area No valid Upto 2017-18, about O0.46 Ni |
fully reclaimed approved Ha area was backfilled
and pr oposal in quarry no. 1. The top
rehabilitated avai | abl e. soi|l was not spread over
t he backfilled area and
al so the backfilled area
was not rehabilitated.
5e General remarks No valid Upto 2017-18, about O0.46 Ni
of inspecting approved Ha area was backfilled
of ficers on pr oposal in quarry no. 1 on the
backfilling and avail abl e. Northern part of |ease
reclamation etc. area. The top soil was
not spread over the
backfilled area and al so
the backfilled area was
not rehabilitated.
Progressive M ne C ousre Plan:

Sl. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
6a Whet her Annual No such valid The Annual Report on Ni |
report on PMCP proposal . PMCP under Rul e- 23E(2)

submitted on was submitted by the

time and party for the period

correctly. Rule 2008-09 to 2012-13. The

23 E(2). sane for the period
2013-14 onward was not
submitted as no proposa
on PMCP was avail abl e.

6b Area avail abl e No valid No rehabilitation was Ni |

for approved
rehabilitation pr oposal
(ha) . avai | abl e.

done.
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6¢c af forestation No valid During 2014-15, about Si nce 10. 09. 2014,
done (ha). approved 100 nos. of plantation t he wor ki ng was
pr oposal were done within the di sconti nued by
avai | abl e. | ease area covering 0.22 the order of State
Ha with 30% survival Govt. for renewal
rate. No furher data on of lease and T.D
pl antation after 2014-15 notice received.
was avail abl e. On the date of

i nspection the
m ne was not in

operation.
6d No. of saplings No valid During the 2014-15, 100 Ni |
pl anted during pr oposal nos. of plantation were
the year avai |l abl e. . done by the | essee. No
further information on
pl antati on was avail abl e
since the mne becane
non- operative from
10. 09. 2014.
6e Cumul ative no No valid No cunul ative data on Ni |
.of plants approved pl ant ati on was
pr oposal avai | abl e.
avai | abl e.
6f Any ot her nmethod No valid Not appl i cabl e. Ni
of pr oposal
rehabilitation avai | abl e.
69 Cost incurred on No valid No i nformation Ni
wat ch and care pr oposal avai | abl e.
during the year available
6h Conpl i ance on No valid Backfilling was done in Ni |
recl amati on and proposal two bl ocks over an area
rehabilitation avai |l abl e. of 0.46 Ha in Quarry no
by backfilling 1 on the Northern part
(i) Voids of | ease area. The
avail abl e for di mensi on of backfill ed
backfilling ( Lx area was 95m X 36m and
B x D 54m X 50min two bl ocks.
6i Conpl i ance on No valid Only backfilling was Ni |
recl amati on and approved done in two blocks in
rehabilitation pr oposal guarry no. 1 on the
by backfilling avai | abl e. Northern part of |ease
(ii) Voids The amount of nateria
filled by waste used for backfilling was
/ tailings not avail abl e.
6j Conpl i ance on No valid No af forestation was Ni |
recl amati on and proposal done on backfilled area

rehabilitation avai |l abl e.
by backfilling
(iii)Afforestati

on on backfill ed

area




6k

6

6m

6n

60

6p

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iv)

Rehabi litation
by maki ng wat er
reservoir

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(v) any ot her
speci fic neans.

Conpl i ance of
rehabilitation
of waste | and
within | ease

(i)afforestation

Conpl i ance of
rehabilitation
of waste | and
wi thin | ease
(ii)Area
rehabilitation
(ha)

Conpl i ance of
rehabilitation
of waste | and
within | ease
(iii)Method of
rehabilitation

Conpl i ance of
envi ronnent al

noni toring (core

zone and buffer
zone)

There was no
val i d
pr oposal

No valid
pr oposal

There is no
recorded Waste
land within

t he | ease

ar ea.

There was no
such proposal
as no waste

| and exists in
the | ease

ar ea.

No proposal
avai | abl e.

No specific
proposal was
avai |l abl e.

No water reservoir was
construct ed.

Only backfilling was
carried out.

Not appli cabl e.

Not appl i cabl e.

Not appl i cabl e.

During the period 2008-
09 to 2012-13, no

envi ronnental nonitoring
was carried out. The

nm ne becanme non-
operative from
01.02.2012 (TD noti ce
recei ved) due to non-
availability of CTO The
nm ne re-opened during
April, 2014 and
producti on was there
during April, 2014 to
August, 2014. Since

10. 09. 2014, again the
wor ki ng was di sconti nued
by the order of State
Govt. for renewal of

| ease and T.D notice
received. On the date of
i nspection the m ne was
not in operation.

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |
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64

General remarks No valid
of inspecting approverd
of ficers on PMCP proposal
conpl i ance and avai l abl e.
progr essive

cl osure

operations etc.

PAGE :

Not much effort could be
made by the | essee to
adhere with the proposal
made in the | ast
approved M ning Pl an
along with PMCP valid
for the plan period
2008-09 to 2012-13, in
context to excavation
schedul e, production
target, backfilling etc.
Upto 2016-17, a

cunmul ative of about 3.74
Ha area was covered
under excavation and
0.97 Ha area was covered
under dunp. The
retaining wall was
constructed for about
30m al ong the toe of the
dunp | ocated al ong the
West ern edge of | ease
boundary.

16

No green belt and
garland drain were
created.

M ner al

Conservati on:

Sl.

No.

I[tem Propasal s

Act ual work Remar ks

7a

No valid
approved
avai |l abl e.

ROM M ner al
di spatch or
gr ade- wi se
sorting within
| ease area

Bauxite of this mne is Ni |
pre-domi nantly netal
grade having (+) 45%

Al 238 content. The

di spatch figure for |ast
ni ne year is given

bel ow: -

i.. 2008-09: 12128.595
M,

ii. 2009-10: 7472.24 Mr
iii. 2010-11: 3062. 355
MI(Al 203: 45-50% ;

iv. 2011-12: Nil;

v. 2012-13: Nil;

vi. 2013-14: Nil;

vii. 2014-15: 24476. 84
MI(Al 203: 45-50% ;

viii. 2015-16: Nil; and
i Xx. 2016-17: N l.

X. 2017-18: Nl




7b

7c

7d

7e

Met hod of grade- No valid

Wi se m ner al approved
sorting i.e. proposa
manual or avai | abl e.
mechani cal

Different grade No valid
of m neral pr oposal
sorted out at

m nes.

Any No valid
benefi ci ati on proposa

process at mnes avail abl e.

No valid
pr oposal

Ceneral rennarks
of inspecting

of ficer on

M ner al
conservati on and
benefici ati on

i ssues

Manual grade wi se
sorting, manual
screening(for fraction
above 1" size) foll owed
by blending with

sui tabl e grade was
practiced at the mne
site. Thus all possible
efforts |ike hand
sorting, hand screening,
bul k sanpling were
systematically foll owed
to ensure that ore is
not being mxed with
waste materi al

Cenerally two types of
ore stack were nade
within the mine site.
One of <40% Al 238 and
the other of >40% Al 203
grade material. The | ow
grade ore was bl ended
with high grade nateria
in appropriate

cal i brated proportion
before dispatch to
maitain the required
grade to be di spatched
t o consi gnee.

No mineral beneficiation
was done, only manua
sorting, screening and
sizing were done at the
mne site

No beneficiation was
carried out at the mne
site. For M neral
Conservati on aspect,

| essee had depl oyed
suitabl e nos. of workers
for grade w se sorting,
bl ending etc to avoid
m xing of ore with

del eterious materi al
The year wi se enpl oynment
figure is given bel ow -
i. 2008-09: 20 nos.;

ii. 2009-10: 14 nos.;
iii. 2010-11: 20 nos.;
iv. 2011-12: 15 nos.;

v. 2012-13: Nil;

vi. 2013-14: Nil;

vii. 2014-15: 25.

viii. 2015-16: Nil;

i x. 2016-17: Nil.

X. 2017-18: Nil
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Ni |

Si nce 10. 09. 2014,
agai n the working
was di sconti nued
by the order of
State Govt. for
renewal of |ease
and T.D notice
recei ved.

Ni |

Si nce 10. 09. 2014,

t he wor ki ng was

di sconti nued by
the order of State
Govt. for renewal
of lease and T.D
notice received.




Envi ronnent :
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Sl . No. ltem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
8a Separate renmoval No valid The top soil renoval Ni |
and utilization approved figure was not
of topsoil (Rule proposal was avai |l abl e. The top soi
32) avai | abl e. so generated was dunped
haphazardly in the |ease
area, near the quarries.
8b Concurrent use No valid The top soil was stored Ni |
or storage of approved near the quarries in the
t opsoi | pr oposal | ease area
avai | abl e.
8c Separ at e dunps No valid The proposed Top soil Ni
for overburden, proposal. and OB dunps coul d not
wast e rock, be created as the nine
rejects and becane non-operative
fines (Rule 33) from 01. 02. 2012. Seven
(07) nos. of old dunps
exi sted within the | ease
area. The di mensi on of
dunps has been given in
para 4(a) of the report.
8d Use of No valid The OB material was Ni |
over bur den, proposal . dunped over ol d existing
wast e rock, dunps | ocated near the
rejects and guarri es.
fines dunps for
restoring the
land to its
original use
8e Phased No valid Not appl i cabl e. Ni
restoration, approved
recl anati on and proposal is
rehabilitation avai | abl e.
of | ands
af fected by
m ni ng
operations
(Pits, dunps
etc)
8f Basel i ne No valid The figure for Ni
i nformation on approved pl antation i s not
exi stence of proposal is avai l abl e for the plan
pl antati on and avai | abl e. peri od 2008-09 to 2012-
addi ti onal 13. During 2014-15,
pl antati on done about 100 nos. of
(Rul e 41) pl antati on were done
within the | ease area
covering 0.22 Ha with
30% survival rate
8¢ Survival rate No valid During the plan period Ni
proposal . of 2014-15, the survival

rate was around 30% No
further information
about plantation was
avai |l abl e.




8

8h Water sprinkling No valid
on roads to approved
control airborne proposa
dust avai l abl e.
General remarks No valid
of inspecting pr oposal
of ficer on avai | abl e.

aest hetic beauty
in and around
nm nes area

PAGE :

Si nce 10.09. 2014, the Ni |
wor ki ng was di sconti nued

by the order of State

CGovt. for renewal of

| ease and T.D notice

recei ved.

The area was cover ed Ni |
with sparse vegetation
The excavation within
the | ease area covered
only 3.74 Ha, the dunp
area covered about 0.97
Ha and Infrastructure
and Road cover ed about
0.34 Ha. Thus total

about 5.05 Ha | and was
degraded which cones to
around 30% of total

| ease area. On the

West ern side of | ease
area, thick vegetation
was observed. The
general aesthetic beauty
of the | ease area was
not di sturbed as such

19

Conpl i ance of Rul e 45:

Sl.

No. I[tem Propasal s

Act ual work Remar ks




9a

St at us of
subm ssi on of
Mont hly and

Annua

returns

The Party had subnitted the
i nformation Annual Return for the
furnished in year 2016-17 within
Annual Return stipulated time. The
for the year Monthly returns for the
2016-17 covers year 2016-17 were al so
Part-1 of regularly subnitted by
Gener al the party. The Annua

i nformation return for the year
about mne and 2017-18 yet to be

| abour subm tted.
enpl oyrment ,
Part-11 about

Enpl oyment &
wages, Part-
Il A about
Capi t al
Structure,
Part-111

consi sts of
Consunpt i on of
mat eri al s,
Part -1V about
Consunpt i on of
expl osi ves,
Part-V

consi sts of
Cener al

Geol ogy &

M ni ng under
vari ous

secti ons,
Part-VI about
Pr oducti on,

Di spatch &

St ock and
finally Part-
VIl consists
of Cost of
productio

Ni |

PAGE :
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9b Scrutiny of In Part-1 of No vi ol ation was pointed The wor ki ng was

Annual return t he Annual out regarding di sconti nued by
for information Return for the appoi ntment of M ning the order of State
on M ning year 2016-17, Engineer and Ceol ogi st. Govt. for renewa
Engi neer, i nf ormation Si nce, during previous of lease and T.D
Geol ogi st and regardi ng Full inspection Violation of notice received
Manager time Mning Rul e-42 was popi nted out

Engi neer and to the party foll owed by

Full tine Show Cause notice. The

Ceol ogi st are reply submitted by the

to be party in this context

subm tted was duly consi dered.

under item no
8 & 9 since it
is a'A-0OFM
cat egory m ne.
The nane of

M ni ng

engi neer and
CGeol ogi st were
not given
under item no
8 & 9 of the
Annual Return
for the year
2016- 17.

9c Scrutiny of The | and use Upto 2017-18 the total Ni
Annual return on pattern given area put to use was as
| and use pattern in the Annual under:-
for area under Return for the i. Quarry- 3.74 Ha
pits, reclainmed year 2017-18 (I'ncluding 0.46 Ha of

area, dunps etc. was as under:- backfilling area);
i. Area under ii. Infrastructure &
excavati on: Road- 0.34 Ha
2.03 Ha; iii. OB Dunp: 0.97 Ha
ii. Reclained: Total area put to use
Nil; 5.05 Ha; and
iii. Dunp Total unused area: 11.54
area: 0.41 Ha out of total |ease
Ha; area of 16.59 Ha

ivi Road and
infrastructure

0. 34 Ha.
ad Scrutiny of The Annual Pl antation figure for Ni
Annual return on return for the the year 2017-18 not
af forestation year 20147-18 reported by the | essee
yet to be Hwever, during 2016-17,
subm tted by no plantation was done
t he | essee. by within the | ease area
Haever, In as the mne was not in

Part-V, item operation since

no. 4.4 of the 10.09.2014. The | ast
Annual Return plantation done (about
for the year 100 nos) were during the
2016- 17, the year 2014-15. Since

pl antati on then, no plantation has
made was given been done within the

as 100 within |ease area

| ease area




9e

of

9

Scrutiny of
Annual
m neral reject
gener ati on
(Grade and
quantity)

Scrutiny of
Annua

graded ore

Scrutiny of
Annua
sal e val ue, Ex.
M ne price and
producti on cost

return on

return on
ROM st ock and/ or

return on

The Annual
return for the
year 20147-18
yet to be
subm tted by

t he | essee.
Hwever, In
Part-V, Sec 4
of the Annual
Return 2016-

17, the
i nformati on on
M neral Reject

generation was
Nil.

The Annual
return for the
year 20147-18
yet to be
subm tted by

t he | essee.
However, In
Part VI, item
no. 1 & 2(A),
of the Annual
Return (2016-
17), the ROM
st ock (opening
bal ance) and

C osing stock
were shown as
bel ow: -
Openi ng st ock-
Refractory
Grade: 133.771
M.

C osing Stock-
Refractory

Grade: 133.771
M.
The Annual

return for the
year 20147-18
yet to be

subm tted by
the | essee.
However, the
sal e val ue,
ex-mne price
and production
cost were
shown Part -Vl
and VIl of the
Annual Return
for the year
2016-17.
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No M neral Reject Ni
generation was reported
fromthe mne.

Not reported by the Ni |
| essee. The figure given

for Opening stock and

Cl osing stock were in
conformable with the

figure furnished through

Mont hly Returns.

In Part-Vl, itemno. 2 The m ne was not
of the Annual Return in operation
2016-17, the Ex-M ne during 2017-18.
price was shown as Ni |

in Part-Vl, itemno. 4,

the Sal e val ue was shown
as Nl and cost of
production during 2016-
17 was shown as Nl in
Part-VIl of the Annual
Ret ur n.




9h

9k

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
fixed assets

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
m ni ng

machi neri es

The Annual
return for the
year 20147-18
yet to be
subm tted by

t he | essee.
However, the
val ue of Fi xed
Assets of the
| essee was
given in Part-
IlA of the AR
for the year

2016-17 as
Nil.
The Annual

return for the
year 20147-18
yet to be
subm tted by

t he | essee.
Hwever, In
Part-V, Sec
5/6/8/9 of the
Annual Return
2016-17, the
machi nery used
was gi ven as
Nil.
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The val ue of Fi xed Ni |
Assets of the | essee for

the year 2016-17 was

shown as Nil in Part-I1A

of the A.R under

Capital structure

During 2017-18, no Ni |
machi nery was in use

since the mne was not

in operation.
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Details of violations observed during current inspection and conpliance position of
viol ati on pointed out

Vi ol ati on observed Show couse position

Rul e NO | ssued on Conpliance on Rul e NO. | ssued on Conpliance on

MCDR17 Rule 11(4) 17/05/2018

Date : ( SAGAR BODRA)

I ndi an Bureau of M nes




