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PART - 11 OBSERVATI ONV COMVENTS OF | NSPECTI NG OFFI CERS
Expl orati on
Sl . No. Item Pr oposal s Actual work Remar ks
la Backl og of Ni | Ni | No expl oration has

1b

1c

previ ous year

Exploration over G1 & G2
| ease area for

geol ogical axis 1

or 2

Expl orati on Ni |
Agenci es and
Expenditure in

| akh rupees

during the year

As per the proposals

Ni |

been proposed in

t he approved SOM
for the period
2012-13 to 2016-
17. Exploration
has been proposed
in the conceptua
stage by 2
borehol es to prove
dept h persi st ancy.
The area has

al ready been

expl ored by the

| essee through 8
boreholes with a
total neterage of
409 min
April'2011.

G 2 reserves have
been considered in
dept h persi stancy
as the maxi mum
intersection |evel
is 283 nRL whereas
G 2 reserves have
been consi dered
upto 271 nRL (G 1
upto 291 nRL).
Hence ni neabl e
reserves as per
MEMC Rul es' 2015
may be consi dered
for G1 category
only.

No expl oration
done in the year.




1d

le

Bal ance area to Ni |
be explored to

bring CGeol ogi cal

axis in 1l or 2

Bal ance reserve
as on 01/04/20

Asper the
Approved SOM
(consi dering
reserves and
proposed
producti on),
Bal ance
reserves as
on 01/ 04/ 2016
shoul d be:
121-68193.9 T
122-63000 T
Bl ocked
Resour ces
(211)-32418 T

Ni |

Asper the Approved SOM
and Annual returns for
the respective years
(consi dering reserves
and actual production),
Bal ance reserves as on
01/ 04/ 2016 are:
121-99235 T

122-63000 T

Bl ocked Resources (211)-
32418 T
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As the area has
been expl ored by
means of 8

bor ehol esdril | ed
inthe dip
direction,

compl ete area may
be consi dered
under G 1 for the
exi sting deposit.
Expl oration may be
required for depth
persi stancy which
has al so been
proposed at the

conceptual stage
in formof 2
bor ehol es.

M ne has reported
Ni | production in
2012-13 to 2013-
14. As per 1b,
reserves reported
under 122 have not
been consi dered
whil e cal cul ati on
of depletion of
reserves.




1f Cener al

of inspecting
officers on
geol ogy,

exploration etc

remar ks
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Mai n orebody is

i nform of M band
occuring in the

| ease area in EW
stri ke direction
and in between
200N to 300N
covering entire

| ease area. Dipis
around 45 degrees
towards S and
aver age thi ckness
is 3.0m
Alongwith this,

with the
devel opnment of
pit, float ore

zone having 1.5 to
2m t hi ckness al so
found to be
ocuring bel ow the
soil cover of
around 3 min the
| ease area having
average recovery
of 15% Average
grade range is 30-
47% Mh content has
been reported in

t he SOM based on
the exploration.

Devel oprent

Sl.

No. Item

Propasal s

Actual work

Renmar ks

2a Location of
devel opnent

w. r.t.|l ease area

Del eopnment has
been proposed
in form of

Lat eral

ext ensi on
(exploitation
of Float Oe)
as well as
deepi ng of
existing pit
(exploitation
of M vein)

| ocated in
bet ween 200N
to 300N and
150E to 380E

Only small work coul d be
done in the latera

ext ensi on/ deepeni ng of
the existing pit as
production remai ned
intermttent for 2016-17
(910 T production in 4
nmont hs wor ki ng) and the
nm ne was cl osed due to
prohi bitory orders of
PNB since 06/10/2016. In
2015-16 al so, quite less
producti on was done in
comparison to the
prposal s. Accordingly,
devel opnment is very

| ess.




2b

2c

2d

2e

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

Quantity of
over burden
generation in nB

Yes

Stripping
ratio for
bedded ore for
2015- 16 sha

be 1:2.2
Recovery from
float ore is
proposed to be
15%

Soi |
generation for
2015- 16:
1620.1 cuM
2016-17: 935
cuM

OB (ot her than
soil):

2015- 16:
18540. 2 cum
2016-17: 22372
cum

As per the proposals.

Over burden renoval not
reported in the Annua
returns. Al so no records
could be verified as the
records and office was
seal ed by the bank
authorities.

One soil dunp was found
in the Northern boundary
but quantity generated
during the year could
not be verified due to
the reasons nentioned in
2c.

Over burden renoval not
reported in the Annua
returns. Al so no records
could be verified as the
records and office was
seal ed by the bank
authorities.
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Separate bench in
top soil of 3 mis
fornmed to
facilitate

expl oitation of

Fl oat ore zone of
1.5-2 moccuring
bel ow the soil.
Thereafter,
separ at e benches
are there in the
OB and mi neral

Annual Returns are
i nconpl ete and
hence suitable
action may be
initiated under
Rul e 45(7) of

MCDR 2017




2f

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
of ficers on
devel opnent of
pit wr.t. type
of deposit etc
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Pit is well

devel oped in the

| ease area having
around 15 m D and
spread all al ong
the strike of the
orebody. During
the inspection, it
was advised to
mention the
necessary data in
the returns so

t hat devel opnent
part coul d be
verified fromthe
submitted returns.
Lateral extension
i s being proposed
to exploit the
float ore and thus
pit is expanded to
expl oit bedded ore
from deeper

hori zons. O ebody
is not steep and
is located in the
Nort hern part of
the | ease area

supporting
devel opnent
aspect.
Expl oi tati on:
Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks




3a

3b

3c

3d

3e

3f

Nunber of pit
proposed for
producti on

Quantity of ROM
ni ner al
production

pr oposed

Recovery of

sai | abl e/ usabl e
m neral from ROM
producti on

Quantity of
m neral reject
generation

G ade of m neral
rejects
generation and

t hreshol d val ue
decl ar ed.

Quantity of sub
grade m neral
gener ati on.

One exi sting
pit to be

ext ended
|aterally and
vertically.

2015-16:
8898.3 T
2016-17: 7963
T

90% r ecovery
for bedded
deposit with
5% sub- gr ade
and 5% ni neral

rejects

5% of the ROM
For 2015-16:
444,02 T

For 2016-17:
397.1 T

Bel ow 10% Mh

5% of the ROM
For 2015- 16:
446 T

For 2016-17:
398 T

Wth reference to the
proposal s I ateral and
vertical extension of
the existing pit has

been done but not upto
t he quantum as proposed.

2015-16: 1882 T
2016-17: 910 T

Asper the proposals.

Coul d not be verified.

As per the proposals.

Coul d not be verified.
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As on date of

i nspection, the

m ne was not
wor ki ng due to
prohi bitory orders
of PNB dat ed

06/ 10/ 2016. Al

t he docunents,

of fice and stacks
etc. were seals by
t he bank and thus
at many pl aces,
data could not be
verified. Pit,
benches, dunps,

m neral stack etc.
was seen during
site inspection
and found as per
the | ocations
proposed but as

t he extent of
devel opnent and
producti on was

| ower due to
intermttent/no
working in the

m ne, accordingly
changes were
observed.

Sub- grade and
rejects dunps seen
i n NW boundary.
Wher ever possi bl e,
sub-grade is being
bl ended and sol d.

Sub- grade i s above
t hreshol d and

M neral rejects
are bel ow

t hreshol d val ues.

All the stacks/
office etc. were
seal ed by bank
aut horities.




39

3h

3

3k

3

3m

3n

G ade of sub
grade m neral
generation

Manual /

Mechani sed

net hod adopt ed
for segregating
from ROM

Any anal ysi s or
benefi ci ation
st udy proposed
and carried out
for sub grade
m neral and
rejects.

Pr ovi si on of

m ni ng

machi neries in
m neral benches

Wet her hei ght
of benches in
over burden and
m neral suitable
for method of

nm ni ng proposed
in MP/ SOM

Total area
cover ed under
excavation/pits

Oeto OBratio
for the pit/mne
during the year.

Vh 10-23%
Fe 9-12%
Si 2 25-35%
P 0.3-0.35%

Manual

Ji ggi ng

Yes-

Wagon drill
Excavat or
Dunpers 20- 35T
capacity
Tractor/Trol |l e

y

Wat er Tanker
Punps for
dewat eri ng
etc.

Yes

Area under the

pits is
proposed to be
1. 039 ha at
the end of
2016- 17.

1:2.2

As per the proposal s but
could not be verified.

Manual

As per the proposals

As per the proposals.

Yes. category of the
nmneis "A wth sen
nmechani zed nethod of

m ning (other than fully
mechani zed). Thus 6 m
bench hei ght as proposed
and naintained is
suitable. For float ore
wor ki ng, bench height is
bei ng kept as 2 m which
is suitable for that
zone.

Approximately 1 ha area
i s covered under the
wor king pit.

More or |ess as per the
proposal s as inforned by
t he acconpanyi ng of fci al
but it could not be
confirnmed in absence of
records.
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After
screeni ng,
of -6+3mm si ze
mat eri al
done to recover
m neral content
and to ensure
m ner a
conservati on.

manual

Ji ggi ng

i s being
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30 Total area put Area under Area under pits: 1.0 ha In the Annua
i n use under pits: 1.039 ha Approximately: returns for 2015-
di fferent heads Area under top Area under top soil 16, incorrect data
at the end of soi |l dunp: dunmp: 0.01 ha is mentioned
year 0.031 ha Over burden/ wsat e dunp
Over burden/wsa 0.50 ha
te dunp: 0.96 Mneral Storage: 0.2 ha
ha Infrastructure: 0.01 ha
M ner al Roads: 0.2 ha
storage: 0.1 Green Belt: 0.1 ha
ha Total 2.02 ha
Infrastructure
: 0.01 ha
Roads: 0.235
ha
Green Belt:
0. 206 ha
Total 2.581 ha
3p Production of 2015-16: 2015-16: 1882 T
ROM ni ner al 8898.3 T 2014-15: 54 T
during the last 2014-15: 2013-14: Nil
five year period 8442.8 T 2012-13: Nl
as applicable 2013-14: 7852 2011-12: Nl
T
2012-13: 7676
T
2011-12: 1428
T
Sol i d Waste Managenent - Dunpi ng
Sl . No. ltem Pr opasal s Act ual work Remar ks
4a Separ ate dunpi ng Yes As per the proposals.

of topsoil, OB
and m nera
rejects (Rule
32, 33)




4b

4c

Locati on of
topsoil, OB and
m neral reject
dunps

Nunmber of dunps
within | ease

area and outsi de

of

| ease area

Sub- grade dunp As per the proposals.

in the NW
corner of the
| ease area
Rej ects and
Soi | dunps
separately in
the Northern
part within
7.5 m Non-

m ni ng Zone,
Two exi sting
dunps-One in
the NE corner
of the |ease
(8-9 m height
and other in
SWcorner (5 m
hei ght), One
More Waste
dunp proposed
in NW

Al dunps As per the proposals.

within the

| easea area

It was
proposed to
obtain a | and
out si de the

| ease area for
dunpi ng but
coul d not be
done after
Hon' bl e
Suprene Court
order.

1 Top soil,

M ner al
rejects,

Subgr ade and
M neral Stack
3 Waste dunps
(2 old and one

new)

PAGE :
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4d

4e

4f
49

4h

4

4]

4k

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

Wthin pit
limts

Nunmber of active Al active
and alive dunps. dunps.

Nunmber of dead Ni
dunps.

Nunmber of dunps Nil
est abl i shed.

Whet her Yes
Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain

al |l al ong dunps

are there.

Lengt h of Garl and drain
Ret ai ni ng wal | and retaining
or garland drain wall of around
all along dunps 100 m was
proposed in
the NW cor ner

Nunber of Ni
settling ponds

Specific
coment s of

i nspecting

of ficer on waste
dunp nmanagenent

Wthin the pit limts as
no area is avail able
outside the pit limts.

Al'l dunps are active.
Though 2 ol d waste dunps
are present but these
are not dead dunps.

Ni
Ni

Yes

Garl and drain and
retaining wal
constructed for around
50-60 min the NW corner
of the | ease area

Ni

PAGE : 12

For expansi on of
the pit, conplete
| ease area shal
be required, thus
presently pit
limt holds as
total |ease area
excluding 7.5 m
non- m ni ng zone.
Waste dunps are

| ocated in the
hangwal | and
footwal | side

wi thin the zone
that may be
required for
expansi on of the
pit as no area is
avai | abl e beyond
the pit limts.

Pit expansi on nay
require the waste
dunps present in
the |l eae area to
be handl ed

mul tiple tines.
Therefore, it was
suggested to
expl oi t
systematically so
t hat si nmul t aneous
backfilling of
wast e can be
practi ced.
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Sol i d Waste Managenent - Backfilling:
Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
5a Status of part No such Not done. The expl oitation
or full proposal s of mineral in the
extraction of | easearea is yet
m neral from to reach its
m ned out area econom ¢ dept h,
before starting hence no proposal s
backfilli ng. for backfilling
are incorporat ed.
5b Area under Ni | Ni | Backfilling of
backfilling of float ore
m ned out area expl oited zone is
bei ng done but
that too is
tenporary as
further expansion
of pit will
requi re conversion
of whole area into
one single pit as
suggested in the
conceptual plan
5c Concurrent use No, Separate As per the proposals.
of topsoil for stacking is
restoration or proposed for
rehabilitation future usage.
of mneral out
area (Rule 32)
5d Total area Ni | Ni |
fully reclainmed
and
rehabilitated
5e General renmarks No backfilling is
of inspecting proposed in the 5
of ficers on years period
backfilling and expiring on
recl amation etc. 31/ 03/ 2017 or even
no proposals are
there at the
concept ual stage
as the generated
wast e quant um
shal | be very
hi gh. Instaed, at
t he concept ual
stage, the area is
proposed for
construction of a
wat er reservoir.
Progressive M ne C ousre Plan:
Sl . No. ltem Pr opasal s Act ual work Remar ks




6a

6b

6C

6d

6e

6f

6g

6h

6

6]

Whet her Annua
report on PMCP
subm tted on
time and
correctly. Rule
23 E(2).

Area avail abl e
for
rehabilitation
(ha)

af forestation
done (ha).

No. of saplings
pl ant ed during
the year

Cumul ative no
.of plants

Any ot her
of
rehabilitation

Cost incurred on
wat ch and care
during the year

net hod

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(i) Voids
avai |l abl e for
backfilling ( Lx
B x D

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(ii) Voids
filled by waste
[ tailings

Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iii)Afforestati
on on backfilled
ar ea

Ni |

0.206 ha area
to be planted
on cunul ative
basi s

25 trees

200 saplings
approxi nat el y

No such
proposal s

Rs 2500/ - for
pl antati on and
Rs 30000/- for
Moni t ori ng

No such
proposal s

No such
proposal s

No such
proposal s

Report on 45 points new
format subm tted. Hence
no viol ati on consi dered
as it contain all the

i nformati on required as
per the Rule.

Ni |

0.1 ha area i s under
pl ant ati on

12 saplings

Approxi mately 75

sapl i ngs
Ni |
Rs 1000/ - approxi mately

only on plantation.

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |
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Due to
internmttent
wor ki ng, targets
coul d not be
achieved. It was
suggested to cover
the backlog in
subsequent
proposal s.

Moni t ori ng coul d
not be done due to
non-wor ki ng of the
nm ne and

prohi bitory
orders.




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
within | 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 a

noni toring (core

zone and buffer
zone)

No such Ni |
proposal s in
the 5 years
proposa
period. In the
concept ual

st age,
converting the
m ned out pit
into water
reservoir is
pr oposed.

No such Ni |
proposal s

Afforestation Plantation has been done
is done in 7.5 in the southern part but
m non- i ni ng | ess nunber of saplings
zone in were planted. For
Northern part existing plantation done
of the | ease in the Northern part,
area and was survival was found | ow.
proposed for

Sout hern part

of the | ease

area within

7.5 m non-

nm ni ng zone

No such Ni |
proposal s

No such Ni |
proposal s

Pr oposed for Not done due to non-
core zone for working of the mne and
Air, Water and prohibitory orders.

Noi se
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As per the
approved SOM
sampl e | ocati ons
are set in the
East ern boundary
at three separate
| ocations for Air,
Wat er and Noi se
but no environnent
noni tori ng has
been done.




64

General remarks
of inspecting

of ficers on PMCP
conpl i ance and
progressive

cl osure
operations etc.
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PMCP proposal s are
in the form of
green belt
bui | di ng,
construction of
garland drain ,
retaining wall,

pi tching of waste
dunps and
envi r onnment

noni toring only.

M ne has wor ked
very less in
conparison to the
proposal s. thus

t he proposals
coul d not be
conplied in letter

and spirit.
M neral Conservati on:
Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
7a ROM M ner al Graded M neral As per the proposals,
di spatch or Di spatch after grade-w se dispatch
gr ade- wi se gr ade- wi se
sorting within sorting within
| ease area the | ease area
7b Met hod of grade- Manual Manual screening and
wi se m neral sorting al ongwi th Manual
sorting i.e. Jigging for
manual or benefi ciation
mechani cal
7c Different grade Below 25% and As per the proposals. Though the | ease
of m neral Above 25% and area has reported
sorted out at Bel ow 35% to have +40% Mh
m nes. content ore, the
amount so occuring
is very less. Sub-
grade and | ower
grade mineral is
bei ng bl ended to
obt ai n the grades
as reported in the
returns.
7d Any Manual Jiggi ng Manual jigging is being
benefici ati on after Manual practiced for +6-3 mm

process at mnes screening mat eri al




7e

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting

of ficer on

M ner al
conservati on and
benefici ation

i ssues
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As per the

t hreshol d val ue of
the mneral, +10-
23% Mn cont ent
material is being
stacked as sub-
grade and is being
sold after

sui tabl e bl endi ng
wi h hi gher grades.
+23% Nh cont ent
material is
readi |l y sal eabl e.
-6+3 size
constituents are
further recovered
after screening
and manual
jigging.-10% Wn
content is being
stacked as M neral
rejects. Hence

M ner al
Conservation
aspect has been

t aken care of by
the | essee.

Envi ronnent :

Sl . No. ltem Pr opasal s Act ual work Remar ks
8a Separate renoval Separate As per the proposals. Act ual
and utilization renmoval of the achi evenents are
of topsoil (Rule top soil quite |ess.
32) alongwith its
st orage has
been proposed.
8b Concurrent use No such Ni |
or storage of proposal s
t opsoi |
8c Separ at e dunps Yes Yes, being practiced and

for overburden,
wast e rock,
rejects and
fines (Rule 33)

dunped at ear nmar ked

| ocati ons as nentioned

previously in the
report.




8d

8e

8f

8¢
8h

Use of No such
proposal s

over bur den,
wast e rock,
rejects and
fines dunps for
restoring the
land to its
original use

Phased No such
proposal s

restoration,
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
of | ands

af fected by

m ni ng
operations
(Pits, dunps
etc)

Basel i ne Yes
i nformati on on
exi st ence of

pl antati on and
addi ti ona

pl ant ati on done
(Rule 41)

Survival rate 80%

Wat er sprinkling Yes
on roads to

control airborne
dust

Ni |

Ni |

Baseline information is
given in the approved
M ni ng Pl an/ Scheme of

M ni ng.

Around 30-40%

Not verified as the mine
was not under operation
during the inspection.
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No proposals are
there for
restoration of the
| and. | nstead,
stabilization of

t he dunps and
conversi on of

m ned out pit into
water reservoir is
proposed at the
concept ual st age.

As the pit

devel oped is yet
to attain its
economi cal
depth/ultimate pit
depth, no

recl amati on of
pits/dunps is
proposed.

Ext ent of

nmechani zati on

i ncl ude the
provi si on of
"Water Tanker'.

Al so acconpanyi ng
official inforned
that while the

nm ne was wor ki ng,
wat er tanker used
to operate twice a
day in the working
areas, dunps and

r oads.
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8i General remarks As the mine is not
of inspecting under opertaion
of ficer on aest hetic beauty
aest hetic beauty is satisfactory in
in and around the area. The area
m nes area is having a
cluster of mnes
andmany of them
are not wor ki ng.
There are
pl ant ati ons done
by the |l essee in
the | ease area and
t he | ease boundary
is fenced al so.
t hus proper safety
neasures have al so
been adopted by
the | essee.
Conpl i ance of Rul e 45:
Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
9a St at us of Annual returns submtted Ret urns have been
subm ssi on of by the | essee upto 2015- subm tted online
Mont hly and 16 (offline) due to
Annual returns Mont hly returns i naccessibility of

subm tted by the | essee
upto March' 2017
(O fline)

userid and
passwords to | ogin
and submt online
returns due to
prohi bitory orders
by PNB (M ne

of fi ce has been
seal ed).




9b

9c

9d

9e

Scrutiny of
Annual return
for information
on M ning

Engi neer,

Geol ogi st and
Manager

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
| and use pattern
for area under
pits, reclained
area, dunps etc.

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
af forestation

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
m neral reject
generati on
(Grade and
quantity)

M ni ng
Engi ne
char ge
M D.

Chaur a
CGeol og
char ge

er in
. Shr

sia
i st
. Shr

n
[

M S. Waghnare

Area al ready
abandoned and
expl oi ted:

ha

1.5

Area cover ed

under
1.5 ha

Nil.

Ni |

pits:

Shri

t he appoi nt nent
sui t abl e.
I ncorrect infornation

has been given.

12 Saplings planted as

per the information
provi ded by the

acconpanyi ng of fici al

Ni |

M S. Waghnar e,
reported as Geol ogi st
a Mning Engi neer and
i s not

is
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It was found that
earlier, Late Shri
S. V. okhal e was
appoi nted as

CGeol ogi st and

after he passed
away, Shri M S
Waghmar e, who has

wor ki ng experience
in Mne Planning,
was appoi nted for

i nterimperiod
till geol ogi st
coul d be appoi nted
by the | essee.
Later, the mne
has been seal ed by
PNB and t hus no
appoi nt nent coul d
be done. As soon
as the operations
resune in the

m ne, suitable
person shall be
apopoi nted as per
Rul e 55(3) of

MCDR 17.

Sui tabl e action
may be taken under
Rul e 45(7) of
MCDR 17 and state
govt. may be
intimated to take
actions
accordingly.

Action as per Rule
45(7) of MCDR 17




of

99

9h

9k

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
ROM st ock and/ or
graded ore

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

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
fixed assets

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
m ni ng

machi neri es

ROM  Openi ng
St ock: 797.685
T/ Producti on:
1882 T/

d osing Stock:
1391.975 T

G aded Ore-
Openi ng Stock
797.685 T/

Pr oducti on:
1882 T/

Di spat ch:
1287.705 T/

d osing Stock:
1391.975 T

Ex-m ne Price
for Bel ow 25%
has been given
as Rs 1876/ -
Pr oducti on
cost has been
given as Ni|.

Not G ven

G ven but not
in full. Only
1 punmp has
been nmenti oned
under the item
(Part-1V)

Duplicacy in ROM and

Graded ore. ROM stock is
Nil. Only graded ore is
avail able in the stacks.

Producti on cost should
have been given by the

| essee and it shoul d not
be Ni | where production
has been report ed.

Not given in the returns

I ncompl ete information
nment i oned.
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Action as per Rule
45(7) of MCDR 17

Action as per Rule
45(7) of MCDR 17

Action as per Rule
45(7) of MCDR 17

Action as per Rule
45(7) of MCDR 17
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Detail s of violations observed during current
viol ati on pointed out

i nspection and conpliance position of

Vi ol ati on observed

Show couse position

Rul e NO | ssued on Conpliance on

Rul e NO. I ssued on Conpliance on

MCDR17 Rule 11(3) 26/05/2017

MCDR17 Rule 11(4) 26/ 05/ 2017

Dat e :

(ASHI SH M SHRA)

I ndi an Bureau of M nes




