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(a) M ne Nane : KI RANAPUR (23. 67) HECT.
(b) Regi strati on NO
(c) Cat egory : B Manual
(d) Type of Working : Qpencast
(e) Post al address
State : MAHARASHTRA
Di strict : NAGPUR
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Post office : KOTURNA
Pi n Code . 441101
FAX No. :
E- mai |
Phone
(f) Police Station
(9) First opening date : 14/ 05/ 2003
(h) Weekly day of rest : SUN
Address for : M'S VEET RAG HOVES PVT. LTD.
correspondance 267, GANESH PHADNAVI S BHAVAN, DHARAMPETH,
NAGPUR
(a) Lease Nunber : M5H0294
(b) Lease area . 23.67
(c) Peri od of | ease . 30
(d) Date of Expiry : 07/ 04/ 2033

M neral wor ked . MANGANESE ORE Mai n
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Name and Address of th
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Omner

M ni ng Engi neer
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Qualification

Appoi nt ment/
Term nati on date

M ni ng Engi neer
Name :
Qualification

Appoi nt ment/
Term nati on date
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M S VEET RAG HOMES PVT. LTD.

267, Ganesh Phadanavi s
Bhavan, Near Trikoni Park
Dhar anpet h, Nagpur NAGPUR
MAHARASHTRA

Phone:

FAX

SHRI SHAKTI KUMAR M SANCHETI

267, GANESH PHADNAVI S
BHAVAN, NEAR TRl KONI PARK,
DHARAMPETH, NAGPUR -10
NAGPUR MAHARASHTRA

Phone:

FAX

SHRI S.K. SINGH Full Tine
BE(M NI NG)
10/ 04/ 2004

SHRI SHAH D K. BAI G Ful | Tine
DI MPLOVA | N M NI NG AND M NE SURVEYI NG
13/ 05/ 2004

Dat e of approval of M ning
Pl an/ Schermre of M ni ng

Fresh under rule 22 MCR1960

Modi f. of approved M ning Pl an
M ni ng Schene rule 12 MCDR1988
M ni ng Schene rule 12 MCDR1988

20/ 03/ 2003
04/ 03/ 2005
03/ 03/ 2009
10/ 07/ 2013




PAGE : 3

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 8 Bor ehol es 7 boreholes were drilled Conpliance of the

previ ous year

1b Expl oration over
| ease area for
geol ogical axis 1
or 2

1c Expl oration

Agenci es and
Expenditure in
| akh rupees
during the year

of 40 m each
wer e proposed
in the SOM
for 2013-14
to 2017-18
period (It
al so
nment i oned
that 40 mis
tentative
depth, if ore
body is
encount er ed
before this

is

depth, the
bore hol e
shal | be

di sconti nued)

G1l &2

No agency was
proposed in

t he approved
SOM

for a total neterage of
283 min the year 2015-
16.

G1l, & reserves and &3
resources have been
reported in the approved
SOM After the

expl oration through 7
bor ehol es, reserves
shal |l come under G1 &
G 2 categories which
shall be reported in the
next M ning Plan
proposal s for 2018-19
onwards five years

peri od.

Expl orati on was done by
Ms S. S. Mneral

Expl oration and Allied
Services, Nagpur at the
cost of Rs 9.75 Lakh

proposal was
observed. 4

bor ehol es were

| ocated at the
time of

i nspections, rest
3 lied under water

| ogged pit so
coul d not be
verified.

The data was

col lected at the
tinme of

i nspecti on.




1d

le

Bal ance area to
be explored to
bring CGeol ogi cal
axis in 1l or 2

Bal ance reserve
as on 01/04/ 20

Ni |

Reserves as
on 01.04. 2016
shal | be
approxi matel y
8000 T (Based
on proposal s
for approved
SOM for 2013-
14 to 2017-18
peri od,
deducti ong
reported
reserves and
proposed
producti on
upto 2015-16)

After exploration done
by 7 borehol es area near

the working pits is

proved under Gl category
for existing/proved 3 M

ore bands.

Bal ance reserves after
deduci ng the production

achi eved is

approxi mately 55500 T.

dat a regardi ng
addi tional reserves

est abl i shed not found

but reserves are
enhanced post the
expl orati on done.
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There is a hillock
in the Northern
part of the main
wor ki ng pit
(towards East for
second pit) which
coul d not be

expl ored due to
approach probl ens
as it is around 50
m high. In the
eastern part of
the main pit,
dunping is
proposed due to
exi stence of
habitation in the
close proximty of
the | ease, hence
this area has not
been consi dered
for reserves
estimation. Thus,
approximately 5-6
ha area is bal ance
for future

expl oration under
the hill ock.

Production is
| ower than the
proposal s.




1f

CGeneral renarks
of inspecting
officers on

geol ogy,
exploration etc
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Due to exploration
done in formof 7
bor ehol es,
reserves shal
enhance for
sust ai ned
production. The
existing ore
bodi es have been
proved for ful
strike I ength but
for depth

per si st ancy.
Future exploration
shal | be required
based on econonic
feasibility
paraneters for the
existing pits and
in the area
covered under
hillock for

ext ensi on of
existing ore

bodi es or for new
orebodi es, if any.

Devel opnent

Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual wor k Remar ks
2a Locati on of Devel opnent Actual production was
devel opnent was proposed done fromthe nmain pit
w.r.t.lease area in the main but Iimted to E295100
pit located in to E295400 due to |ess
t he sout hern production and
part of the devel opnents than the
| easebet ween proposal s.
N2396300 to
N2396500 and E
255000 to
E29580
2b Separ at e benches Yes As per the proposals,

in topsoil

over burden and
m nerals (Rule
15)

there are 3 benches in
over burden/topsoil and 2
benches in ore each of 6
m hei ght .




2c

2d

2e

Stripping ratio
or ore to OB
ratio

Quantity of
t opsoi |
generation in nB

Quantity of
over burden
generation in nB

1:5to 1:7

3100 cuM upto
2016- 17
(1500cuMin
2014-15 and
1600 cuMin
2015- 16)

167080 cuMin
the period
2013-14 to
2015- 16 and
6250 cuMin
2016- 17 (total
173330 upto
2016-17) .

1:8 to 1:10

Nil.

Around 115000 cuM upto
2015-16. In 2016-17
around 500 cuM wast e/
over burden has been
renoved
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There are two
veins in the main
wor ki ng pit and
the pit is 25 m
deep. Orebody has
been worked in
full available
stri ke I ength and
for further
expl oi tation,
devel opnent
requirenents are
more which led to
hi gher stri pping
rati o than the
proposal s.

Actual top soi
generation is NL
as no latera
devel opnents have
been nmade in the
area, only

verti cal

devel opnments have
been made.




2f

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
of ficers on
devel opnent of
pit wr.t. type
of deposit etc
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There are three
pits in the area
and overall 3 ore
bodi es have been
proved. Main
working pit lies
in the southern
part and ot her two
pits are in the NW
and SWpart of the
| ease area whereas

NE part is
occupi ed by a
hil | ock of

approxi mately 50 m

steep height. For
future
devel opnments, the

hillock needs to
be wor ked and
pits-1 (main) and
3 (NW need to be
j oi ned and

ext ended coveri ng
around full I|ease
area (except
extreme eastern
part where there
is habitation in
the vicinity of
the M. boundary).

Expl oi tati on:

Sl . No. [tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
3a  Nunber of pit Three Pits are As per the proposals.
proposed for there in the
producti on | ease area but
producti on
proposal s are
limted to
sout hern pit
only.
3b  Quantity of ROM 60300 T ROMin 2013-14 to Novenber Wirking is halted

m ner al
production
pr oposed

2013-14 to
2015-16. In
the year 2016-
17, ROM
production
proposal was

5100 T

2016, ROM production
carried out was

approxi mately 12850 T.
In 2016-17 production is
59 T.

si nce

Novenber' 2016 due
to lack of demand
and | ower sale
price in the

mar ket .




3c

3d

3e

3f

39

3h

3

3]

Recovery of
sai | abl e/ usabl e

m neral from ROV

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.

Grade of sub
grade m neral
generation

Manual /

Mechani sed

nmet hod adopt ed
for segregating
from ROM

Any anal ysis or
benefi ci ati on
st udy proposed
and carried out
for sub grade
m neral and
rejects.

Pr ovi si on of
drilling and
bl asting in
m neral benches

90%

6030 T during
2013-14 to
2015-16 and
510 T in 2016-
17

Mh around 10%
or bel ow
havi ng hi gh
silica with

m ca schi st
Ni |

Not applicable

Manual sorting
for ROM For
oversi zed

boul der s,
sorting to be
done after

br eaki ng the
boul ders by
Hydraul i c rock
br eakers.

No

Yes

As per the proposals.

Approximately 1290 T of
rejects generated in
2013-14 to Novenber' 2016

period. In 2016-17,

rejects generation is

Nil.

As per the proposals.

Ni |

Not Applicable in |ight

of 3f.

Manual sorting is being
done.

No

Drilling is being done

by DTHdrills with 63 mm
di ameter and 3 m deep
Bl asting is

bl ast hol es.
done by Slurry
expl osi ves.
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Approxi matel y 90%
is the recovery of
clean ore fromthe
ROM pr oduced and
rest 10%is

rej ects/waste.

Average grade is
above 22% Wh and
hi ghest grade is
44-45% Mn. Thus no
sub- grade
generation is
observed in the

nm ne.

As there is no
sub- grade
generati on and
rejects are having
| ess than 10% \h
with high silica
and m ca schi st
content for which
benefici ati on
shall not be
econoni cal
not done.

hence




3k

3

3m

3n

Pr ovi si on of

m ni ng

machi neries in
m neral benches

Whet her hei ght
of benches in
over burden and
m ner al
for method of

m ni ng proposed
in MP/ SOM

Total area
cover ed under
excavation/pits

Oeto Bratio

for the pit/mne
during the year.

sui tabl e

Excavat or /
Shovel of 2
cuM bucket
capacity for
excavation and
| oadi ng. For
transportation
, 25 T dunpers
/ tippers.
Except these,
Hydraul i ¢ Rock
Br eaker for

br eaki ng
oversi zed

boul der s,
Dozer, \Water

t anker etc.
auxilliary
machi neri es
for mai nt enace
and
housekeepi ng.

6.0 m bench
hei ght for
over burden
benches as
well as for
m ner a
benches.

3.7070 ha area
was covered
under pit.
2013-14 to
2017-18
peri od,
addi ti ona
area

requi renent of
0. 2465 ha was
proposed.

For 2015-16,
Oe:OBratio
proposed was
1:5.60

For 2016-17,
Oe:OBratio
proposed was
1:2.83

For

As per the proposals.

Bench hei ght as per the
proposal s in the working

pit.

No additional area has
been excavated and
working limted to
vertical devel opnents in
the existing pit. Hence,

total area covered under
pit is 3.7070 ha.
More or less, Oe: OB

ratio is 1:10 due to
devel opnents linitations
in the vertical |evels
only which required high
amount of devel opnents

t han the proposals.
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At the tine of

i nspection, mne
was not under any
operation, hence
mechani zat i on
could not be
verified. But the
m ne falls under
category-'A and
ext ent of

mechani zation is
sui tabl e as per
the category and
| evel of
production done in
t he past.

Bench height is
nmore or | ess sane
in the other pits
al so but there
were sone
col | apses and
nmer gi ng of benches
due to no working
in the pit.




30

3p

Total area put
in use under

di fferent heads
at the end of
year

Pr oducti on of
ROM m ner al
during the [ ast

five year period

as applicable

Ar ea under

pits: 3.9535

ha

Area under Top

Soil: 0.1361

ha

Area under OB/

Wast e Dunps:

4. 8592 ha

Ar ea under

M ner al

St or age:

0. 4040 ha

Area under

Infrastructure
0. 03 ha

Area under

Roads: 0.330

ha

Area under

Green Belt:

0.5720 ha

Area under

Tai |l i ng Pond:

0. 040 ha

Tot al Area:

10. 3248 ha

2013-14: 25200
T

2014-15:
T
2015-16: 5100
T

2016-17: 5100
T

30000

Area under pits: 3.7070
ha

Area under Top Soil: Nl
Area under OB/ Waste
Dunps: 5.57 ha

Area under M nera
Storage: 0.4040 ha

Ar ea under
Infrastructure: 0.03 ha
Area under Roads: 0.330
ha

Area under Geen Belt:
0. 3500 ha

Area under Tailing Pond:
Ni |

Total Area: 10.4547 ha

2013-14: 4450 T
2014-15: 8053 T
2015-16: 274 T

2016-17: 65 T

PAGE :
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3q

CGeneral remarks
of inspecting
officers on

met hod of m ning
etc.
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Met hod of m ni ng
adopted is 'A

sem - nechani zed or
OTFM The | ease is
one of the |argest
anong the all in
Ki r napur - Kot hl na
Bl ock and has
multiple ore

bodi es. Hence
wor ki ng t hrough
mechani zed means
is justified.
Expl oi tati on has
been intermttent
and on a | ower
side in the past
due to market
conditions. In the
eastern part, no
mning activity
can be taken up
due to habitation
in the vicinity of
the | ease boundary
but overall, the
mne is a good
prospect for
nmanganese ore.

Solid Waste Managenent -

Dunpi ng:

Sl.

No.

I[tem Propasal s

Act ual

wor k

Remar ks

4a

Separ ate dunpi ng Yes
of topsoil, OB

and m nera

rejects (Rule

32, 33)

Seperate dunmps for top
soil and

B/ rejects/waste is
proposed in the mne. As
the area was throw open,
no past top soil dunps
are present. But waste/
over burden and top soi
that shall be generated
in future are proposed
to be dunped separately.

Rej ect s generated
are dunped as
waste al ongwi th

t he generated

over bur den/ wast e
due to M content
| ower than

t hreshol d val ue
and very high (40-
419% Silica and

nm ca schi st
contents. During

i nspection, it was
suggested to keep
m neralized
rejects separate
from

over burden/ wast e
for any possible
future usage




4b

4c

4d

4e

af

Locati on of
topsoil, OB and
m neral reject
dunps

Nunmber of dunps
within | ease
area and outsi de
of | ease area

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

Nunber of active
and alive dunps.

Nunmber of dead
dunps.

Top soil dunp
proposed in
the eastern

si de bet ween
E295500 to
E295900

OB/ Waste dunp
al so proposed
at the sane

| ocation but
separate from
top soi

dunps.

5 dunps
present at the
start of 2013-
14, 5 nore
dunps are
proposed for
top soil and
OB/ Waste. Al
within the

| ease area

1 active dunp
was out si de
the | ease area
on western

si de and
dunpi ng was
proposed on
the sanme for
the proposa
peri od 2013-14
to 2017-18.

Al dunps are
pr oposed
outsi de the
pit limt.

5 active
dunps- 1 for
top soil and 4
for dunping
OB/ wast e.

5 ol d dunps

are inactive
and dead dunps
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No top soil generated,
hence no top soil dunp
avai |l abl e.

Wast e dunped during the
proposal period 2013-14
to 2017-18 is at the

| ocation as proposed.

5 nore A d waste dunps
are present at the mne
site out of which 1 is
| ocated at the toe of
hillock in the northern
side of main pit and
other 4 are | ocated near
the second pit.

8 dunps avail able at the
mne site. All dunps-5
old and 3 new are within
the | ease area. Dunping
of waste outside the

| ease area stopped since
2014-15 after the
Supreme Court deci sion
in this regard.

As per the proposals
dunpi ng has been done
outside the pit limts.
Only three dunmps have
been nade in the
proposal period out of 5
as proposed.

No top soil dunp as no
top soil generated. 3

active OB/ waste dunps

are there in the | ease
ar ea.

5 dunps are inactive and
dead. These are old

dunps.

12




4g

4h

4

4]

Nunber of dunps Ni
est abl i shed.

Whet her No proposal s
Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain

al |l al ong dunps

are there.

Length of Ni
Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain
al |l al ong dunps

Nunber of One
settling ponds settling/tail
ng pond

proposed for
the purpose of

jigging.

Ni

Ni

Ni

One pond with concrete
linings constructed in
the northern part of the
wor ki ng pit at E295400
for jigging but is not
oper ati nal
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As the old dunps
may required to be
re-handled in
future for pit
devel opnent and
for joining both
the pits after
top-slicing the
hill ock, no dunps
have been
established for
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
activities.

Presently, 5 old
dunps and 3 new
dunps are present
in the | ease area
5 ol d dunps are
natural |y
stabilized over a
peri od of tine,
other 3 dunps are
new dunps and at
the tine of

i nspection, it was
suggested to
construct garland
drain and
retaini ng wal

al ong the toe of
t he dunps. As
previously active
dunmp was outside
the | ease area
status of that
dunp has not been
verified.




4k

Specific
comrent s of

i nspecting

of ficer on waste
dunmp managenent
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Waste is proposed
to be backfilled
inthe pits after
expoitation upto
econom ¢ dept h.
Furt her, Dunp-3
has been
stabilized through
pl antation and

ot her waste dunps
are naturally
stabilized.
Protective
nmeasures need to
be erected as per
norns whi ch has
not been done as
in the past main
wast e dunpi ng was
done outside the
| ease area
Presently dunping
i s being done
within the | ease
area. Joining of
Pit 1 and Pit 3 is
under future
proposal s hence
ol d dunps need to
be re-handl ed.

Solid Waste Managenent - Backfilling:

Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
5a Status of part Expl oi tation No backfilling done.
or full i s under
extraction of process hence
m neral from no backfilling
m ned out area proposal s.
before starting
backfilling.
5b Area under Ni | Ni |
backfilling of
m ned out area
5¢ Concurrent use Top soil shall Nl as no top soil
of topsoil for be stacked for generated.
restoration or future use
rehabilitation
of mneral out
area (Rule 32)
5d Total area Ni | Ni |

fully reclained
and
rehabilitated
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5e General remarks Backfilling is
of inspecting proposed at the
of ficers on concept ual st age.
backfilling and As per the | ast
recl amation etc. approved SOM life
of the m ne was 6
years and expiring
in 2018-19 but
after exploration,
due to enhancenent
of reserves, life
has been enhanced.
Al so after future
devel opnent s-t op
slicing of hillock
and j oi ni ng of
Pit-1 and 3,
econom cal |y
wor kabl e depth
shal | increase and
t hus, backfilling
shal | be proposed
accordi ngly.
Progressive M ne C ousre Plan:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
6a Whet her Annual Yes Yes
report on PMCP
submitted on
time and
correctly. Rule
23 E(2).
6b Area avail abl e Ni | Ni | Area is under
for expl oi tation upto
rehabilitation ultimate pit
(ha) dept h.
6¢c af forestation 0. 25 ha done Additinal plantation
done (ha). prior to 2013- done on 0.10 ha area and
14, 0.3220 ha total area under
proposed in afforestation is 0.35 ha
t he period as on date. In the year
2013-14 to 2015-16, afforestation
2017-18 at done on 0.07 ha land for
0.072 ha each 100 saplings agai nst
year which survival rate is
60%
6d No. of saplings 100 saplings 100 saplings planted in
pl anted during 2015-16
the year
6e Cumul ative no Around 800 Around 500 trees due to
.of plants trees [ ower survival rate
6f Any ot her method No No ot her met hod of

of
rehabilitation

rehabilitation




6g

6h

6]

6k

6

6m

Cost
wat ch and care
during the year

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

area

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

incurred on Rs 161000 per

year

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |

Ni |

Afforestation
done on 0. 25
ha area prior
to 2013-14 by
pl ant ati on of
500 trees. In
the 2013-14 to
2017-18
period, 100
sapl i ngs on
0.072 ha area
is proposed to
be pl anted
each year.
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As per the proposals.

Ni |

Ni |

Ni | Afforestation
hasbeen done on
ol d waste dunps,
near by the road
and inthe 7.5 m
non-m ni ng zone.

Ni |

No

Af f orestati on done on
0.35 ha till date and
existing trees are
approxi mately 500 in
nunmbers due to | owner
survival rate (60%.
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6n Conpl i ance of 0.5 ha upto Afforestation done on
rehabilitation 2016-17 0.35 ha area till 2015-
of waste | and t hr ough 16.
within | ease af forestation
(ii)Area
rehabilitation
(ha)
60 Conpl i ance of Afforestation Afforestation
rehabilitation
of waste | and
within | ease
(iii)Method of
rehabilitation
6p Conpl i ance of Yes, being As per the proposals
envi ronnent al done and
noni toring (core proposed to be
zone and buffer done quarterly
zone) for air, water
and noi se
6q General remarks As far as
of inspecting possi bl e, PMCP
of ficers on PMCP conpl i ances are
conpl i ance and bei ng furni shed by
progr essive the | essee. Apart
cl osure from
operations etc. af forestation, no
ot her work for
recl amati on and
rehabilitation is
possible prior to
t he exploitation
of mineral from
the | ease area and
| essee is gving
due attention
t owards the
activity.
M neral Conservati on:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
7a ROM M ner al Grade- wi se Grade-wi se di spatch
di spatch or di spat ch after sorting the
gr ade- wi se m neral from ROM
sorting within Ceneral ly, recovery is
| ease area 90%
7b Met hod of grade- Manual Manual

W se m nera
sorting i.e.
manual or
nmechani cal
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7c Different grade Three grades As per the annua
of m neral are being returns the mentioned
sorted out at di spat ched: t hree grades are being
nm nes. Bel ow 25% di spat ched.
25% 35% and
35% bel ow 46%
7d Any No No Jigging was tried
benefici ati on at pilot |evel but
process at mines could not be found
. sui t abl e.
Presently, no
benefi ciation
practices are
bei ng adopt ed.
7e General remarks The grades

of inspecting
officer on

M ner al
conservation and
beneficiation

i ssues

available in the
| ease area are
readi |y sal eabl e.
M neral rejects
generated contain
[ ess than 10% M

content and around
41-42% silica and
m ca schi st which
was tried at pilot
scal e for recovery
of mineralized
cotent through
jigging process
but it was not
found econom cal ly
feasible. Al so

yi el d and grades
were not suitable
after
benefi ci ati on.
thus the practice
has been stopped.

Envi ronnent :

Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks

8a Separate renoval Proposals for

and utilization separate

of topsoil (Rule renmpval and

32) st acki ng of
top soil were
made in the
approved SOM
for 2013-14 to
2017-18 period

No top soil generated
during the proposal
period as no | ateral
devel opnents done inthe
n ne.




8b

8c

8d

8e

8f

89
8h

Concurrent use
or storage of
t opsoi |

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

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

Phased
restoration,
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
of | ands

af fected by

m ni ng

oper ati ons
(Pits, dunps
etc)

Basel i ne

i nformati on on
exi st ence of

pl ant ati on and
addi ti ona

pl ant ati on done
(Rule 41)

Sur vi val

Wat er sprinkling
on roads to
control airborne
dust

rate

St acki ng of
top soil is
proposed in
the eastern
part for
future usage.

No

In the

concept ual

st age,
backfilling of
waste is
proposed to
restore the

| and

No

Yes

100% sur vi val

Yes. Also in

t he extent of
mechani zat i on,
provi si on of
wat er tanker
is there for
wat er
sprinkling
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No top soil generated.

No separate dunps are
avai l abl e

It was suggested
to stack mneral
rejects
separatel y.

As per the proposals, it
is to be done at
concept ual st age.

No, as all the pits are
yet to attain their
econom caal y wor kabl e
dept h.

Yes, done in the

Envi ronnment Managenent
pl an of the approved
SOM

60% sur vi val

At the tinme of

i nspection, mne was not
wor ki ng. Hence it could
not be verified.




8

Ceneral remarks
of inspecting
officer on

aest hetic beauty
in and around

m nes area
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The area is having
nunber of mnes in
Kot hul na- Ki r napur
bl ock. Hencet heir
wor ki ng has
degraded the area.
Al so, habitation
was there in the
sout hern part of

t he | ease boundary
| eadi ng to speci al
care during m ning
operations in the
area. M ne was not
wor ki ng at the
time of

i nspection, hence
no air bourne dust
or noi se issues
coul d be found.
Overal | aesthetic
beauty is

sati sfactory due
to the plantation
done in the area
by the | essee.

Conpl i ance of Rul e 45:

Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
9a St at us of Mont hly Returns Conpl i ance of Rule
submi ssi on of subm tted upto April 45
Mont hly and 2017 onli ne.
Annual returns Annual Return subnitted
upto 2015-16 (offline).
9b Scrutiny of M ni ng M ni ng Engi neer Shr
Annual return Engi neer : B. P. Kayastha
for information Shri B. P. Ceol ogi st: Shri Satish
on M ning Kayast ha Shenwa
Engi neer, CGeol ogi st : Both were present during
Geol ogi st and Shri Satish the inspection
Manager Shenwai
9c Scrutiny of Area under Area under afforestation Necessary
Annual return on pits: 3.93 ha has been considered corrections
| and use pattern Area under recl amation/ suggested to the
for area under recl ai mes/reha rehabilitaion. In the M ni ng Engi nner
pits, reclaimed bilitated: pits, area under roads present at the
area, dunmps etc. 0.72 ha al so included as no time of
Used for waste separate colum for the i nspection
di sposal : 5.57 sane.
ha
Infrastructure
: 0.33 ha
O her: 0.612

ha




od

9e

of

99

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
af forestation

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

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

100 saplings
pl anted with
60% r ecovery

G ade is 14%
Mh, 48% Si Q2

ROM
producti on,
Qpeni ng or

cl osing stock
not given.

For graded
ore:

Bel ow 25%
Openi ng St ock-
6952. 595 T/

Pr oducti on-
213. 247 T/

Di spat ch-
911.235 T/

C osi ng stock-
6254.607 T
25% t o Bel ow
35% Opening
St ock- 233. 910
T/ Producti on-
34.056 T/

Di spat ch-
247.205 T/

C osi ng stock-
20.261 T

35% to Bel ow
46% Openi ng
St ock-223. 220
T/ Producti on-
Nil /

Di spatch- Nil
/ dosing

st ock-223. 220
T

Ex-m ne price:
Bel ow 25% Rs
1800/ - per T
25%to Bel ow
35% Rs 3800/ -
per T

35%to Bel ow
46% Nl as no
sal es

Correct information.

M neral reject
generation was around 27
T with 90% recovery from
ROM

Quantity of M neral

Rej ects not given in the
returns.

I nconpl ete returns for
ROM ore. Only graded
producti on hasbheen
given. Details for
graded ore given
correctly.

For no sal e-cost of
producti on or ASP nay be
entered as published by
| BM for the grade for
the state.
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State govt. nmay be
i nf or med under
rule 45(7)(a).

Suggestions given
to the | essee.




9h

9k

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
fixed assets

Scrutiny of
Annual return on
m ni ng

machi neri es

Details given
in the AR
regardi ng

fi xed assets
in Part-1I1

(Capital
Structure)
No details
gi ven
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Correct Information
gi ven.

I ncompl ete returns State govt. may be
i nf or med under
rule 45(7)(a).
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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
Date : (ASHI SH M SHRA)

I ndi an Bureau of M nes




