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494/ Sub : Submission of Review & Updation of Mining Plan with Progressive Mine Closure Plan in respect
Yamdoor Liunestone Mine over an mine of 4.92 Hectares at Village- Bathyn, Tehsil Pampora District
Pulwama, Anantnag, State-Jammu & Kashmir of Mohd. Shafi Trumboo, submitted under Rule 17 (1) of Minerals
(Other than Atomic And Hydro Carbons Energy Minerals) Concession Rule, 2016 & 23 of Mineral Conservation
and Develppment Rules-2017,

dEd/Ref, - Your letter Mo. Nil dated Nil received on dated 01.08.2018
UERA/ Sir,

This office is in receipt of two copies of the above-mentioned draft Review and Updation of
Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan on 01.08.2018. On examination of the same the
discrepancies / deficiencies observed have been listed in annexure.

You are advised to correct the submitted Mining Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan
as per deficiencies /discrepancies pointed in the enclosed annexure as scrutiny comments and submit 3 fair copies

of the Minmg Plan including Progressive Mine Closure Plan within 15 days from the date of issuc of this letter
after corrections in hard bound copies (no spiral binding). If the fair copies of Mining Plan including Progressive
Mine Closure Plan will not be submitted within stipulated time, final action will be taken as per rule, Two CDs
of the fair Mining Plan including Progressive Minc Closure Plan may also be submitted including text, plates and
annexures. On receipt of additional comments from State government, 1t shall be communicated to you

subsequently. In case if it is necessary to incorporate the additional information, the details of the same should be
given along with page numbers,

You are further advised to prepare the fair copies carefully and ensure that it is correct in all
respect. Preferably use of paper on both the side should be made. If again deficiencies are observed then final
action will be taken by this office without returning the copies for correction. This issues with the approval of
competent authority.

Encl: as above.
WS/ Yours faithfully,

7o

(Ve 5 Saklani)
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Scrutiny comments indicating defficiencies in respect of submitted
review and updation of Mining Plan with PMCP of Yamdoor limestone
mine of Mr. Mohd Shafi Trumboo (4.92) hect.) in Pulwama district of
J&K State submitted under Rule 17(1) of MCR 2016 & 23 of MCDR
2017.

1. Name of mine indicated on cover page and other relevant pages 1s not

matching with the name indicated in the lease deed. The name and

spelling of mine is different at different places.

Rule mentioned on cover page is not correct.

3. Address of lessee is not matching as per lease deed. Details at chapter
1.0(a) and 2(vi) is not substantiated with documentary proof and MCDR
provision are not followed in such changes, if any.
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4. Name of mine on various plan and section 1s not matching with the
details given at 2.0(1) on page 4. Further these are also not matching,
with name of mine on cover page, and authorization letter from the
lessee in favour of qualified person.

5. On page 4 date of execution of lease deed given is not correct.

6. UNEFC classification under different G axis has not been indicated.

7. Nearly six months have gone to implement the production schedule for
the year of 2018-19. Thus production for the year 2018-19 should be
revised proportionately and changes should be made in the relevant
plates.

8. On page 42 under chapter conceptual mine plan, the total mineable
reserves have been indicates as 2.38 million tonnes whereas mineable
reserves are estimated to the tune of 2.18 million tones at page 25.

9. The details given at page no. 43, at para ‘g’ of conceptual mine
planning is not correct with respect to exploration, entire details need to
be corrected, evaluated afresh and furnish requisite details for
exploration.

10. On page 43 year wise bore holes to be drilled have been indicated as 450
no. in each year which is an imaginary figure. What does 450 no
indicates is not clear.

11. On page 18 depth of bore hole in table not given. Please confirm that

with the help of this exploration the entire lease will come under G1 axis
by 2022.
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28.

. All the proposals should be made within the ML only.
. Based on surface plan the area claimed as fully reclaimed and

rehabilitated as 0.30 ha can not be considered, then FA should be
submitted for 3.542 instead of 3.242 ha. Review the same on page 77
and financial assurance plan.

. Cao should be written as CaO.

. Area not given in table on page 19.

. Area not given in table on page 20.

. On page 29 at para 5 change “by recording” to “monitoring”.

. On page 69 use proper terminology instead of vibrometer.

. Annexure 5 not legible.

. On page 4 see the heading used in table in para B.

. Details given at Annexurel5 and 16 shall be given in geology chapter

and not in annexure.

22. Financial Assurance need to be submitted as per MCDR 2017 and not

MCDR 88

. Points 3,8, 12,20,39,41,43 &51 of previous scrutiny comments are still

not addressed completely.

. 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 systematic
mining for ensuing five years.

. There are several typographical mistakes which require to be corrected.
26.

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

Two CDs 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
In annexure 14 Mining lease is not superimposed over khasra plan as

enclosed at plate.
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. Surface plan- All the surface features are not shown in Surface Plan.
30.

Financial Area Assurance Plan- Figures mentioned under area put in use
are not matching with the figures given on page 77. Area considered for
others is indicated as 0.002 hectares on page 77 whereas on financial
assurance plan it is given 0.006 hectares.

. All plans and sections shall be prepared in accordance with the rules

under chapter VI rule 31-34 (refer general comments of Surface plan) of
MCDR 2017. Still there is lot of discrepancies in surface plan, surface
geological plan , environment plan of this mine submitted with
document.

. Environment plan- A substantial part of the lease is plotted under forest

land whereas the entire lease area (4.92 hectares) is shown as non forest
land on cover page.

. Surface mineable section i.e. plate 6 not as per guideline
. UNFC on geological section is not correct.
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