
 

Scrutiny comments on examination of draft Modified Mining Plan submitted under rule 

17(3) of MCR’ 2016 in respect of Hebbal Limestone & Dolomite Mine (M.L.No. 2493) of 

Shri. K.H.Sabarad, over an extent of 4.86 Ha, situated in Hebbal Village, Mudhol 

Taluka, Bagalkot District of Karnataka State. 

 

1) General:- i) On the cover page method of mining is mentioned as OTF mechanized 

Category A and at page no-2 in the introduction chapter it is mentioned that present 

modification in the mining plan is submitted to reduce the production and to undertake 

mining by manual method. This should be corrected. ii) In the introduction chapter details 

of statutory clearances obtained like Consents, Environmental clearances, etc., to carryout 

mining operations need to be discussed and copy of the same to be enclosed as annexure. 

iii) Copy of letter of extension received from the State Government for extension of the 

lease period up to 50 years as per MMDR, Amendment Act, 2015 needs to be enclosed. 

iv) On cover page plan period should be mentioned as 2016-17 to 2020-21. In bracket 

working proposal can be mentioned as 2017-18 to 2020-21.  v) Under location and 

accessibility chapter details of lease area should be properly discussed. All the survey 

numbers and owner of the land should be discussed and copy of the land record (RTC) 

showing ownership of the land received from State government needs to be enclosed. vi) 

At para 3.2 only details of modification made for approved document to be discussed. vii) 

Details of production and development achieved should be as per the annual returns 

submitted to this office. The reason given for deviation in production is not found 

satisfactory and it should be substantiated.  viii) Review should be given for last approved 

document only. ix) At para 3.6 reason and justification for modification and Rule under 

which modification is submitted need to be discussed. x) On cover page plan period 

should be mentioned as 2016-17 to 2020-21 and proposed working period to be shown 

2017-18 to 2020-21 and same should be corrected in text also. 

2) Geology and exploration:- i)  The highest and lowest elevations of the lease area 

mentioned at page no-9 is not matching with surface plan. ii) Under geology of the lease 

area type of the deposit is needs to be mentioned. Strike of the formation should be 

mentioned in whole circle bearing also. iii) Under details of exploration already carried 

out, area explored under different level of exploration, area to be explored and non-

mineralized area if any proved by exploration should be mentioned. iv) The surface plan 

and geological plan should be prepared as per rule 32(a) and (b) of MCDR-2017. v) 

Compare to total lease area, proved depth of mineralization, bulk density and recover 

factor taken the resources estimated appears more. This should be rechecked. vi) Depth 

below the drilled borehole cannot be taken for estimation of reserves/resources.  vii) 

Lateral extension from the extreme borehole cannot be taken for estimation of reserves. 

viii) Sectional area taken for estimation of reserves /resources needs to be rechecked. 

Bulk density and recovery factors should be based on the test conducted. ix) Detailed 

calculation should be given for reserves/resources estimated under different UNFC 

classification. x) Justification given for estimation of reserves/resources under different 

UNFC codes should be corrected as per scrutiny comments given for re-estimation of 

reserves. xi) date of reserve estimation should be as on 01.10.2017. 



3) Mining:- i) existing and proposed method of mining with all design parameters to be 

discussed. ii) EC limit is to be discussed and copy of the same needs to be enclosed. iii) 

During field visit it was observed that the production was not achieved as per the proposal 

and it is mentioned that deviation is due to want of environmental clearance. So 

production proposals should be done as per EC. iv) Pit dimension given at page no-22 

needs to be rechecked and corrected.  Dimension (length, width and depth) of the pit is 

not matching with surface plan. And proposed bench parameters are not matching with 

production and development plates.  v)  In the introduction chapter it is stated that present 

modification due to change in method of mining and reduce in the production. But in the 

mining chapter method of mining and Quantity of production is kept same this needs to 

be rechecked. vi) In the production and development table handling of intercalated waste 

should be shown in the Column of OB/SB/IB. OB handling should not be shown with 

ROM. In ROM handling only Ore and mineral reject should be shown. vii) Tonnage 

factor considered for converting cubic meter tones needs to be mentioned at the bottom of 

the table. viii) In the year 2017-18 working is shown in virgin area also and in the 

production and development table topsoil handling is shown as nil. During field area it 

was observed that virgin area was covered with topsoil. So the quantity of topsoil 

generation should be mentioned. ix) In the text proposed bench height and width is 

mentioned as 3mtrs in plan and in table same is shown 6-7 mtrs this needs to be 

rechecked and corrected. x) Proposed RLs are not mentioned on production plan and 

sections. The RL and co-ordinates mentioned in the text should be matching with 

production and development plan and sections. xi) Individual year wise working proposal 

with excavation quantity of ore and waste and all the designed parameters should be 

discussed. For the year 2017-18 proposals should be given for remaining period only and 

quantity for entire year including already achieved should be within EC limit. xii) Pit 

layout and bench parameters mentioned in the text under layout of mine working and in 

other chapters are not matching with the pit design shown on production plan and 

sections. xiii) Under layout of mine working, pit road layout, layout of faces, site for 

disposal of waste, pit slope, UPL etc needs to be discussed. xiv) Topsoil generation 

should be shown in the satcking of mineral reject/subgrade and disposal of waste chapter 

as per scrutiny comments on generation of top soil in the plan period. xv) The table 

provided at page no-34 should be as per the manual on appraisal of mining plan 2014. 

xvi) The proposed dumping should be shown year wise with details of proposed co-

ordinates, area, angel, number of terraces, quantity etc. should be mentioned. 

4) Progressive mine closure plan:- i) The Rule under which PMCP is submitted is to be 

corrected as rule 23 of MCDR-2017. Present land use details should be as on 01.10.2017. 

Same should be corrected in mining chapter also. ii) The area considered for financial 

assurance should be corrected as 4.06 Ha. iii) Financial assurance valid upto 31
st
 March 

2021 should be enclosed along with final copy.    

Plates:-  

1) General:- i) DGPS survey plan and Cartosat Satellite imaginary plan  with co-ordinates as 

per CCOM circular 02/2010authenticated by the state Government is not enclosed. ii) On 

Surface plan and other plans DGPS readings are mentioned as DOPS reading this should 

corrected on all the plates and text. If DGPS survey is not carried out then GPS readings of 



the boundary pillars should be given. For northing and easting in bracket the term local is 

mentioned and it should be clarified. iii) Cadastral map which was not authenticated by the 

State Government cannot be considered.  

2) Surface plan:- i) Contours are not shown on surface plan. ii) In text lease area is 

mentioned in ha, and on plates same is mentioned in acres. The lease area should mention in 

ha only. Same should be corrected on all the plates. iii) Surveyor is not signed on surface 

plan. 

3) Geological plan and cross sections:- i) Dip and strike of the formation is not marked on 

the surface geological plan. ii) 7.5 mtr safety zone and UPL are not properly marked on plan 

and sections. iii) Area explored under different level of exploration is not marked on 

geological plan. iv) Collar level, depth and inclination of the borehole should be marked on 

Geological plan and sections. v) Lithology shown and plan and sections are not matching. vi) 

Color code given for different lithounits should be same on both plan and sections. vii) 

Reserves/resources estimated under different UNFC classification codes are not properly 

marked on sections. viii) Color codes should not be changed for limestone and dolomite for 

estimating reserves/resources under different UNFC codes.  

4) Production and development Plan and sections:- i) Year wise proposals are not properly 

shown on plan and sections. ii) Proposed benches are not properly marked on sections as 

shown in plans. iii) Proposed RLs are not mentioned on plan and sections. iv) Geology is not 

shown production and development sections. 

5) Conceptual plan and sections:- i) On conceptual plan proposed method for reclamation 

and rehabilitation of the mined out area need to be shown on conceptual plan and section. ii) 

Pit position at the conceptual stage should be shown on plan and sections. iii) Land use 

details of present, after 5 year plan period, ten year plan period and at the end of the life of 

the mine to be given in the table. iv) On conceptual plan only afforestation is shown in the 

7.5mtr safety zone and nothing is shown in worked out pits. v) The index are not matching 

with the plan.   

6) Environment plan:- The environment plan should be prepared incorporating all the points 

mentioned under Rule 32(5)(b) of MCDR 2017. 

7) Reclamation Plan:- i) Year wise plantation proposals are not properly shown on 

Reclamation plan. Year wise proposals should be shown by different colors and same should 

be shown in index.  

8) Financial assurance plan:- i) Area considered under different heads for financial 

assurance should be shown by different color and same should be indexed.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


