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Annexure-1

Inspection report cum scrutiny comments on Review of Mining plan & with Progressive
Mine closure plan of Kesra Bauxite Mine over an extent of 9.00ha in villages: Kesra, Tehsil:
Mainpat, District: Surguja, State: Chhattisgarh of M/S Chhattisgarh Mineral Development
Corporation Limited. Mine was inspected on 10/10/2018 by Shri Rudra. N. Mishra (Senior
Mining Geologist) accompanied by Shri Upendra Pandey, Regional officer M/S CMDC and
Shri Ashok John, Qualified person.

The following major deficiencies have been found in the submitted draft Review of Mining

Plan.
1)

2)

3)

4)
5)

6)
7)

8)
9

Lease of Kesra Bauxite Mine over an extent of 9.00ha is granted for mineral Bauxite

whereas and indraft mining plan document description at many places are given
about mineral limestone.

During field inspection of lease area, it is observed that not a single trail pit was there
on ground. No pit logs, sampling sheet and the original copy of analysis report
available with lessee. It was informed that the trail pits done by the State DGM in
the month of July, 2015. However, no supporting documents attached with the review
of Mining Plan. Lease area was granted on July 2006 then how state DGM carried
out exploratory trial pit in 2015 is not clear. During the field inspection Lessee and
QP were not able to show thelocation of trail pit on ground as marked on surface
geological plan. This clearly shows that non-existing exploratory trial pits were
shown on surface geological plan. It is mentioned that 364 nos boreholes were drilled
by DGM Madhya Pradesh in the kesara area but which bore hole falls in the lease
area is not clear. In absence of any exploratory trail pit, bore holes and sample
analysis, the entire bauxite reserve estimated is not correct. Details of exploration
report of State DGM with map related with the lease area needs to be furnished
Lease was granted in July 2006 and lessee should have explored the leased-out area
for estimation of mineral reserve and resources of bauxite.

The exploration depicted on Geological plan and text but it is not done in the field.
Chemical redicals formula is wrongly furnished in Analysis report which cast shadow
on correctness of analysis report.

Proposed exploration depth in Bauxite is given 30mts whereas bauxites
mineralisation is considered upto 2 m only.

In bauxite mineral excavation simultaneous reclamation and rehabilitation is
practiced whereas in the document (Page no.-34), no Reclamation & Rehabilitation
and Backfilling is proposed.

PMCP- page No: 46: Socio- economics aspect is not covered.

Feasibility report need to be rewritten as it is cut & paste from limestone document
and not in accordance with Bauxite mineral. Capital cost and other share capital are
figures are not correctly mentioned.

10) Lease boundary pillars co-ordinates are given in mining plan but same have not been

authenticated by competent authority of state government.

11) Fromabove it is concluded that entire bauxite reserve/resources estimated in Review

of mining plan is without any exploration data and not in conformity with Minerals
(Evidence of mineral contents) Rules 2015. Mining plan proposal lacks in ensuring
systematic, scientific development of mineral deposit, conservation of minerals and
protection of environment.

12) Surface geological plan needs to be supported with exploration report.
13) Other plates are also require major changes in accordance with above given points.



