Hyder abad regi onal office
Mne file No : AP/ KNL/LST-193/HYD
(i) Nare of the Inspecting : PRO9 ) M Pratap. Reddy
Oficer and I D No.
(ii) Designation Assi stant M ning Geol ogi s
(iii) Acconpaning m ne R RAJASEKHAR REDDY PARTNER
Oficial with
Desi ghati on
(iv) Date of Inspection 19/ 08/ 2016
(v) Prev.inspection date 14/ 02/ 2014
PART- | GENERAL | NFORMATI ON
(a) M ne Nane PALKUR( 2. 647 HA)
(b) Regi strati on NO
(c) Cat egory B Manual
(d) Type of Working Qpencast
(e) Post al address
State ANDHRA PRADESH
Di strict KURNOOL
Vill age PALKUR
Tal uka KURNOOL
Post office PALKUR
Pi n Code 518176
FAX No.
E- mai |
Phone
(f) Police Station
(9) First opening date 15/ 04/ 2013
(h) Weekly day of rest : SUN
Address for
correspondance
(a) Lease Nunber : APR3312
(b) Lease area : 2.65
(c) Peri od of | ease . 20
(d) Date of Expiry : 05/03/2033

M ner al
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wor ked
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M ne code :
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5. Nane and Address of th
Lessee : LAKSHM Tl RUMALA M NERALS
SRl N. L. MADHUSUHANA MURTHY
9-19-4/31, GANDH NAGAR
DHONE- 581222 KURNOCOL ANDHRA
PRADESH
Phone:

FAX

Onner : LAKSHM Tl RUVALA M NERALS

9-19-4/31, GANDH NAGAR,
DHONE, KURNOOL DI ST.
KURNOOL ANDHRA PRADESH
Phone:

FAX

6. Date of approval of Mning . Fresh under rule 22 MCR1960 16/ 01/ 2012
Pl an/ Schermre of M ni ng
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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 2 Core No exploration has been violation of Rule
previ ous year drilling done. 13(1) is pointed
borehol es to out .

a depth of 10
nts each and
three trial
pits with a
size of 3X 3X
5to 8 nts
during 1st
year 1S
proposed.
after the

| ease is
grant ed,

25% of the

| ease area of
&3 scale is
proposed for
conver si on of
& scal e

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

lc Expl orati on No
Agenci es and expendi ture
Expenditure in i s furnished.
| akh rupees
during the year

1d Bal ance area to 25% of the
be explored to | ease area
bring Geol ogi ca
axis in 1l or 2

le Bal ance reserve 36,799 T

as on 01/04/ 20

60% of the area is Gl Violation of Rule
scal e 13(1) has been
15% of the area is of G pointed out.
scal e

No exploration is done.

55,942 T The targetted
production has not
been achi eved due
to market

constraints.

1f CGeneral remarks The remaining The proposed exploration
of inspecting 25% of the G3 as said is not carried
officers on scale of M out .
geol ogy, area was
exploration etc i ntended to
convert into
& scal e
expl orati on.
Devel oprent
Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual wor k Remar ks




2a

2b

2c

2d

2e

2f

Locati on of
devel opnent
w. r.t.lease area

Bet ween grid
lines N-50 -
N150 &E80- 140

Separ ate benches 0.5mtop bench

in topsoil, fol | owed by
over burden and 1.5m

m nerals (Rule Li messtone is
15) pr oposed
Stripping ratio A thin mantle
or ore to OB of soil which

constitute as
over bur den
amounts to be
negli sable ore
to over burden
ratio.

1062 cum

ratio

Quantity of
t opsoi |
generation in nB

Quantity of There is no
over burden seperate
generation in nB overburden
except soi
General remarks It was

of inspecting proposed to

Lat eral extensi on was

done upto the earnarked

area but depth w se

devel opnent has not been

done which is due to
| ess production.

As proposed seperate
bench in soil and

Li mest one has been
devel oped.

The ore to overburden
ratiois 1:0.13

100 cum

The soil cover of about
100 cum has been
gener at ed.

The | essee could only
devel op 0.5m bench of
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due | ess demamand
of Linestone, the
antici pated

devel opnment coul d
not take place.

The m ne coul d not
be devl oped to the

of ficers on devel op the soil and 1.5 bench of full extent due to
devel opnent of m ne by Li nest one | ess denand of
pit wr.t. type formng 0.5 Li mest one.
of deposit etc soil bench
foll owed by @
1.5 bench
hei ght
| i mest one
benches at
dept h.
Expl oi tati on:
Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
3a  Nunmber of pit One One.
proposed for
producti on
3b  Quantity of ROM 9886T 850 T

m ner al
producti on
pr oposed




3c

3d

3e

3f

39

3h

3

3]

3k

3

3m

3n

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

net hod adopt ed
for segregating
from ROM

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

Pr ovi si on of
drilling and
blasting in
m neral benches

Pr ovi si on of

m ni ng

machi neries in
m neral benches

VWet her hei ght
of benches in
over burden and
m neral suitable
for nmethod of

m ni ng proposed
in MP/ SOM

Total area

covered under
excavation/pits

Oeto Bratio
for the pit/mne
during the year.

95%

Ni |

None, since no
m ner a
rejection.

No subgrade
proposal s.

Does not
ari se.

No sagregation
proposal s.

Does not
ari se.

There is no
proposal s of

drilling and
blasting in
nm nera
benches.

No provision
of mining

machi narary in
m ner a

benches is
nmade.

Sui t abl e
benches in
Over burden and
in Li mestone

i s proposed.

0.6 ha

1:0.12

90- 95%

As proposed the benches
have been devel oped.

0.21 ha

1:0.12

PAGE :

5

Excavation is | ess
due | ess demand of
| i mestone.
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30 Total area put 0.61 ha 0.21 ha
i n use under
di fferent heads
at the end of
year
3p Production of 2013-14=9195 2013-14=4,588 T,, 2014- The m ning
ROM mi ner al T, 2014- 15=4,386 T, 2015-16=850 opertaions in mne
during the last 15=9886 T, T wer e commencec in
five year period 2015-16=9886 T the year 2013-14
as applicable only.
3q Ceneral remarks Opencast Manual rmethod of mining
of inspecting manual nethod is practiced
of ficers on of mining is
nmet hod of mining proposed.
etc.
Sol i d Waste Managenent - Dunpi ng
Sl . No. ltem Pr opasal s Act ual work Remar ks
da Separ ate dunpi ng 0.5m Soi l As proposed the soil is
of topsoil, OB cover has been used for affoerstation
and m neral desi gnat ed as
rejects (Rule over bur den
32, 33) whi ch has been
meant for
concurrent
productive
usage for
af forestati on.
4b Locati on of Soil is spread As proposed the soil is
topsoil, OB and in 7.5mbuffer spread over 7.5 buffer
m neral reject zone. zone for the
dunps af foresati on.
4c Nunber of dunps Nil -
within | ease
area and out si de
of | ease area
4d Location of No dunp -
dunps w.r.t. proposal s
ultimate pit
limt (Rule 16)
4de Nunber of active Nil -
and alive dunps.
af Nunber of dead Ni | -
dunps.
49 Nunber of dunmps Nil -
est abl i shed.
4h Whet her No -

Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain
all al ong dunps
are there.




4

Lengt h of
Ret ai ni ng wal |

or garland drain
all al ong dunps
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Sol i d Waste Managenent - Backfilling:

Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
5a Status of part There is no -
or full proposal of
extraction of full extracted
m neral from m ned out area
m ned out area for back
before starting
backfilli ng.
5b Area under There is no -
backfilling of proposal of
m ned out area backfilling of
m ned out
ar ea.
5¢c Concurrent use There is no -
of topsoil for proposal of
restoration or concurr ent
rehabilitation restoration of
of mineral out m nedout area
area (Rule 32) by top soil
5d Total area Ni | -
fully reclai med
and
rehabilitated
5e CGeneral remarks There is - The M. area is yet
of inspecting nopr oposal of to mature for
of ficers on backfilling backfilling and
backfilling and and restoration
recl amation etc. reclamation of
m nedout area.
Progressive M ne C ousre Plan:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
6a Whet her Annual Annual report Lessee has not submitted Vi ol ati on of Rule
report on PMCP proposals on the annual report on 23E(2) of MCDR
submitted on PMCP have been PMCP 1988 has been
time and gi ven in PMCP. poi nt ed out.
correctly. Rule
23 E(2).
6b Area avail abl e No proposals -
for on area
rehabilitation avail ability
(ha) . for

rehabilitation




6¢c af forestation
done (ha).

6d No. of saplings
pl anted during
the year

6e Cunul ative no
.of plants

6f Any ot her net hod
of
rehabilitation

69 Cost incurred on

wat ch and care
during the year

6h Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(i) Voids
avai l abl e for
backfilling ( Lx
B x D

6i Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(i1) Voids
filled by waste
[/ tailings

6j Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iii)Afforestati
on on backfill ed
area

6k Conpl i ance on

recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(iv)
Rehabilitation
by maki ng wat er
reservoir

6l Conpl i ance on
recl amati on and
rehabilitation
by backfilling
(v) any ot her
speci fic neans.

Proposal s of No afforestation is
afforeation in done

the 7.5m

buf fer zone

has been

gi ven.

22 saplings
for year was
proposed.

66 saplings

No sapling is done.

10 saplings exists.

No -
rehabilitation
proposal s

Rs 1200/ - Ni

There is no -
proposal of
recl amati on

and

rehabil tation
by

backfilling.

No such -

proposal s have
been gi ven

no such
proposal s have
been gi ven.

No such -
proposal s have
been given

No such -
proposal s have
been gi ven
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Rul e 13(1) has
been poi nted out.
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6m Conpl i ance of No such -
rehabilitation proposal s have
of waste | and been gi ven
Wi thin | ease
(i)afforestation
6n Conpl i ance of No such -
rehabilitation proposal s have
of waste | and been gi ven
within | ease
(ii)Area
rehabilitation
(ha)
60 Conpl i ance of No such -
rehabilitation proposal s have
of waste | and been gi ven
within | ease
(iii)Method of
rehabilitation
6p Conpl i ance of No such -
envi ronnent al proposal s have
nonitoring (core been given
zone and buffer
zone)
6q CGeneral remarks No reclanmation Protective neasures have
of inspecting and not been inplinented
of ficers on PMCP rehabiltation
conpl i ance and proposal s have
progressive been gi ven
cl osure except
operations etc. protective
neasur es.
M neral Conservati on:
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
7a ROM M ner al Pr oposed 850 T have been
di spatch or di stach of the dispatched. No grade
gr ade- wi se mneral is Wi se sorting is done.
sorting within 9886T. No
| ease area grade wise
sorting has
been given.
7b Met hod of grade- No grade w se -
Wi se m ner al sorting
sorting i.e. proposal s have
manual or been gi ven
nmechani cal
7c Different grade No sorting of -
of m neral mneral is

sorted out at
nm nes.

pr oposed.




7d

T7e

Any
benefi ci ati on
process at m nes

Ceneral rennarks
of inspecting

There is no
benefici ati on
proposal s

There is no
benefici ati on
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Except handling | osses
there is no other
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of ficer on proposal s and | osses.
M ner al M ner al
conservation and conservation
benefici ati on proposal s
i ssues
Envi ronnent :
Sl . No. I[tem Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
8a Separate renoval The top soil Not much top soil is
and utilization is generated as the nine is
of topsoil (Rule concurrently not fully devel oped to
32) proposed for the extent it was
af orestation pr oposed.
in 7.5m buffer
zone.
8b Concurrent use The top soil As proposed the renoved
or storage of was top soil is spread over
t opsoi | concurrently 7.5m buffer zone for
and af frestati on purpose.
productively
proposed for
afforestation
along the 7.5m
buf fer zone.
8c Separ at e dunps There is no -
for overburden, proposal of
wast e rock, over bur den,
rejects and nm neral reject
fines (Rule 33) dunp.
8d Use of There is no -

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

proposal s of
generati on of
wast e, mneral
rej ect and
back filling
the same in

t he m ned out
ar ea.
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8e Phased There are no -
restoration, proposal s of
recl amati on and reccl amation
rehabilitation and
of | ands rehabilitation
af fected by proposal s
m ni ng
oper ati ons
(Pits, dunps
etc)
8¢ Survival rate 100 % survival 10% survival due to |ack
rate of watch and ward.
8h Water sprinkling Sprinkling of Sprinling of water on
on roads to water on haul haul road is done
control airborne road is
dust proposed.
8i General remarks Afooresation Due to | ess survival of
of inspecting in 7.5mbuffer saplings, the aesthitic
of ficer on zone is beauty is not felt.
aesthetic beauty proposed to
in and around add aesthetic
m nes area beauty in and
around t he
nm ne area
Conpl i ance of Rul e 45:
Sl . No. Item Propasal s Act ual work Remar ks
9a St at us of Yes The Mont hl y/ Annual
subm ssi on of returns are being tinmely
Mont hly and subm tted. subnitted
Annual returns
9b Scrutiny of Yes The mne is presently
Annual return under di scontinuance and
for information no M ni ng
on M ning Engi neer/ Geol ogi st have
Engi neer, been enpl oyed.
Geol ogi st and
Manager
9c Scrutiny of yes The | and use pattern has
Annual return on been furni shed. The
| and use pattern degraded | and i s about
for area under 0.21 ha
pits, reclained
area, dunps etc.
ad Scrutiny of Yes Afforesation as
Annual return on envi saged is not found

af forestation

due to |l ack of watch and
war d.




9e

of

99

9k

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

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
m ni ng

machi neri es

No proposals
of M neral
rejection.

Yes,

Yes

No i nfornmation
is furni shed
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No stock exists at m ne

Ex mine price furnished
to be Rs.200/-

It is a manual m ne.
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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. I ssued on Conpliance on
Rul e 13(1) 07/ 10/ 2016
Rul e 23E(2) 07/ 10/ 2016
Rule 24 07/ 10/ 2016
Rul e 53 07/ 10/ 2016

Date : (M Pr at ap. Reddy)

I ndi an Bureau of M nes




