Violation Notice Letter

By e-mail

YRJ IXPR / GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
W HATAY / MINISTRY OF MINES
YR W R/ INDIAN BUREAU OF MINES
&=t @ e $1TaU / OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL CONTROLLER OF MINES,

AJMER

File No.: MCDR-MiFL0OGrt/4/2024-AJM- Date : 13/10/2025
IBM_RO_AJM

To: Shri/M/s. N/A,
Nominated Owner, Arun,
N-110 ,Kendrya Vihar Sec6,
Vidhadhar Nagar, jaipur,
Sarwar Village & Mandal,
Ajmer district, Rajasthan,-
302039

Subject : Violation of provision of Mineral Conservation and Development Riles, 2017
in respect of your 26RAJ01009(26RAJ01009) over an extent of 5 ha in Sarwar in
AJMER, Ajmer, Rajasthan

The following provisions of the Mineral Conservation and Development Rules, 2017
were found violated in your above mine during the inspection carried out by the
undersigned on 12/09/2025 in the presence of Mine Officials.

Summary of Violations :
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Items for
Reporting

As Per
Plan

Actual

Deviati
on

Rule

Reason

Exploitation -
Opencast Mine:
Quantity of
ROM mineral
production
proposed (in T)

139080

73500

65580.0
00

Rule 11(1),

Annual Return:
Whether
incomplete or
false or wrong
returns
submitted (Rule
45(7))

As per
rule
45(7) of
MCDR,
2017

On
scrutiny
of the
Annual
Return
for the
year 20
24-25,
the foll
owing d
iscrepan
cies
have
been ob
served:
Part ITA
Capital
Structur
e: The
value
reporte
d under
item
3(1)
Interest
paid
during
the year
appears
incorrec
t.
Justify
the
same.

Rule 45(7),
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Part V
General
Geolog
y and
Mining:
1.Explo
ration:
The
data on
pitting
and tren
ching is
not furn
ished as
per the
approve
d
Mining
Plan.
The
lessee
shall
justify
the disc
repancy
. 2.Rese
rve and
Resourc
e Estim
ation (G
arnet):
The dep
letion
of
mineral
reserves
and rem
aining r
esource
s does
not corr
espond
with the
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approve
d Mine
Plan
with pr
oductio
n of
ROM.
The dif
ference
must be
justifie
dandc
orrected
accordi
ngly. 3.
Overbu
rden
and
Waste
(in m):
The
quantity
of
waste g
enerate
d
during
the year
1S not pr
oportio
nate to
the
ROM p
roducti
on. The
lessee is
require
d to
justify
and
rectify
the vari
ation in
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values.
Part
VII:
Cost of
Product
ion per
Tonne
of Ore/
Mineral
Produce
d Signif
icant va
riations
have
been ob
served
between
the
reporte
d and
actual
cost per
tonne
under
various
heads in
Part VII
Cost of
Product
ion per
Tonne
of Ore/
Mineral
Produce
d. The
reporte
d overh
ead cost
(585.67
) 1S cons
iderably
higher
than the
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actual
(96.70),
which
requires
justifica
tion and
correcti
on. Sim
ilarly,
the
value
shown
under
Interest
(65.35)
needs to
be
verified
and corr
ected as
per
actual
records.
The
reporte
d
figures
for
Royalty
(145.89
VS.
20.07),
DMF
(14.31
VS.
6.60),
NMET
(2.86
VS.
1.90),
Taxes
(181.74
VS.
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34.50)
also and
Dead
Rent
figure
(2.18

VS.
2.04)
show su
bstantia
1 differe
nces
that
must be
reconcil
ed with
relevant
statutor
y paym
ents and
financia
I docum
ents.
The
Others (
Shortin
g and
Filter) c
ompone
nt
(774.96
)
appears
abnorm
ally
high
and
should
be supp
orted
with a
detailed
breakup
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and just
ificatio
n. All di
screpan
cies
may be
reviewe
dand ¢
orrected
to
ensure
the accu
racy of
the cost
of prod
uction
data.

Under Rule (5) [As per |Not sub Rule

of rule 34A of [rule mitted 34A(5),
MCDR 2017:
Drone survey
and submission
of Digital Aerial
Images of
Mining areas

In this context, your attention is drawn that violation of the above rules is a punishable
offence under Rule 62 of Mineral Conservation and Development Rules, 2017 and
noncompliance of the above rules is punishable under the Mineral Conservation and
Development Rules, 2017: 1) All operations at your mine may be suspended. ii)
Prosecution may be initiated against you. iii) Termination of the mining lease may be
recommended.

Yours faithfully,

(Kamal Kumar Singh, AJMER)
IMG
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Esigned al
Date: 0 25 11:08:58 PM



http://www.tcpdf.org

		2025-11-07T23:09:46+0530




