
ANNEXURE 

Site Inspection Report cum Scrutiny Comments on Modified Mining Plan including Progressive Mine 
Closure Plan in respect of Bade Bacheli Tin Mine over an area of 36.067 hectares near village- 
Bacheli, Tehsil and District- Dantewada, Lessee- M/s Precious Minerals And Smelting Ltd.  Submitted 
under rule 17(3) of MCR 2016 & 23 (B) of MCDR 1988. Date of Inspection: 17.8.2016. 
 
1. Cover Page:  Mineral excavated  is used for own unit, therefore  mine is a captive mine and 

same shall be mentioned  on cover page.  
2. Para 1.0, General, page 9: Year of passing of M.Sc. degree should be given.   
3. Para 1.0, Geology & Exploration, page 17: The highest elevation is mentioned as 500m and the 

lowest elevation is 540m above MSL, which is not possible. Necessary corrections may be done.  
4. Pegmatite, page 20:  it is not mentioned that where reef number 2 is exposed, in pit no. 2 or 3? 

The exposed length and width of the veins/reefs does not match with the Geological plan.   
5. Reserve estimation, page 23-28:  The reserve needs to be re-estimated considering  unfc norm . 

In absence of exploration data like boreholes etc, the parameters considered for reserve 
estimation like area under G2, depth or mRL up to which estimation considered, needs to be 
ascertained afresh.  A depth of 5m for 122 category and further 5m depth should be considered 
for 333 category. Lateral extension of 25m from exposed  vein in the pit may be considered for  
G2   

6. Exploration, page 23: It is not mentioned what types of boreholes like Core/RC/DTH are 
proposed. Moreover, boreholes have been proposed beyond the period of the mining plan.  

7. Mining, page 29: Existing pit dimensions are not matching with plan, plate no. 4, 5.  
8. Mining –  Mining method  details  with all parameters may be given and production planning 

also needs to be  change in view of changed  mineral reserve and resources.  
9. A list of the Board of Directors is not annexed.  
10. Surface Plan: Grid values have not been given. RL of pit bottom does not match with the text. 

Existing dump locations have not been shown.  The index does not show what green symbol is.  
11. Plans: proposed plantation should have been shown for plan period only.  
12. Geological Plan:  Grid values have not been given. RL of pit bottom does not match with the 

text. Existing dump locations have not been shown.  The index does not show what green 
symbol is. 

13. Geological Sections: The profile of the sections does not match with the plan. RLs do not 
correspond to the vertical scale.  Proposed benches up to UPL show width less than height.  
Boreholes proposed in pit are shown outside the pit in section AA’. In section BB’ proposed 
borehole with its depth is not shown. Proposed boreholes may be shown by broken lines and 
properly indexed. In section CC’ similar correction may be done. Dump falling on the section 
lines should also be shown.  

14. Plate no. 7 and 8, Production plan & section: RLs do not correspond to the vertical scale. Section 
AA’ needs correction for pit location and proposed borehole. Section BB’ shows pit bottom RL 
as 498mRL whereas in plan it is shown as 505mRL.   

15. Conceptual Plan: Dump sites, proposed plantation etc have not been shown during the 
conceptual plan period. During the conceptual period, the workings will be deeper then why the 
width of working during the conceptual plan period is same as the present plan period?  In 
conceptual plan proposal for conceptual period needs to be given. 

16. A valid financial assurance for Rs 100000/- up to the plan period 31.3.2018 shall be submitted to 
the Regional Controller of Mines, Indian Bureau of Mines, Raipur.  

17. Besides above, there are a number of typographical mistakes which should be corrected.  


