
 
Site inspection report cum scrutiny comments on examination of Modified Mining 
plan  including PMCP  over an area of 1.53 Hectors in Rajoor   Village, Tokapal 
Tehsi, Bastar Dist submitted under rule 17(3) of MOAHE Concession Rule 2016 and 
23(B) of MCDR,1988 on behalf of Smt.Usha K Rajpuria. The area was inspected  by 
shri R.K.Das Sr ACOM and Shri S.Kartikey JMG on 26/10/2016.   

1. General: In the given Para experience of Qualified person should be as per 
MCR,2016 and same information to be furnished. 

2. Details of Financial Assurance: In the given Para there is typographical error 
mentioning the amount. The correction to be done. 

3. No. of leases held, state-wise, within the state, by the applicant, has to be mention in the prescribed 
format is given below: 

4. Geology & Exploration- If  limestone reserve are reassessed then same needs to 
be clarified in text part  and how reserve is calculated needs to be mentioned also.  

5. Page No. 18; Para 6.5: In the Regional geology, Indravati group may be written 
instead of Idrawati group. 

6. Page No. 19; Para 6.8: Written statement under this para is incorrect, as none of the  
borehole has been drilled within the lease area by the lessee/agency but details of 
BH-1 (15.03m) has been furnished which is in correct information. May clarify. 

7. Geological Plan is not matching with the actual ground condition. Such as in the 
north eastern part of the existing quarry, 7.5 m barrier zone has not been maintained 
and it has already been excavated. 

8. The following deficiencies has been found in the geological cross section: 
a) Without any exploration, 10m depth persistency of Limestone has been considered 

for estimation. 
b) UNFC codification has not been shown in any section. 
c) 7.5m barrier zone has not been drawn. 

 
9. Page No. 19; Para 6.8.3: Recent analysis report of the  limestone excavated from 

mines  needs to be given instead of 6 years old analysis report. 
10. Page No. 20; Para 6.9.4: As no exploration has been carried out in the lease area 

therefore estimated resource 1,66,440 tonnes may not be accepted under G2 
category and has no relevance. Calculation needs to be furnished 

11. Page No. 21; Para 6.9.8: Without feasibility study, Feasibility Axis may not be 
considered F2. 

12. In the entire chapter to fulfil the UNFC norms and parameters as mentioned in the 
Minerals (Evidence of Mineral Contents) Rule, 2015 for the estimation of 
reserve/resource are  not been discussed. 

13. Area explored under G1, G2 G3 and G4 in hectares may be  mentioned. 
 

14. Para 6.9.2 the area and thickness of limestone considered for reserve calculation 
has not been given.  

15. Para 6.9.3 is left blanks – the method by which limestone reserve is estimated have 
not been given along with calculation.  

16. Para 6.9.4- total G2 level mineral resources needs to be given  
17. Para 6.9.5 , the items and quantity blocked  and became non mineable  have not 

been given.  

Sl. 
No
. 

Lease 
reference 
No.  
& Date 

Area Postal 
address 
& 
location 

Type of 
Mineral
s 

Working/ 
Non-
Working 

Status of 
approval 
of MP 

Date of 
executio
n & Date 
of expiry 

Remarks 



18. Mining:. In the review para it is mentioned that in last five years the total production is 
8900 MT and in the proposal nearly the same production has been proposed yearly. 
The justification for enhancement of production to be given. 

19. Para 7.2.1 table – the detail furnished is not proper . How total waste became 401.2 
tonnes from 20 CUM  OB is not clear. And table 9 column  no 7, the tentative 
quantity of mineral production proposed is not given.   

20.  Para 7.4 when blasting is not performed than what is use of giving  blank tables .. All 
needs to be removed upto para 7.11 

21. Employment Potential: The manpower requirement suiting to excavation planning by 
giving the calculation against the proposed excavation. The O.M.S. should be 
mention for the excavation proposal for the given period. The manpower requirement 
should be mention as skilled, semiskilled, and unskilled. As per Rule 42 of 
MCDR,1988 Mining Engineer to be proposed 
 

22. Use of Minerals: In the given Para it is said that the limestone is used in local market 
as building material which is not acceptable. The limestone as a major mineral 
cannot be used as building material. 

23. Disaster Management plan:  name and details of contact person in case of 
emergency needs to be mentioned  along with phone fax  with other details of  
hospital, fire station, police station, etc. 
 
Plates: 

24. Plat no.1 (key plan): The details of the deficiencies found on the plate are as follows 
(i) The road to be marked with different colour line differentiating whether it is village, 

public road, highway, etc and also it should marked properly in index. 
(ii) Contours should be clearly visible at not more than 20 meter intervals and should be 

index. 
(iii) Co-ordinates of extremities of lease area are not shown in the plan. 
(iv) The forest area, govt. land, agriculture land, etc should be marked in the plate and 

also in index. 
(v) The plate to be indexed properly, different colour code should used for showing 

different features. 
(vi) Approach road for ML area is not shown. 
(vii) Population of the villages falling within 5 km radius to be furnished in tabular form. 

The plate should be revised and signed by Qualified person. 
25. Khasra Plan: As per CCOM circular 2/2010 a geo-reference cadastral map surveyed 

through DGPS, showing disposition of lease area certified by the competent authority 
of state government; has not been submitted. 

26. Surface Plan: During the mine visit it was observed that the pit is water logged below 
3-4 meter of surface to ascertain the actual depth of the pit. The area to be 
resurveyed and accordingly the plate should be revised. 
The Magazine is shown in the plan but it is said that there is no drilling and blasting 
in the mine, the same should be clarified. 

27. Yearwise Production and Development Plan: As mentioned in above point that pit 
was waterlogged and existing single bench is more than 4 meter height therefore 
proposal should be given to reduce the bench height upto 2 meter and accordingly 
the proposal should be revised. 

28. Conceptual Mining Plan: A proper conceptual plan based on the long term design 
parameters of the mine covering all the mining and allied activities has not been 
furnished. All the activities should be furnished with extent of area and quantity 
involved in the form of 5 yearly blocks up to the lease period. The plate to be revised 
accordingly and same should be modified in text as well. 



29. Environment Plan: The plate should be enclosed as per Rule 28(b) of MCDR,1988 
and in the given plate only the existing features with in lease area should be shown. 

30. All the plates should be index properly as the features shown in the plan with the 
same colour code for clarity and signed with date.  

Annexure: 
  31 Document is not enclosed as per the annexure no. Mentioned in list 
  32 In the list of annexure in III rd it is mentioned certificate of qualified person 

enclosed but there is no such certificate and not required also. 
33 As mentioned in the list of document violation letter from IBM enclosed but it is not 

enclosed. 
34 Only two certificate  as per manual of preparation of mining plan needs to be given. 
35 Annexure –III has no relevance therefore needs to be removed. 
36 Annexure-IV  a copy enclosed is expired Bank guarantee   valid BG  in original and 

copy needs to be submitted .  

 


