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ANNEXURE- I 
Discrepancies observed in Mining Plan of Kawatha Manganese Deposit (26.67 
hect.) located in Village Kawatha, Tah. Saoner, Distt. Nagpur submitted by Smt. 
Rachana Ashish Belorkar under Rule 16(2) of MCR 2016 based on the inspection 
of Shri S.M.Dorle, Assistant Mining Engineer on 25.06.2016 
***** 

Field Observation 
1. Boundary Pillars have not been erected as per norms. 

2. Outcrop of manganese ore seen at many places which has not been shown on 
concerned plates. 

3. Dimensions of Pit / trenches as mentioned on page no. 12 have not been as per the 
actual dimensions observed during field. 

Text: 
1. Mining plan has been submitted for fresh grant under Mineral Concession Rules 

2016, hence all the provisions should have been implemented by Mineral 
Concession Rules 2016. 

2. As the Mining Plan once approved shall be valid for the lease period, hence lease 
period has been deemed to be granted for 50 years as per amendment in section 8A 
of MMDR 2015 therefore total period for which lease is required is to be 
mentioned along with proposal period.  

3. Contact Nos. & Email address of the owner has not been given. The same should 
be given in the text. 

4. The word ‘Scheme of Mining’ is needs to be deleted wherever mentioned, as the 
mining plan is prepared for grant of Mining lease. 

5. It is also mentioned in some places that, ‘no change in the information as 
mentioned in the approved mining plan’. It should be corrected as previously there 
is no approved mining plan. 

6. Copy of the statutory notices as per MCDR’1988 of Form A and Form B should be 
enclosed as annexure alongwith prospecting report. 

7. Copy of Notice of sinking boreholes in Form J as per MCDR 1988 has not 
enclosed with the document. 

8. Copy of Form K as per MCDR 1988 regarding particulars to be recorded in a 
durable bound paged book in respect of each bore-hole/pit/shaft in not enclosed 
with the document. 

9. On page no 11, it is mentioned that 04 no. of boreholes have been drilled with 
DTH. The data of DTH boreholes does not give the technical information i.e. 
detailed run-wise lithologs etc. Being fresh area core boreholes are necessary to 
delineate the mineralized zone. Hence the data of these boreholes cannot be 
considered.  
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10. In the proposed exploration programme as   mentioned on page no 13, that during 
the plan period, DTH boreholes will be drilled. But the Proposed boreholes should 
be of coring nature instead of DTH and it should be as per the UNFC guidelines. 

11. Details of pits and trenches under taken in the area has to be furnished properly i.e. 
length, width, of pits/trenches along with depth of formation encountered from top 
to bottom and chemical analysis of all pits/trenches samples from NABL 
accredited Laboratory is to be annexed, on page no. 12 as the analysis report is 
enclosed which is of 2011. Necessary details of analysis also to be given in 
relevant paras. (page 30) 

12. Occupancy / ownership of land with name of person alongwith extent of area 
khasra-wise have not been furnished. 

13. It is mentioned that ‘details of boundary pillars as per DGPS survey report’, but no 
report or any reference of DGPS agencies have been given. Co-ordinates of lease 
area as taken by DGPS and authenticated by state government, needs to be given. 

14. System of construction and maintenance of boundary pillars should be as per GSR 
710(E) dated 08.10.2014 of Mineral Concession (Second Amendment) Rules, 
2014 and rule 12(v) of Mineral Concession Rules, 2016.  

15. Recovery percentage is to be mentioned in all concerned places. Pit limit and 
bottom level upto which reserves/resources has been estimated needs to be shown 
on the plates and discussed. 

16. Dip and strike of formations has to be furnished in text part under heading local 
Geology on page no 11. Similarly the same has to be mentioned on the relevant 
plate also i.e. on plate no. IV. 

17. On page no. 11, strike of formation mentioned is NW-SE as well as NE-SW. 
Needs clarification. 

18. On page no. 10, it is mention that the ore horizon is exposed in the prospecting pits 
over a strike length of about 70m in southeastern part whereas about 60m in two 
separate locations of 30m each in northern part of area (sentence not clear). But as 
noticed from the location of pits marked on the   Geological map, plate no. IV , the 
strike length exposed in the prospecting pits  (at two locations i.e. in NE and NW 
part)  is about 70m in SE part (along Pit no. 1,pit no2 pit no. 3and pit no. 4) and 
about 60 m in NW part (along Trench no. T-1, pit no. 6 and trench no.T-2) 
Similarly in NW there is single pit no. 6 where the magniferous quartzite have 
been encountered. Needs corrections in relevant places in the document. 

19. Details of reserves/resources, on page no. 14 and15. The reserves have to calculate 
based on the actual width and depth encountered in the pits and trenches, under 111 
and 122 category. It Needs corrections in all relevant places in the document i.e. on 
page no. 14,15,16,18,19 and 20.  

20. On page no. 15, depth persistence beyond the proved limit has been considered 
under probable and possible category, which is contrary to UNFC norms. Needs 
correction.  

21. The term ‘resources’ and ‘reserve’ used differently in different paras, needs 
uniformity. Also calculation of reserve in detail should be given alongwith RLs at 
which reserves have been considered . 
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22. Calculation of reserves /resources should be furnished in tabular form. 
23. Location shown of boreholes drilled marked on plate no. IV does not match with 

the coordinates shown in the table, on page no. 11. Needs correction. 
24. On page no. 19 under reporting of total resources. Reserves under 111 category is 

mentioned as 6304 tonnes and 121 and 122 category is 3600 tonnes thus 
considered mineable reserves are 9904 tonnes and calculated life of mine needs to 
be re-estimated/ recalculated as per UNFC guidelines or Mineral evidence rules 
2015.  

25. ‘The year wise production / exploration’ during 5 years period may be replaced 
with ‘The year wise proposed production / exploration’. (Page 21-22) 

26. It is mentioned that soil and waste dumps will be accommodate in the marked area 
on plan. Direction of dump site should be clearly depicted alongwith justification 
as per demography/ physiography of the area, in text part, as a area is like a hill 
slope. 

27. While describing the water regime information about nearest water regime where 
water is ultimately drained has not described. 

28. Monitoring of various environmental parameters needs to be discussed giving 
locations of the monitoring stations. 

29. Safety measures to be taken for miner’s health have not been mentioned. The 
regular medical check up and other benefit to the miners pertaining to their health 
have not been proposed. 

30. Conceptual land use should be discussed. Conceptual stage pits profile, Ultimate 
pit slope and bottom RL are not mentioned in text part and same needs to be 
supported with plan and section in conceptual plate. 

31. Proper indexing has not been done for Annexure. All annexures should be attested, 
all pages should be serial numbered. 

32. On all the certificates of understanding the date of signature may be mentioned. 

33. Sufficient number of coloured photographs of the area showing existing status may 
be submitted with proper caption, out of which some of the photographs of pillars 
is also to be enclosed. 

34. NOTE    In the Pl report submitted on 17.11.2011, under heading Technical details 
at Para no. 3, that in the scheme of prospecting it was proposed to sunk 6 trial pits 
and two trenches up to 3m depth. During inspection location of these pits and 
trenches were verified. It was observed that pitting/trenching have been done up to 
2m depth. Insitu exposures of Mn Ore body not seen in the pits and trenches.   
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Plates 

1. Unless otherwise specified, all plans and sections should confirm to the provisions 
of rule 27 and 28 of MCDR, 1988, IS 7974 and MMR 1961 in respect of details to 
be shown, use of legend, use of scale etc.  

2. It is to understand the difference between RF and scale and accordingly change. 
Hand written correction has been made on some of the plans which are not 
allowed. 

3. Location plan is not enclosed.  

4. Key plan- This plan should be prepared as per requirement of rule 28(5)(a), 
keeping area in centre features of buffer zone should be incorporate. Population of 
villages with their boundary has not been shown. The other ML/PL leasehold areas 
falling within 5 Kms should be marked with their identifying details. Type of land 
of leasehold area and adjoining area should be marked. 

5. Co-ordinates mentioned on plates have not been authenticated by state 
government authorities. Needs to be change as per comment no.11 

6. Geological Plan & Sections-  

 Dimensions of Pit/ trenches as mentioned on page no. 12 should be 
corrected as per the actual dimensions observed during field inspection and 
the same should be shown in the plates. Also litho unit have not been 
marked properly, it should be discussed in relevant paras of the text also.  

 Sectional line LS is incorrect and to be shown correctly in the plan and 
section. Also existing boreholes are not projected on the L-S. Vertical scale 
of the sections should be small to view litho unit and other details clearly.  

 The Geological cross section are to be modified based on the depth proved 
by pitting /trenching, under 111 and 122 category  

 Cross section line no. to be marked correctly. 
7. Year-wise Development and Production Plan and Sections: Some of the 

sections are to be drawn from the dumps showing dump design. The scale of the 
sections should be used as such so that dump design with stabilization measures 
should be clearly shown. Benches shown in plan have not been marked bench like 
manners. Benches and dump should have been depicted like bench and dump 
manner in plates.   

8. Conceptual plan - conceptual stage pit profile needs to be change as per comment 
no. 21, top bottom RL are not shown on plan and section. The existing contour is 
marked as it is. 

9. Financial Assurance Plan:- Area considered for calculating of financial assurance 
in respect of excavation and overburden dump and other items have not been 
shown with different color as per area put to use for calculation of financial 
assurance table. All other feature needs to be removed from plates. 

10. Environment Plan- This plan should be prepare as per requirement of 28(5)(b) of 
MCDR 1988. The ML/PL area and other features around falling within 500 m 
should be shown properly. The land use of leasehold depicted in Surface plan & 
this plate are different. Suitable correction is required. Modification suggested in 
relevant plate should be taken care in this plate also. 

*** 


