
Discrepancies observed in the Review of Mining Plan of Dongri Buzurg Mine 
(Area-4.07 Hect.) of M/s MOIL Ltd., located in Tehsil Tumsar, Distt. 
Bhandara (Maharashtra), submitted under Rule 17(1) of MCR, 2016  
 
Text and Plates: 
 

1. In the ‘Mineralogy’ given on page no. 16, specific gravity for the mineral 
occurring in various forms of ore has been discussed. Here, specific gravity 
mentioned for different ores are ranging in between 3.7 T/cuM to 4.85 T/cuM 
whereas in the estimation of reserves/resources, on page no. 22 (refer note 
below), average bulk density has been considered as 3.5 T/cuM. Why? 

2. On page no. 18, under ‘exploration already carried out’, details for 

exploration done for all leases are mentioned. But a brief about the work 
done in the 4.07 ha lease area should also be clearly mentioned. 

3. As mentioned under item (i) on page no. 19, 4 boreholes are proposed namely 
P-18, P-19, P-20 and P-35 but P-18 has not been shown on the plates and 
only 3 boreholes are shown. 

4. The lease is in the hangwall side of the ore body occurring in the other lease 
areas (also held by M/s MOIL Ltd.) and ore is occurring throughout the lease 
area at 184 mRL and below as per the information given in the document. 
Thus, area given under non-mineralized zone within the lease area should be 
reviewed and corrected. 

5. Sectional lines over which geological sections are plotted should be drawn on 
the geological plan. 

6. Techno-economic limit is upto 200 mRL (page no. 21) only and as per the 
geological sections submitted (Plate IV-B), ore body is occurring below 184 
mRL in the lease area. In such case, how reserves have been considered 
under 111 category for the lease area? Thus suitable modifications should be 
done in the reserves, feasibility report and in other proposals. Corrections 
should be done in the plates accordingly. 

7. Development and production figures (actual for 2016-17) should be updated. 
8. EC granted/enclosed for 35000TPM is for the composite area 174.86 ha 

whereas lease for which document is under consideration is of 4.07 ha area. 
Therefore suitable clarification is required regarding MoEF clearances for the 
4.07 ha lease area in particular. 
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