
Annexure 

Scrutiny comments on draft Review of Mining Plan &PMCP for Melarasur limestone mine 

over 4.12.5hect in Melarasur village Lalgudi taluk of Trichy district Owned by  

Dr.P.Parkavan Pachamuthu submitted  under rule 17(1) of MCR, 2016 & rule 23 of 

MCDR-2017 for the period from 2017-18 to 2021-22. 

Introduction:  
1. General: Initial of the lessee has changed from R to P on certain pages of report where as 

the consent letter in part-B,GO copy and  Lease deed enclosed as Annexures shows the 
name as R.Parkavan Pachamuthu should be corrected. Depth of working/pits should be 
indicated by including topsoil cover. 

2. The Scheme of Mining/Review of Mining Plan was due for submission on 1.12.2016, 
document submitted after 10 months of the due date.  The reasons for the same may be 

furnished in introduction chapter.  
3. Para 2(b):  The year wise development and production carried-out in the year 2012-13 

cu.m./ton be spelled out in the text from referring co-ordinates, bench RLs, etc with 
respective plans and sections. Reason for huge Ore :waste ratio need to discussed under the 
para.  

4. Para 3.3(i) Exploration: Copy of “Form-J” required under rule 47 of MCDR-1988 for carrying 
out exploration in 2013 has not been submitted,needs to be submitted as annexure and the 
copy of Form-K annexed is incomplete and the details need to be discussed under the para. 

5. Para 3.3(ii)&(iii) Exploitation: Reasons for not operating mine from 2013 onwards need to be 
discussed under the para.  

Part-A 
6. Para 1.0 (b) Geology of lease area: Physical and chemical properties of limestone and its 

varieties occurring in the lease should be discussed under the para (fossilferous beds and 
friable with limestone nodules)in pit –III and Pit-I respectively . Various litho-units of the ML 
based on exploration results with respect to the formation need to be  discussed instead of 
order of super position. The prospecting agency that carried-out exploration work in the 
year 2103 need to be mentioned. 

7. Para 1.0 (d)(ii): The information under the on exploration is not clear and confusing .It is 
mentioned that “exploration carried out in 2013 and form-K already submitted”. In contrary 
to that 34 bore holes have been proposed for the year 2018-19,in page 27 mentioned that “ 
bore holes drilled ,out of lease boundary hence the form-k has not submitted”. Exploration 
need to be proposed as per the Mineral Evidence Rules 2015 of Part -III as applicable to the 
formation.  

8. Para 1.0 (i):Details ,write-up required for reserve &resource calculation as per the sub para 
need to be furnished. It is mentioned under the note that sections are prepared under scale 
1:1000,but, prepared under 1:500,should be corrected. 
The reserve &resource estimated in the document approved in 2013 need to be furnished. 

Entire area has been considered as mineraliesd area and reserve computation made 
without considering Mineral Evidence Rules. Hence, the reserve &resource need to be 
recalculated and the concerned table no.7A-7F should be reconciled accordingly. 
The bulk density considered for reserve &resource calculation is 2.0,whereas the previous 
documents, it was 2.5.Resons for change in BD should be discussed under the para. 
Recovery of limestone appears less than 90%with production details furnished under review 
part. Hence, recovery should be calculated as per actual production data. 

9. The mine is not in operation for last 5 years, the present status of lease under Rule 20 of 
MCR, 2016 and Sec.4A of MMDR Act from State Government may be submitted.  
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10. Para 2.0 Mining: No of benches that are exist pitwise in OB and ore, need to be discussed 
under the para, as the formation is varies as per the observation from the existing pits. 
Existing pit depth including OB should be furnished (refer table-8). 
In view of scrutiny on para 1.0(i),the development and production may be restricted 50m 
beyond the existing pits considering the influence of mineral and not upto the lease end on 
the western side of ML, as it is not proved by exploration. Hence, the table no.10 should be 
redrafted.  

11. Para 2.0(d):The existing dump dimensions with respect to volume and quantity for topsoil 
&OB also to be furnished. The table no.11 may be corrected with respect to the depth 
proved and not upto 26m as furnished. The details furnished under sub para  2.0(e) need to 
be corrected.  

12. Para 5.0:Use of limestone mineral based on the quality need to be discussed, further, the 
physical and chemical composition of mineral waste also to be discussed under the para. 

13. Para 6.0(a): The information furnished under the para is confusing and not clear. The 
industry for which limestone is useful depending on quality should be discussed. 

14. Para 7.0(a):The available facilities at mine site indicated is incorrect. Hence, the facilities 
going to be provided may be discussed under the para. OMS calculation with required 
figures such as working days in a year etc., may be furnished instead of describing for easy 
understanding under the sub para 7.0(b).  

15. Para 8.3.5:The area of 0.92.35hect for afforestation each for all the 5 years under proposed 
column should be verified.The actual figures should be furnished after carrying out 
proposals at the time of submission of Annual report/self-appraisal report as per CCOM 
circular. 

16. Para 8.6:The statement should be clear and it should be on behalf of lessee,the amount of 
BG need to be obtained. According the stamen should be corrected. 

17. All chapters of PMCP, feasibility report, UNFC report should be reconciled as per scrutiny 
for the paras of ROMP. 

Part-B:- 
18. Annexure VII&VIII: The annexures should be annexed to the document. The photograph in 

annexure VII should be visible. Chemical analysis report is not showing the details such as 
date of sample collection, name of mine &Owner,place of sample  Date of issue of analysis 
report. 

19. Copies of environmental clearance and pollution clearance may be submitted. 
20. All annexures and documents should be certified by Qualified Person. 
Plates: 
21. Plate no.III: Surface paln:Top soil &OB dumped by the side of pit-III towards southern side 

should be marked on plan. 

22. Plate no.V Geological sections: The sections drawn are not correct considering total area for 
reserve calculation, it should be redrawn as per the scrutiny remark indicated under para 
1.0 (i). 

23. Plate no.VI,VI-A&VII: As per the guidelines, individual year wise development plans & 
sections need to be prepared as document submitted in A OTFM category. Year wise 
development Production plans should be redrawn as per the scrutiny remark indicated 
under para 2.0. 

24. Plate no.IX: Environment paln has not been prepared in 1:500 scale as required under rule 
32(5)(b) of MCDR-2017.Name of surrounding mines should be labeled. 

25. Plate no.X&XI: Mine working limitations in the pan need to be corrected as per the 
exploration proved. 
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