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CHANDIGARH ADMINISTRATION
HOWVE DEPARTMENT

No 37-GOI-HII(3)-2013/

AW )
Chandigarh, Dated the

06082

&

To i
_ " ~\WV
All Administrative Secretaries/ : b
e Head of Department /
r—D Pl m"‘l’ ol Soards / Corporations,
1 w Chandigarh Administration.
‘ Subject! Guidelines regarding examination and processing of mineral
concession proposals under the Mines and Minerals
(Development & Regulation) Act, 1957. .
Sir/Madam,

1

am directed to address you on the subject noted above and to

forward nerewath a copy of letter No. 2/4/2012-M.1V, dated 11.02.2013,
received from Sh. Adhir Kumar Mallik. Under Secretary to the Govt. of India,

Ministry of Mines, New Delhi for information and necessary action.

Yours faithfully,

e s
Superintendent Home Il
For Home Secretary,

Chandjgarh Administration.
o
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No.lldﬂﬂlZ—M.IV
Government of India

Ministry of Mines

x % %

New Delhi, the {1th February, 2013

T 0 -.‘.1- ‘
The Secretary \\\0\ o L
, . e o \ \ .
In charge of Mining and Geology, Q\ q&\ ,.
\ 56 o* __ \()
All State Governments QF‘ v\.\ Ltk . \ q o
(As per the list enclosed). QO 6\" |
0‘5@

Subject: Guidelines regarding examination and processing of mineral
concession proposals upnder the Mines and Minerals (Development &
Regulation) Act, 1957.

Sir/Madam,

You would be aware, the Ministry of Mines has, from time to time, issued
guidelines 1O the State Governments On various aspects of examination and

processing of mineral concession proposals under the Mines and Minerals
(Development & Regulation) (MMDR) Act, 1957. In this regard, the under-

mentioned guidelines {available on the Ministry’s websIliC (www.mines.mc.in) and
also enclosed} may please be referred to:-

(1) Comprehensive guidelines <sued vide letter NO. 7/60/2006-M.IV
dated 24th June, 2009.

(11) Guidelines issued vide letter No. 7/106/2009-M.IV dated 9th
February, 2010.

(iii)  Guidelines issued vide letter No. 7/59/2010-M.IV dated 29th July,
2010.

(1v) Guidelines issued vide letter No. 7/76/2009-M.1V dated 13th
October, 2010.

02. In the context of Hon’ble Supreme Court’s order dated 2.2.2012 i?W.P.
No. 423/2010 and W.P. No. 10/2011 ( 2-G Spectrum Case ), Hon’ble President of
'1dia had made a Special Reference to YTon’ble Supreme Court of India, secking to
kuow whether the only permissible method for disposal of all natural resources
across all sectors and in all circumstances is by conduct of auctions. A five-judge
bench of Hon’ble Supreme Court considered the Presidential Reference, and has
given 1ts opinion On the subject on 17.9.2012, which may please be gone through,
and complied with.



03.  In order to further streamline the procedures relating to processing of the
mineral concession proposals received from the State Governments, it has been
decided that such proposals by the State Governments shall be submitted to the
Ministry of Mines in the revised check-list alongwith necessary papers. The
checklists for RP, PL & ML are enclosed at Annexure-I, 1l and I11.

04. For cases complete in all respects as per previous checklists wherever the
Central Govt. is issuing prior approval, the compliance of additional conditions
prescribed under this letter shall be ensured by the concerned Principal Secretary
of the State Government themselves before execution of mineral concession. In
these cases, additional modifications in the checklists will also be mentioned in the
prior approval sanction letters of the Central Government.

03. In respect of proposals which are under process and where any query has
been raised by the Central Govt. to the State Government, the State Government
shall also submit supplementary checklist covering all additional points prescribed
vide para 3 of this letter alongwith information for fulfillment of query.

06.  With regard to cases referred to in para 5 above, a supplementary checklist

prescribed vide this letter shall also be issued by the Ministry of Mines separately
from the respective subject file.

Yours faithfully,

A

(Adhir Kumar Mallik)
Under Secretary to the Government of India
Telefax No: 23070260

Encls. As above.



F.No. 7/60/2006-MIV
MINISTRY OF MINES
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

New Delhi dated 24/06/2009
To
The Secretaries (Mines & Geology) of the State Governments (as per list attached)

Sub:  Guidelines regarding submission of mineral concession proposals under Section
5(1) of the Mines and Minerals (Development & Regulation) Act, 1957.

Sir,

1 am directed to refer to the New National Mineral Policy, 2008 (NMP),
enunciated by the Government on the 13" March 2008, copy available on the website of
the Ministry of Mines (www mines.nic.in) and to say that the matter has been considered
in detail with reference to Para 4 of the new National Mineral Policy which states that the
provisions of the Mines and Minerals (Development & Regulation) Act, 1957 (MMDR
Act) and the Rules will be reviewed and harmonised with the basic features of the new
National Mineral Policy. As you are aware, Para 3.3 of the Policy states that rhe
procedures for gramt of mineral concessions of all types, such as Reconnaissance permits
(RP), Prospecting Licences (PL) and Mining leases (ML), shall be transparent and
seamless and security of tenure shall be guaranteed to the concessionaires. Further the
Policy lays down that the first-in-time principle in the case of sole applicants and the
selection criteria in the case of multiple applicants will be appropriately elaborated.

2. Guidelines/Instructions of the Ministry of Mines to the State Governments vide
Ministry’s letters of even number dated 10™ April 2006, 1* May 2006 and 15" May 2006,
regarding grant of mineral concessions, processing cases on a checklist, issue of
notifications and grant of priority to applicants under Section 11 of the MMDR Act, etc.
have accordingly been reviewed in the light of the new Mineral Policy and the provisions
of the MMDR Act and the applicable Rules, i.e. Mineral Concession Rules, 1960 (MCR)
and Mineral Conservation and Development Rules, 1988 (MCDR). Draft revised
guidelines were circulated to all State Government vide letter of even no. dated 25.11.2008
for comments/suggestions. A meeting was held under the chairmanship of Secretary
(Mines) on 14.2.09 with Secretaries, Mining and Geology of major mining States, to
consider the suggestion of the State Governments,

3 Accordingly, in supersession of all previous instruction/guidelines in this behalf
the following guidelines are issued for processing of cases under the MMDR Act and
Rules thereunder, and for submission of proposals as per checklist (attached for RP,PL and
ML).

¢
Section 5 of MMDR Act

30 Section 5(1) of MMDR Act provides that a State Government shall not grant a
reconnaissance permit (RP), prospecting licence (PL) or mining lease (ML) to any person
unless such person is an Indian national or a company defined in sub-section (1) of Section
3 of the Companies Act, 1956. In case of a firm or other association of individuals, all lhe
members should be citizens of India.

32 The State Governments are required to check whether an applicant satisfies the
provisions of Section 5(1) before recommending the proposal to the Central Government

3
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for prior approval. Adequate verification of the applicant may be carried out by the State
Government while filling out Column 1 of the checklist.

Section 5(2) (a) of MMDR Act

4.1 Section 5(2) (a) of the MMDR Act provides that the State Government
shall grant mining lease only if it is satisfied that there is evidence to show that the
applied area has been prospected earlier Or existence of mineral content therein has
been established otherwise than by means of prospecting. In Para 6.2 of the
National Mineral Policy, it is stated that the data filing requirements will be
rigorously applied. The data filing requirements are specified in Rule 8 of MCDR.
IBM is being separately instructed to issue guidelines 10 the prospectors on data
filing, and it will be monitoring the filing process closely. In all cases of ML based
on PL as per Section 11(1) (a) it may be ensured that the applicant self-certifies
that he has filed PL data with the IBM in terms of Rule 8 of MCDR. The State
Government should satisfy itself that the data (which will also have been filed with
the State Govt. under Rule 16 of MCR) is adequate to establish mineralization of
the area being applied for ML and state so in Column 3(c) of the Checklist for ML.
A similar procedure will be followed in obtaining self certification with regard to
filing of data with GSI and IBM in respect of PL based on RP, with reference to
Rule 7 of MCR and Rule 3E of MCDR.

472 As per Section 5(2) (a) of the MMDR Act, the State Governments may also
recommend cases for areas not prospected provided they are satisfied about the
establishment of existence of mineralization. In the context of para 7.2 of the new
Policy, which speaks of zero-waste mining and prevention of sub-optimal and
unscientific mining, and para 7.3, which mandates that leascd areas should be such
as to favourably predispose them to systematically and completely extract
minerals, it has been decided that in future the establishment of the existence of
mineralization should not merely be indicative but should be sufficiently quantified
through documentary evidence, etc., so as 10 enable preparation of an optimal and
scientific mining plan. In other words, even if not formally prospected, the detail
should be of a level akin to prospecting.

43  As such details indicating proven/probable reserves as pet UNFC and grade
of ore, along with documentary proof of mineralization are to be enclosed with the
proposal as in col. 4(b) of the checklist for ML.

Section 5(2) (b) of MMDR Act

44  Generally in all cases, the State Government would need to ensure that an
applicant for grant of mining lease obtains an approved mining plan from the I M
after the State Government has issued a grant order in his favour subsequent to the
prior approval of the Central Government. However, in case of applications for
grant of mining lease in Bellary-Hospet region, the State Government, after an
applicant has been shortlisted, should instruct the shortlisted applicant to obtain an
approved mining plan before recommending the proposal to the Central
Government for prior approval. This is in terms of the recommendations of the
NEERI committee on mining in Bellary-Hospet region. Accordingly in respect of
Bellary-Hospet area the State Govemment should indicate in the checklist whether
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the recommended applicant has obtained an approved mining plan in col. 4(c) of
the Checklist. .

Section 6 (1) (b) of the MMDR Act

* 5:] As per the proviso to Section 6(1) (b) of the MMDR Act, if the Central
Government is of the opinion that in the interests of the development of any
mineral, it is necessary so to do, it may, for reasons to be recorded by it in writing,
permit any person to acquire one or more prospecting licences or mining lcases
covering an area in excess of the total area normally permissible under the Act.

52 It has been observed that generally relaxation of area is sought by State
Governments mainly in respect of gold, diamond & other precious stones and
limestone & gypsum. The reason generally given by the State Governments in this
regard is that since the availability of gold and precious stones is very small in
different areas, larger areas have to be worked out for PL and ML. For limestone
the reason given is that limestone is required for captive consumption of cement
units and larger areas are required keeping in view the capacity of the units. In case
of gypsum the deposits arc very shallow for which reason large areas arc required
for mining purposes. The Central Govermment would normally consider such
reasons to be adequate to relax the maximum area norms for grant of PL/ML.

53 In view of the above, the Ministry will consider all such cases for
relaxation of the area limits for PL/ML provided the State Government includes in
col. 9 of the Checklist, in case of minerals like limestone and gypsum, details on

the end-use of the minerals, plant capacity, reserves held by the applicant and
reserves available in the recommended area. In case of limestone, an assessment

would need to be made regarding the requirements for captive consumption of
cement unit based on its capacity and the present availability of captive mines.

Section 6(1) (¢) of the MMDR Act

5.4 Section 6(1) (c) empowers the State Government to allow RP/ PL / ML on an area
which is not compact or contiguous for reasons to be recorded in writing. While, normally
the decision of the State Government in this regard will be accepted if reasons (generally
physical or technical) are attached along with the proposal, the State Governments also
need to consider and certify in the proposal that the land holding limits prescribed for
different minerals as laid down in Rule 22D of the MCR, 1960, (one hectare in case of
float ore deposits, two hectare in case of beach sand minerals and four hectare in case of
all other types of deposits and minerals) are being complied within each of the non-
contiguous and non-compact areas. The State Government should mention the same :{1 col.
6(a) of the checklist for RP and col. 6(c) in the checklist for PL/ML.

Section 7 & 8 of the MMDR Act

6. Section 7 & 8 of the MMDR Act lay down the periods for which a mineral
concession may be granted. The State Government should clearly spécify in col. 3
of the checklist for RP and col. 5 of the checklist for PL/ML the period

recommended for a particular applicant.



Section 11 (1) of the MMDR Act

T As per provision of Section 11(1) of the MMDR Act, where 2
reconnaissance permit of prospecting licence has been granted in respect of any
area, the permit holder or the licensee shall have a prefcrential right for obtaining 2
prospecting licence OF Mining lease, as the €as® may be, in respect of that land over
any other persob if the State Government is satisfied that the permit holder or the
licensee has undertaken reconnaissance operations Of prospecting operations 10
establish mineral TeSOUrces in such land, has not committed any breach of the
terms and conditions of the reconnaissance permit OF the prospccting licence, has
not become ineligible under the provisions of this Act, and has applied for grant of
prospecting licence Or mining lease within three months after the expiry ©
reconnaissance permit Of prospecting licence OfF within such further period 8s
extended by the State Government. para 3.3 of the National Mineral Policy speaks
of making the procedure for grant of mineral concessions transparent and seamless.
Accordingly, the prefercntial right of the concessionaire for the mext stage of
concessions has 10 be accorded absolute weightage- Any other €OUIse of action
may not be able to withstand scrutiny under Section 30 of the MMDR Act a8 well
as of the Judicial Courts, and accordingly prior approval would normally not be
granted t0 another party in such circumstances. ¥

72  In dealing with such cases, the State Government apart from certifying in
the proposal that it is satisfied with the performance of the applicant under Section
11(1) of the MMDR Act, should obtain from the applicant a sclf—certiﬁcation that
he has filed RP report with the GSI and [BM in terms of Rule 7(1) (iii) of

and Rule 3E of MCDR indicate in col. 3() of the checklist for PL/ML, in case an
applicant secks PL after RP, whether the applicant has furnished such a certificate.
Similarly, in case a0 applicant has applied for mining lease after prospccting, the
State Government would indicate whether the applicant has (iled PL report with
{he State Government i terms of Rule 16 of MCR and obtain from the applicant 2
self-certification that he has filed PL data with the IBM in terms of Rule 8 of
MCDR. The State Government would indicate in Col. 3(c) of the checklist for
pL/ML, as the casc may be, that the applicant has furnished the self-certification.
IBM and GSI are being separately instructed to 1SSu® guidelines 10 the prospectors
on data filing for PL and RP respcctively. Further in col. 9 of the checklist for
PL/ML, the State Government should indicate the unique reference number of the
previously held RP or PL (t0 be indicated in all the prior approval letters issued by
the Ministry henceforth), and available on the website of Ministry of Mines.’

Section 11(2) of the MMDR Act

8.1 After excluding cases under gection 11(1) gection 11(2) of MMDR Act deals
with two types of cases for non-notified areas the general principle is first-in-tige. For
notified areas, the principle is capacity and capability and provisions of Section 11(4) will
need to be read harmoniously with these provisions- provisions of gection 11(3) provide
for exception 10 Section 11(2)- Since the procedures 10 the two cases (notified and non-
notified) are distinct, they constitute separate proposals and accordingly the procedure in
cach of the two cases is clarified as under.
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For notified areas (section 11(3) cases)

g2  In case an ared has been notified for grant of mineral concession, then in
terms of Section 11(2) and Gection 11(4) of the MMDR Act, the State Government
<hould consider all the eligible apphicants and select such applicant as it deems fit
in terms of the provisions of Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act.

g3  Under Section 11(4) of MMDR Act @ period of not less than 30 days 1s
required 10 be specified in any Notification. In addition, the first proviso o
Section 11(2) mentions the method of treating applications received prior 10 the
publication of the Notification and not disposed off (before the date of the
Notification). Separately Rule 59(1) (i) requires 2 minimum of 30 days period
between date of notification and date from which the area is available for regrant.
In order to harmonize these provisions, it may be ensured that:

(a)  thestart date of period from which area 18 available for grantfregrant is not
less than 30 days from the date of publication; and,

(b) the period 18 specified, with an end date which is not less than 30 days from
the start date given in (a) above. M

8.4 Notification under Section 11 (4) would generally be for established mineralized
areas while notification under Rule 59(1) would normally be for non-established areas
having been relinquished (though cases under Section 59(1)(c) (d)or (¢) may be for
mineralized areas). AS such, the time period of validity in the two types of cases would
be quite different, being much longer in the case of non established cases. However, an
end date in both types of cases may be mentioned in the :nterest of transparency and fair
play. Tt may be added here that the Ministry has already advised that notification for
regrant shoutd be done within 60 days of the area becoming available.

(1) For, example, if an arca is notified for grant of mineral concession on 1.3.2008, the
date from which the arca would be available for grant/regrant should not be earlier than
1.4.2008. If it is assumed that the arca s available for grant /regrant on 1.4.2008, then this
date would be the starting date for receiving applications and the end date, 10 be specifi
in the Notification, for receiving the applications would be a subsequent date, but not
before 1.5.2008 (see also para 8.16).

8.5 In respect of re-grant cases covered by Rule 59(1), if even after 2 notifications,
no response is received, then that ared need not de notificd further Il a response 1S
received suo-motu and the case may be processcd in terms of Rule 59 (2) on receipt of &
response. Notification under Section 11(4) and Rule 59(1) could be suitably put on the
State Governments website in addition t0 being Gazetted to meet the requirement of the
VMMDR ActMCR.

g.6  ITtmay be noted thati- 5

(a) all applications received befors date of potification and not disposed off prior
1o date of notification; and,

(b) all applications received after the date of notification (but not later than validity
period), would need to be considered as having been received on the same day in
view of the provisions of first proviso 10 Sec. 11(2) of the MMDR Act, and
therefore, all such applications would need 10 be considered simultaneously in

5

ﬁ‘m



terms of Section 1 1(4) of the MMDR Act. In respect of regrant, provisions of Rule
60 MCR may be applied accordingly, treating all premature applications as having
been disposed off in terms of Section 11(2) of the MMDR Act (since they cannot
be entertained), and the applicafts may be informed in each such case. Needless 0
add, in order 10 invoke Rule 60(b) of MCR the Notification has to have specified
such a period, prior 10 which applications are premature.

g7  Sections 11(2) and 11(4) clearly lay down that a period, indicating an end
date which is not less than 30 days from the availability of area for grant, for
receipt of application WO id be specified in the Gazette. More often than not State
Governments do not specify the period by indicating an end date which is not less
then 30 days from the availability of area for grant/regrant, for receipt of
applications in the notification. This leads to judicial findings of arbitrariness,
rendering infructuous the entire process. The State Government, therefore, should
clearly stipulate the period, giving the start date and an end date, within which the
application would be received after the Gazette notification. The period should be
large enough 10 allow a reasonable qumber of applicants 1O apply if they SO choose,
but not so large as 10 delay the purpose of the notification which is to select an
applicant for grant of a concession. The State Government may take a policy

decision based on the nature and size of the area.

8.8 Section 11(3) mentions various criteria for selection from amongst
applications received on the same day (actual or deemed) but the inter-se
weightage of these criteria is not defined. Further, if more than onc applicant has
the capabilities as mentioned in Section 11(3) the choice of applicant becomes
difficult. Since all the eligible applicants are co-equal in terms of chronology; the
choice has to be made on objective selection criteria in a transparent manner.
Normally, the recommendation of a State Government in this regard is acceptable
.f a comparative chart (as per proforma attached) of all the applicants on the
criteria enumerated in Section 11(3) of MMDR Act is available and the State
Government has passed reasoned orders on file for recommending acceptance of
case of a particular applicant and for not recommending the acceptance of the
remaining applicants. The State Governments should, therefore, while sending the
proposal 1o the Ministry, not only enclose the comparative chart based on the
provisions of Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act but should furnish a self-contained
speaking order duly signed by the competent authority.

g9 It maybe added here that Section 11 (2) categorically states in the second
proviso that the State Government may grant the reconnaissance permit,
prospecting licence Or mining lease as the case may be 10 such one of the
applicants as it may deem fit. Clearly the intention is that an arca notified for grant
of a permit cannot be sub-divided further at the stage of consiﬂ(ation of
application only to accommodate multiple applicants. It is, therefore, vised that
when areas areé notified for grant/regrant, they should be divided into manageable
parcels (with details on a map giving Khasra number Of latitude-longitude s
appropriate), applications invited separately and decided in respect of each parcel
without breaking it up at the stage of processing.

8.10 The State Government should, accordingly, provide details in col. 7& 8 of
the checklist in order to take care of the issues discussed above. The details should
adequately satisfy the requirements of the Act and Rules as stated above.
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For non-notified area (Section 11(2)/11(5) cases)

8.11 As per Section 11(2), in a  non-notified area, the applicant whose
application was received earlier will be given preference for grant of RP/PL/ML.
The exception is as provided in the Section 11(5), wherein the State Government
may not follow the main provision for special reasons to be recorded.

8.12  In this connection, Para 3.3 of the new National Mineral Policy states that
the procedures for grant of mineral concessions of all types, such as
Reconnaissance permits (RP), Prospecting Licences (PL) and Mining leases (ML),
shall be transparent and seamless and security of tenure shall be guaranteed to the
concessionaires. Further the Policy lays down that the first-in-time principle in the
case of sole applicants and the selection criteria in the case of multiple applicants
will be appropriately elaborated. '

8.13  Accordingly, the first-in-time principle must be the norm and the Central
Govt. would normally not favour an exception to this principle. The State
Government should clearly specify the special reasons for not choosing the earlier
applicant and recommending the grant of RP/PL/ML to a subsequent applicant if it
intends to do so. It has been generally noticed that the State Governments have
been invoking the parameters given in Section 11(3) of MMDR Act while giving
priority to later applicants under Section 11(5) of MMDR Act. It is pointed out that
conditions at Section 11(3) are appropriate to choose from amongst applicants
applying on the same day [real or deemed under Section 11(2)], and the conditions
under Section 11(3) are not the same as the special reasons mentioned in Section
11(5) of the Act. As per Section 11(2) of the MMDR Act, the first-in-time
principle can be swept aside only for special reasons as mentioned in Section 11(5)
of the Act and these special reasons have to be stronger than the matters referred to
in Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act. Moreover, special reasons have to be
exceptional by their very nature and not routine or obvious,

8.14 In view of the express provisions in the Policy with regard to transparency
and selection criteria in the case of multiple applicants, State Governments need to
adopt and apply a uniform and publicly stated Policy on Special Reasons. Special
reasons could be those which form part of the State Mineral Policy or other duly
notified policy document, so that the special reasons are objectively founded and
are not perceived as being formulated to suit requirements on a case by case basis.
Since these would be State-specific, these guidelines cannot exhaustively define
special reason. However, the special reasons should be in the public interest and
for economic development and must be capable of withstanding legal s#rutiny. All
States are advised to make available a copy of the applicable policy to this
Ministry, and make specific reference to the policy it they seek to apply the
provisions of Section 11(5) of the MMDR Act.

8.15 State Governments, if they feel such reasons exist and may be required to be
applied, may consider formulating special reasons under Section | 1(5) separately for RP
(while it is exclusive), LAPL (when it becomes available), PL and ML, and while doing
so, may ensure that the special reasons are relevant to the current concession applied for
and not to some future concession (or to subsequent stage) as that may be legally voidable.



8.16  In this connection, it may be noted that Para 7.5 and para 7.6 of the new National
Mineral Policy state that use of equipment and machinery which improve the efficiency,
productivity and economics of mining operations and safety and health of persons working
in the mines and surrounding areas shall be encouraged. Further in order to improve the
competitive edge of the national mining industry, emphasis shall be laid on
mechanization, computerization and automation of the existing and new mining
units. These provisions could serve as the guiding principles for framing Ospecial reasons
for the purpose of Section 11(5) of the MMDR Act provided that the State Government
applies these principles uniformly in all cases. The State Government must also ensure
that the special reasons are duly notified, and do not keep on changing. If a new [Jspecial
reason is to be added, it should be notified well in advance, and should apply

prospectively.

8.17 It has been seen that in some cases, State Governments have been invoking
the provisions of Section 11(5) of the MMDR Act in order to divide an area
amongst more than one applicant. This would be against the previsions of Section
11(2) which gives preference to an earlier applicant unless there is a clear reasoned
finding that the capacity or capability of the earlier applicant is not commensurate
with the area applied for. The Central Government will henceforth not give prior
approval to proposals for accommodating multiple applicants at the cost of the
first-in-time principle or the capacity & capability principle as the case may be.
Recommendation to the Central Government

8.18  In the case of First Schedule minerals, a recommendation of an applicant is
disposal in so far as the State Government is concerned, under proviso to Rule 63A
of the MCR. 1960. As such this is an order against which revision lies with Central
Government under Section 30 of the MMDR Act, 1957. It is necessary, therefore,
in the interest of justice and fair play, that in all cases of recommendations of an
applicant, the State Government while recommending the case to the Ministry, also
informs all unsuccessful applicants of the reasons why another application is being
recommended under Section 11(2) or 11(3) as the case may be, and sends a
complete case for the prior approval of the Ministry. The reasons must clearly
address the issues in respect of earlier in time and capacity & capability principles
as applicable. By doing so, the possibility of a revision application at a later stage
after grant of prior approval by the Ministry will be reduced and the delay in
execution of a mining lease agreement avoided. Details of the status in this regard
may be entered in Col. 8 of the Checklist,

For Reserved Areas

9.1 Proposals have been received recently where the State Government have
recommended grant of ML/PL on an area reserved under Section 17A(2) in favour of a
Public Sector Undertaking (PSU), which intends to form a joint venture (JV) wigh a
private party, generally by calling for Expression of Interest (EOI) and selecting one of the
applicants. The intention presumably is that the concession would then be transferred by
the PSU to the JV.

9.2 Para 4 of the National Mineral Policy states that in mining activities, there shall be
arms length distance between State agencies that mine and those that regulate. There shall
be transparency and fair play in the reservation of ore bodies to State agencies on such
areas where private players are not holding or have not applied for exploration or mining,
unless security considerations or specific public interests are involved. Similarly, the
intention of reservation of any area under the provisions of the MMDR Act is to allow PL
or ML for undertaking prospecting or mining operations through a Government company

10




or corporation owned orf controlled by Central Government or State Government.
Therefore it is necessary that any JV to whom the PL / ML is proposed to be given
subsequently by transfer under Rule 37 of MCR must necessarily conform to the
principles of the reservation i.e. the ownership or control of the company conducting
operations lies with the State Government,

93 Morcover, justas selection of an applicant in grant of mineral concession, where the
State Government has notified an area needs to be in terms of Section 11 (3) of the
MMDR Act, in the case of reserved areas, it is necessary that if a PSU seeks to enter into
any Joint Venture with a private sector company in order to exploit a concession in a
reserved area that the process of selection of such joint venture partner should also satisfy
the norms set out in the Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act.

9.4 State Governments should, accordingly, indicate in the forwarding proposal
seeking PL/ML for PSUs in reserved areas whether the PSU intends to get ipto a JV, and if
so. the State Govemnment needs to also indicate the procedure adopted/proposed to be
adopted to identify a JV partner, including evaluation of the EOUREP for selecting the JV
partner in accordance with the provisions of Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act.

Col. 14 of the Checklist may be entered keeping in view the above.

Section 30 of the MMDR Act

10,1  As per the provisions of Section 30 of the MMDR Act, the Central Government
may. of its own motion or on application made within the prescribed time by an aggrieved
party. revise any order made by a State Government or other authority in exercise of the
powers conferred on it by or under this Act with respect to any mineral other than a minor
mineral.

102  The first proviso to Rule 63 A of Mineral Concession Rules, (960 provides that
disposal of applications of mineral concession means, in case of applications for grant of
mineral concession for First schedule mineral, either a recommendation to the Central
Government or a refusal to grant the mineral concession under Rule 5 of MCR for RP,
Rule 12 of MCR for PL and Rule 26 of MCR for ML. It has been generally noticed that
the State Governments have been recommending an application to the Central
Government seeking prior approval, but do not communicate the same to the other
applicants. In this context, it is pointed out that as per first proviso to Rule 63A of MCR, a
recommendation to the Ministry of Mines in favour of a particular applicant is a disposal
of that application and for this reason it is an order of the State Government for purpose of
Section 30. Clearly, any other applicant may be aggrieved by such a recommendation and
as such his right under Section 30 arises from the date of the recommendation subject to
knowledge. The Mines Tribunal has been condoning delay in revision for reasons of want
of knowledge. As such in the interest of speedy disposal of concession applications, and to
reduce the scope for a revision application, it is desirable that the State Government
communicate the factum of decision to make a recommendation to the Central
Government to all interested parties (i.e. other applicants) at the same time that the
recommendation is forwarded to the Central Government. It may be noted here ghat
communication of the factum of recommendation of one applicant is communication of an
established fact and is not linked with rejection or non-rejection of the other applications,
and as such this issue need not be linked to the communication of refusal to unsuccessful
applicants under Section 10(3) of the MMDR Act. It is important to give reason at this
stage itself, since non-recording of a reasoned order may result in the Tribunal exercising
its revisionary power in favour of the revision-applicant. !

Accordingly, in all cases where a recommendation is made t0 the Central Govt.
under Section 5(1) of the Act, the State Government may ensure that the following actions
are undertaken while dealing with and disposing off the application:

11
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Ensure all the applicants have been given a reasonable opportunity of
being heard under Rule 5(1) for RP, Rule 12 (1) for PL and Rule 26 (1)
for ML, after giving due notice.

(1) The documents or records on the basis of which a decision will be made
have been specifically asked for. In this connection the provisions of Rule
12(1B) of the MCR need to be kept in view in respect of PL; Rule 5(2) of
MCR for RP, and Rule 26 (2) of MCR for mining lease.

(111) In case time schedules specified in Rule 63A MCR have not been adhered
to, reasons for delay are given in writing as per second proviso to the
Rule.

h j(iv) A proper record of the intimations/ notice served on the applicants for the
hearing has been kept.

(v) Sufficient time for the applicants has been given to rgspond or be present
in the meeting,.

(vi)  Hearing has been undertaken by a competent authority. Written
submission may be encouraged, and kept on record.

(vii)  Speaking orders have been prepared after the completion of the hearing
process recording the decision to recommend a particular applicant, giving
the reason for selecting him in preference to other applicants, within the
parameters of Section 11(3) or 11(5) as the case may be.

(viii) The speaking order has been communicated at least in brief to all the
interested parties or published on the web-site.

(ix) A copy of the speaking order has been attached alongwith the proposal

forwarded to the Central Government for obtaining prior approval, clearly

indicating if it has been communicated to all the interested parties and if

so on what date.

10,3  State Governments are further advised that rejection of an application solely on
the grounds of non-presence is not appropriate since Rule 26(1) for ML and Rule 12(1) for
PL and Rule 5(1) afford an opportunity to the applicant to be heard. But this is only an
opportunity, and does not cast an onus on the applicant, particularly as there is a separaic
provision to deal with deficiency of material in support of the application where the onus
is on the State Government to issue notice for making good the deficiency. In case the
applicant has not attended the hearing conducted by the State Government, the decision
should be based on the documents etc. available on record.

10.4 It is emphasized here that following the above practice would not only increase the
transparency in grant of mineral concessions, but also lead to reduction in revision
applications. Accordingly, the State Governments, while forwarding the proposal, should
also certify that the above-mentioned actions have been completed in Col. 12 of the

Checklist.

10.5  Refusal orders to concerned applicants under Section 10 (3) of the MMDR Act
would then be issued after the receipt of the prior approval of the Central Government in
favour of the successful applicant. #

Miscellaneous matters

(a) Availability of area for regrant to be notified under Rule 59 of MCR

11.1. Rule 59 of MCR lays down that no area, which was previously held or
presently held under a reconnaissance permit or a prospecting licence or 2 mining
lease, or has been reserved by the Government for any purpose other than mining,
or where order granting a permit or licence or lease has been revoked, or the area

12
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has been reserved under Section 17 or 17A of the MMDR Act, shall be available
for regrant of mineral concession' unless the availability of the area for grant is
notified in the Official Gazette specifying a date (being a date not earlier than
thirty days from the date of the publication of such notification in the Official
Gazette) from which such area shall be available for grant.

1.2 However, it has been generally noticed that State Governments, more often than
not , not issue a Gazette notification and in many cases do not de-reserve the area if it was
earlier reserved for exploitation by the public sector, and approach Central Government for
relaxation of the provision of Sub-Rule 59(1). The underlying principle behind notification
n the official Gazette is that information is available to the public at large and people who
are interested for taking the area are able to apply. The action of State Governments in
many cases in not notifying the area in the Official Gazette and recommending a particular
applicant for grant of RP/PL/ML is not as per the requirement of this Rule, and is open to
legal challenge.

1.3 The State Government in such cases should follow the pn;cedure laid down in
Rule 59(1) of MCR rather than approaching the Central Government for relaxation of the
provisions under Rule 59(2) of the MCR. It is also advised that all Notifications should be
published with Map/Sketch of the area. Latitude and Longitudes should be indicated for
RP cases and PL cases covering large area and khasra numbers of the area notified for ML
cases and PL cases of small area within one village. Relaxation of Rule 59(1) of MCR
should only be sought on very exceptional grounds to be specified in each case, and not as
a general norm.

114 The State Government would be required to indicate clearly in the Checklist
whether the area being recommended for grant of mineral concession has been granted
under a RP/PL/ML in the past, and if so, whether the State Government has notified the
area in terms of Rule 59 of MCR and if not, then whether the State Government is seeking
relaxation under Rule 59(2) of the MCR. Special reason need to be given if relaxation is
being sought in view of the normal applicability of Rule 59(1) of MCR.

(b) Communication of prior approvals

i In order to ensure transparency and reduce delays, where due to information being
incomplete, a back reference is made to the State Government concerned, a copy will be
endorsed to the applicant in case the information is to originate from him. Similarly
disposal of recommendation cases (approval or return) will also be endorsed to the
applicant.

13. In addition to endorsing communication of prior approvals for ‘mineral
concessions to IBM, the Ministry wiil henceforth be endorsing prior approvals for RP to
GSl also. State Governments are requested to endorse a copy of the reconnaissance permit
executed to the GSI and a copy of prospecting licence / mining lease to the IBM, so that
data filing requirement under Rule 7 and Rule 16 of MCR and Rule 8 of MCDR are
enforced by GSI/IBM. The RP/PL/ML holder should, while filing data with e State
Governments, simultaneously file the data directly with GSI/IBM. as per the requirement
of the Rules. Both GSI and IBM w.ll be lisising with the State Governments in this regard
in the State Geological Programming Board and other fora.

14. The data regarding mineral concession proposals approved by Ministry of Mines
may be verified from time to time from the Ministry website and discrepancy if any may
be brought to the notice of Ministry of Mines. On receiving any letter conveying the prior
approval of Ministry of Mines, the authenticity of the approval may be verified by cross
checking the updated status displayed in the website of Ministry of Mines. The Letter of

13
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ent only after verification of the prior

Intent (LOT) should be issued by the State Governm
inistry as well as IBM.

approval and a COPY of the LOI may be endorsed to the M

15 The Ministry will now be entering the date of grant order/letter of intent in its

Internet database, and would be sending a monthly statement giving details of the names

of the applicant. mineral, area details and date of issue of letter conveying prior approval
to the concerned State Government. The Ministry would also enclose 2 list of such cases
where subsequent (0 grant of prior approval by the Ministry of Mines, the grant
order/letter of intent 10 grant mineral concession issued by the State Government iS still
awaited. This would facilitate continued reconciliation of data at both ends. The Ministry
of Mines would also be monitoring such cases where discrepancy has been detected in the
reconciliation exercise, and the action taken by the concerned State Government il such
cases. '

o force with immediate effect. The State Governments are
|s in accordance with the above mentioned guidelines, and

16, The guidelines come int
ed checklist, to facilitate their expeditious disposal.

requested to process all proposa
submit the proposals as per the revis

17 The Central Government will be processing all cases (including those presently
pending with it) in accordance with these guidelines.
s/d

(Gaurav Kumar)
Deputy Secretary to the Government of India
Tele: 23384334
Copy 0
1. The Director General, GSL, 27,J.L. Nehru Road , Kolkata.
2., The Controller General, IBM, Indira Bhawan, Civil Lines, Nagpur.
3, DGMs of all States
4. To all 1S </Directors/DSs in Ministry of Mines
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No T106/2009-M 1V
Government of Tndia
Mimstry of Mines

o New Delhi, the 9th Febryary. 2010

[

The Secretary

(In charge of Mining and Geology),

All State Governments

{As per list enclosed)
Subject Policy regarding “special reasons’ 0 be mentioned by the State

Governments while invoking Section 11 (5) of the MMDR Act, 1957,
i ks

The undersigned i directed v refer to the guidelines isshed by this Ministry vide

letter No. 7/6072006-M.1V dated 24™ June, 2009 for processing and submission of
minersl concession proposals for prior approval of the Central Governmenl. The
guidelines are also available on the website of the Ministry (www,mings.aic.in).
3 Para B 14 of the guidelimes lavs down that the State Governments need (o adopt
Al oapply aunitorm and publicly stated policy on *Special  Reasons' while
recemmending a mineial concession proposal in fwvour of a later apphcant for a non-
notificd area under Seetion 11 (5) of the MMDR Act, 1937, *Special réasons” could be
thase which form part of the State Mineral Policy or other duly notificd policy document,
so that the “special reasons’ are objectively and untformly founded. [t further says that
the "special reasons” should be in public interest and for ceonamic developmient and miist
be capable of withstanding Icgni scrutiny, Accordingly, all States were advised to make
available a copy of the apphcable policy to this Ministey. and make spuecific reference to
Heopeliey while seeking tninvake the provisions of Section L1510l the MMDR Act.

However, it has been observed that in mast cases the State Palicy referred to by
the State Governments has insufficiendy deterministic parameters. The States have also
been unable ta determine ‘special reasons® sepurately as suggested in para 8.15 of the

guidelines. ai

4 All these aspects were discussed in the 2™ mecting of the Central Coordination-
% . .
cum-Empowered Commitjee (CHCH held on 22™ December, 2009, Based on an analy 3is
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of the cases fuiling under gection 11 [5) 23 well as the ¢ons
Governments 10 the said meeting: it has been decided that gpecial reasons’ A8 mentioned

helow may be sdopued 80d applicd bY Suate Goyermnents while ceconumending mineral

cONCESSIon oroposals under Section 11(5) of the At

(1) Exhapstan of captive capacity

(7) Spesial tachnology

&1} Ownership of the land af the wcommendct‘u ared

(4) Considening an adjoining 3t for mining " the interest ol scientific and
systermatic mining and reduction in harrier Joss.

Provided they are used consistently in all cascs

(5) MOU cases. where 3 plany/industry has already beet aet up on the pasts of
' an MOU but mineral concession not yel gran ths MOU, pre i

that all such MOUs will be \reated 85 8 single class (without distinction of
size, quaniom of investment etc), and the first-in-time within $is clads will
e accorded the first fight. '

3 The above-m\:nﬁnned puidelines come ity oreE with immediaté cffect. The

sted 1o process and submit proposals falling undet Sevlion

Staie Giovernments are Feque
11(3) of the Act Yoeping in VIEW these guidelines. 10 facilitate theif expeditious disposal.

3 The Centy ol Government
pending with ity in aecordance with these guldelines.

will be pmr,css'mg all cases (ineluding those presently

Lery ((+H
The Director General, o8y, 2741 Nehru Road, folkata,

Bl The (Controller Cenesal, 1BM, Indird Bhawan, Civil Lines. Nagpur-
3 pGMs of all States
4 Toall ]szDimtor&’DSs in Ministy of Mines



No.7/59/2010-M.TV
Government cf India
Ministry of Mines

New Delhi, the 29th luly, 2010
To

The Secretary
(In charge of Mining and Geology),
All State Governments/UT Administrations

Subject:  Guidelines regarding speedy processing of mineral
concessions and retum of mineral concession proposals
where Information/clarification  from ~ the State
Governments ls not received timely.

Sir,

The Ministry of Mines has been emphasizing the need for
expeditious processing and dispesal of mineral concession proposals
sent by the State Governments seeking prior approval of the Central
Government under the MMDR Act, 1957. ;

2. It is, however, seen that In a large number of cases, the
information/documents submitted along with ‘the proposals are
insufficient, which makes it difficult for the Ministry to process such
proposals In accordance with the provisions of the Act and the rules
and guidelines framed thereunder. In all such cases, necessary
information/clarifications/documents are sought from the State
Governments. Copy Is endorsed to the applicant (in case there Is no
adverse interest) to enable faster processing and obtalnlng of
information. The status Is also given In & web-based application on
the Ministry’'s website, to enable easy monitoring. The Ministry has
been, from tme to time, sending list of cases pending with the State
Governments with the request to expedite thelr comments/reply. This
matter Is also regularly reviewed In the various meetings held In the
Minlstry with the State Secretarles including the meetings of the
Central Empowered Committee. While in several cases, ‘responses
are recelved and cases finalized on that basls, It Is also noticed that In
many cases desplite lapse of many months no response Is recelved,
and the matter remalns pending with no conclusion in sight.




a2

3 All aspects of the matter have been considered by the Ministry,
and it has been decided that the mineral concession proposals in
which clarifications/Information/documents have been sought by the
Ministry from the State Governments, and where there has been
no response from the State Govarnments within a period of six
months, will be returned to the State Governments, and will
be treated as closed In the Ministry. If the State Governments
later resubmit such proposals along with the requisite
information/documents (and complying with the provisions of the
Act/Rules/Guidelines applicable at the time), they will be treated as
fresh cases. s

4. All State Governments are requested to please note the above
decision for information and guidance. To ensure effective response,
it Is suggested that:

(1) State Governments ensure that all proposals conform to the
provisions not only of the Act and Rules, but also of the guldelines
thereunder {in particular guidelines dated 24.6.09, 25.5.09, 9.2.2010
and 3.6.2010);

(Ii) A monitoring mechanism Is instituted under the chairmanship of
the Secretary in charge of the Department of Mines In the State to
review each month list of cases pending for clarification based on the
information system developed In the State and supported by the data
made available on the Ministry's website and list of pending cases
sent by the Ministry; and

(iii) Where response within six months’ time has been difficult due to
coordination problems within departments of the State Government,
the matter should be taken to the State Level Coordination
Committee for a resolution of the Issue and devising appropriate
State level procedures.

5.  Please Inform us of the action being taken with regard to the
suggestions at para 4 above. The matter will also be discussed In the
next meeting of the Central Empowered-cum-Coordination
Committee.
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. £ No. 7/76/2008-MIV
MINISTRY OF MINES
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

Nesw Delhi dated! > October, 2010

“th

To
The Sacretaries (Mines & Geology) of the State Governments

(as pet fist attached)

Supb. Guidelines regarding submission of maps along

with mineral

Sir,
| am directed to refer 1o the Guidelines on the above mentioned subject ‘.
Issued vide this Minisiry's letiers of sven number dated 26™ Septamber, 2009 and 3" o !
June, 2010 and to say that it is still being observed that the maps accompanying the
proposals are not clear and specific. The matter has. therefore, been reconsidered
in the light of availability of GPS/DGPS
the State Revenue Departments under the National
Programme (NLRMF) and \he Survey of India (Soh) project of establishing @ Nationa!

Ground Control Paint Library (GCPL).

P

E———
S o S

2 in this conneciion, it s recognized thal the purpose and tevel of utility and
mnc?olmmtubowdghed ngalnstlmcnsto!daln collection. In the cass
dﬂPuﬁPL.mm:ulmmsmmenwm“nmwlw
period (upto 8 years) and the areas are also relatively large, the utility of using GPS
\0 define the area is clear. The fact that thase poinis may nat have the presumption
of truth in case the land records aystem of the State has not been digitized i of

relatively b8 importance.

3 lnthecaseo!mnimmu;simmelmammaipﬁmubludmmo
|snd records, which has the presumption of truth, description by GPS when that is
not the basis for the jand record will have limited utility, and will not be of use in legal
delermination of lease boundaries, though he system may be useful for the mine

poundanas with @ loase area.
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4.

Accardingly. in partial supersession of the eallar instruction/guidelinas lssued

n tvs behalf, the following Teviead guidelines are Issued for procassing of cases
undet the Mines and Minerais (Development & Reguiation) Act, 1967 and Rules
W.wamamwmmmmmdm;mby
applcants/Mineral Associations: P

\ ( FotReconcaitsaice Puk(BEY

®)

@ In the proposals for RP covedng mare than ons vilage, the map
should be drawn Up In the scale of 1:25000 of 1:50000.. M the
proposed area for RP ls more than 25 3gm. then the map can be In '
the scale of 1:250,000. R e S

(i) The map should show at least thiee permanent ground , contro
pointu/refarence points Viz. crossing of road, religious place, river,
vilage eto for all the maps. ~ © ..o i g

(i) Tha GPS coordinales fof the area proposed should be detsrmined by
the RP applicant. (The GPS points should be with refersnce to ihe
GCPL of SoUNLRMP points, Hf they exist). e

(i) For PLs covering more than one vilage the map should be drawn up
in the scale of 1:25000 or 150,000, For PLa within one viliaga the map
should ba in te scale of 1:4000 (or cadastral scale applicable in the
State). A

() The GPS coordinates for PL may be determined by the nppﬂunt md ; ol

shown accordingly on the map. (The GPS points should be with
refaranca to tha GCPL of Soi/NLRMP points f they exist).

() The map should show at least three permanent wnd control
points/reference points viz. crossing or Ma.““ﬁm;ﬁﬂl. diver,
village elc. Hitgetes : ek



{iv) The map should clearly show the surveylkhasard number Including
part numbers and the area in respect of each number/par AUMDE for
aii maps which are in the cagasiral scale.

(©) For Mining Leases (MLak _

@ mmemtbemadsswmu. |

@) The GPS coordinales should be shown only in respect of Taluka/
Disiricts whecsin GCPL Points of SOUNLRMP exist. I all other cases,
the IBM wil roqunmsPs coordinates from the ML applicant at the
stage of approval of Mining Piln. Howaver, ML applicant should
profarably show three referenca points viz., crossing of road, roliglous
place, river etc. available in the lease area/naarby area in the Map.

N, For undemarcaled sreas/Forest COmpamna:u. GPS rateundnc' may be
provided for RP/PUML even if he area i not covered by oePL of
SoUNLRMP, ss no aitsmative o belier record. are avaliable to fix the

i, IfmmulmemmmampshwdgiWMnimdﬂ\l
mmmmmwmuum-u sides and also e

IV. In case of @ Foresl compartment, lacations of minaral boncessions
(RPPLML) already granted of recommendad must be shown on the map 80
that a compiete picture i§ avaiable.

Y.  Wherever the DGPS Survey 1s completed by State Governments Revenue
Departments for any Taluka/District under e NLRMP, the GPS coordinates
In the prescribed format of the State Land Records are to be supplied In the
map along with the mineral concession application. :

Vi (fan ares falls within the geo-data contrel points of the Survey of india In thelt
GCPL, the same ahould be clearly shown in the map.

o
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yi. Detals of adjacent areas for which othar applications ar@ pending of
recommended 88 wall as he axisting PLaMLS/RP8 in the adjacent Breas
should ba shown in the map.

Vill. In 8ll cases where the ared is not compact and contiguous. adequate details
regarding the area left oul in between applied for areas shoukd be given 10
erublepmporwednﬁana!mrmomw:ynonwmiguommamedaw

pe approved.

. In cass of muitiple applicants peing recommendad in @ single proposal,
geparats maps for each applicant should be furnished shawing tm! applied
and the recommandad ared of each applicant.

x.  The map along with mineral concassion should claarly show tha applied area
and the recommended area, duly colcur.oodadfmuamd

xi. The map should contain the signature, name, designalion, data and seal of
tha authorized signalory of the State Government which 1§ forwardging the

proposal.

3 Al State Govmnenufur Administration ars requested 1o ansure that thesé
guidelines 8re scrupulousfy complied with By all concerned. 10 case maps are
incomplete, tha proposal will be retumned.

]
4 The sbove guidelnes will come into force with effect from the-issue of e
same. The State Governmants will then have to process all proposals in accordance

with (he above mentionad guidelines.
Yours lalmn.ﬁw,

(Bhupal Nanda)
Direciof
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(Annexure -I to Letter no. 2/4/2012-M.1V dated 11. 2 .2013)
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S.No.

CHECK LIST FOR MININGLEASES (ML)

Items

'of
Government

State|

rl(a)

| Name of applicant (s)

11(b)

Complete Address

1(c)

E mail

I (d)

Phone number of contact person

1 (e)

Nationality of the applicant,- in case of
individual, or, in cas€ of company, details of
registration under sub-section 3(1) of
Companies Act. = :

g 2(a)

| Date  of application and whether the

required under MMDR Act/Rules/Guidelines

application is complete in ‘all respects ag{- 7 %

2(b)

vant Section under which prior
a;p akf"ts being sought may be indicated)

Whe!her theltapp!ication is for fresh grant or® —

2(c)

| Section .of Act/-Rules under, which case is-}

| being'semt € 11 ( 1) : seamléss; 11.(2) + 11(3):

| notified area;’11 (2)  first in time ; 11 (2) + 11

) (5L Jg,pez:ml—réa:s.ons)
|

apphca‘uon given to all the applican‘ts as
pm\\ded 1o Sgction 10(2) of the MMDR Av..t
| 195

\eriher a.cknowfed,gcment ,pf rct:elpf of the

| Whether the subject area falls in the Fifth
Schedule area: of .thg State
the propasal is compliant to relevant Central
legislations,, State ]awsfrulcsfregulauons, court
cases, etc.

gpd if 50, whether {

prospecting operations in the arca applied for?
If so, number and date of the letter of Ministry
of Mines through which prior approval had

been accorded for grant of prospecting licence
(Unique reference number of the previously

.. | held PL indicated'in the prior approval letter
| issued by the Midistry, also available on the |-

website of Minisiry of Mines, to bé mentioned)

Whether the applicant hnmself has conducted |

4(b)

4

1i(1) ot the MMDR Acl, 1957, whether. the
applicant has filed apphcalmn within
prescribed time. (In case the State Govt. has
accorded relaxation of the time limit
prescribed under proviso (d) of Section 11(1)
of the Act, a copy of the speaking order passed-
| by the State Govt. in this regard to be

_enclosed,) ) = $rosigs

In case of grant of preferen¢e unde Secnon '

23
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4(c) | Whether the applicant has enclosed a self
‘ certification that he has filed prospecting
+ report with the 1BM in terms of Rule 8 of
| MCDR, 1988.

3(a) Mineral (s) applied for, and which of them are

Schedule minerals.

Details of mineralization in the recommended
area (in terms of UNFC) indicating reserves
and resources, and grade of ore (documents
indicating how the calculation of reserves was
done to be enclosed).

In case of ML proposals relating to district
Bellary of Karnataka State, please indicate
whether a mining plan duly approved by
Indian Bureau of Mines inter-alia containing a
plan for dumping of waste material In a
scientific manner in lease arca has been
obtained by the applicant? (Copy of the
mining plan to be enclosed)

Period for which ML:
a) applied for by the applicant
| b) recommended by the State Government

I. 7(a)

|
|

" Area recommended, clear demarcation with

\ Survey Nos. / Khasra Nos. as well as longitude

| and latitude on Survey of India toposheet/
maps to be indicated and sent in triplicate
(details of recommended area to be given with
geo-referenced coordinates)

[ 7(o) | Total area held by the applicant under ML

(excluding the instant proposal) in the State:
(A copy of application submitted by the
applicant in Form I to be enclosed.)

7(c)

i
|
|

Whether the area is compact and contiguous.
If not, reasons for invoking the proviso to
Section 6(1)(c) of the Act (reasons recorded
by the State Government 10 be attached in a
separate sheet with the proposal)

17(d)

Whether non-compact and non-contiguous
areas so recommended individually satisfy the
provisions of Rule 22D of the MCR, 1960.

76e)
1

In case the applicant is a subsidiary company
or a holding company then the total area held
by such company / recommended for grant of
ML in favour of its holding company in its
name or in the name of other subsidiary
companies under mining lease(s) in that State.

8(a)

Whether the State Government has notified the
area, and if so, the notification date and
starting and the closing date of the notification
to be indicated. (Copy of the notification fo
also be attached).
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' 8(b) | In case of notified area, whether the StateI
| ' Government has indicated in the notification
|! | the parameters, and reasons likely to be
| considered for selecting applicants.
'8(c) | Whether comparative statement of the merits
li in terms of parameters laid down in Section 11
{ (3) (as per Appendix to this check-list) duly |
| notitied is autached. ‘
9a) | Whether the State Government has enunciated
a public policy stating special reasons for
invoking Section 11 (5) by giving preference
in grant of mineral concessions. If so, a copy
of the same should be attached. i
In case of non-notified area, evaluation on the
terms of *special reasons’ under Section 11(5),
as per public policy notified by the State Govt.
or as per guidelines on the subject issued by
the  Ministry of Mines vide letter
No.,7/106/2009-M.IV  dated 9" February,
" 2010; also to be included. Comparative chart
1o indicate in chronological order the dates of
., applications of each applicant.

9 () ‘ Whether speaking orders on the outcome of
' hearing have been passed after the completion
| of the hearing process and all parties intimated
- of the reasons for recommending the party
' (copy of the speaking order and intimation to
| parties to be attached with the
| proposal)

_— ek

o)
—
=

10 | (i) Where relaxation under Section 6(1)(a) or
JSecu'on 6(1) (c), Section 31 of MMDR Act
] ' and Rule 59 of MCR is required, reason and
| Justification in support of the request should be
| given in a separate sheet.
1 | Whether the arca recommended is available
| for grant o -
| Where application could not be disposed of
- within the time limit prescribed in Rule 63 A
_of MCR. please give reasons in attached sheet.
Whether the documents or records on the basis
- of which dezision to grant concession will be t
taken had been specifically asked from all the !
+ applicants, in terms of the provisions of Rule ’
. 22 of MCR.
| 13(b) | Whether all the applicants have been given a
reasonable opportunity of being heard under
Rule 26 for ML after giving proper notice (a i
brief note on the procedure jollowed and ,
details of hearing to be given as Annexure). | |

| Whether a proper record of the intimations/ | -

[PS]
5
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notice served on the applicants for the hear{ng
has been kept

- Whether h::an'_ﬁé__ﬁas been undertaken by a

Whether sufficient time for the applicants has

been given to respond or be present in the

meeting.

competent authority (written submission to be
encouraged, and kept on record.)

Whether speaking orders have been prepared

~after the completion of the hearing process
recording the decision to recommend a
- particular applicant, giving the reason for
| selecting

him in preference to other applicants, within

" the parameters of Section 11(3) or 11(5) as the

case may be,

Whether the speaking order has been
communicated (ar least in brief) to all the
applicants or put on public domain (web-site

| or notice board etc). A copy of the speaking

order to be attached alongwith the proposal.

Whether any Revision Application/Writ

' Petition is pending in respect of whole or part

of the area covered by this proposal; if so,
please give details

If any Public Sector undertaking has sought

reservation of the area (give details of the

| reservation application filed with the State

- Government)

' Whether reservation has been sought after the

area was notified by the State Government for
grant of ML

(a): |

['1f the recommendation is in favour of a Public

Sector Undertaking, whether the area proposed
to be granted is reserved for exploitation by
Public Sector? (copy of the notification

| reserving the area in terms of MMDR Act and

Rules framed thereunder to be enclosed)

il
L

=

In case of reservation for State Agencies
whether State Government is incorporating
conditions under Rule 27(3) of MCR 1960 as
follow:

i) Mining operations will be undertaken
through a Govt. company or corporation
owned or controlled by Central Govt. or
State Gowt.

i) Any JV to whom the ML is proposed to
be given subsequently by transfer under
Rule 37 of MCR will conform to the
principles of the reservation i.e the

26
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ownership or control of the company lies
with the State Govt.

iii) The process of selection of JV partner
will be in accordance with the provisions
of Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act 1957.

16(a) | Whether ML is being recommended in favour
of a unit for captive use (if yes, then complete
details of annual capacity, requirement,
financial worthiness and technical strength of
the company to be indicated in a separate
sheet). X

16(b) | Whether ML is being recommended in favour
of applicant for other than captive use (if yes,
then complete details of the financial and
technical worthiness of the applicant may be
indicated)

17 Wheéther any special conditions under Rule
27(3) over and above the conditions prescribed
in MCR, 1960; as per publically declared State
policy, is/are proposed to be imposed in the
mining lease. If so, reasons/justification
therefor may be given.

]

18 Total number of pages enclosed with the

proposal (list of enclosures to be given in

separate sheet attested by the signing

authority) ]
Certified that:

(1) the information given above is correct and is based on official records;

(i)  the selection and recommendation in favour of the applicant has been
made in a fair, transparent and non-arbitrary manner based on equality of
opportunities to all applicants; and the proposal is in compliance with the
provisions of the MMDR Act, and Rules and guidclines framed thereunder

(iiiy The proposal has been recommended keeping in view the safeguards
provided in the MMDR Act, 1957 and MCR 1960.

Signature

(with official stamp)
Name '

: Designation \
(The check-list and the declaration/certificate shall be signed by an o ﬁc'er not
below the rank of a Joint Secretary to the State Govt.)
Date:
Place:
(INCOMPLETE OR UNSIGNED CHECKLIST WOULD NOT BE
CONSIDERED VALID)
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Appendix to Annex-I of letter No. 2/4/2012- M.IV dated 11.2.2013
(Referred to at $.No.7(c) of the CHECK LIST FOR MINING LEASES (ML)

a) any special knowledge of, or experience in,

mining operations, possessed by the applicant;
(b) the financial resources of the applicant;
(¢) the nature and quality of the technical staff employed or to be employed

by the applicant;
(d) the investment which the applicant proposes to make in the mines and in

the industry based on the minerals;

(¢) the end use of the mineral.
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(Annexure -II to Letter no. 2/4/2012-M.IV dated 11.2.2013)

CHECK LIST FOR PROSPECTING LICENCE (PL)

;_S.NO.

Items

Response of State
Government

Name of applicant (s)

Complete Address

E mail

Phone number of contact person

Nationality of the applicant, in case of
individual, or, in case of company, details of
registration under sub-section 3(1) of
Companies Act.

Date of application and whether the
application is complete in all respects as
required under MMDR Act/Rules/Guidelines

Whether the application is for fresh grant or
relaxation (Relevant Section under which prior
approval is being sought may be indicated)

Section of Act Rules under which case is
being sent (11 (1): seamless; 11(2) + 11(3)
| notified area: 11(2): first in time; 11(2) +
11(5): special reasons)

| Whether acknowledgement of receipt of the
- application given to all the applicants as
provided in Section 10(2) of the MMDR Act,
1957.

~ | Whether the subject area falls in the Fifth

| Schedule area of the State and if so, whether
the proposal is compliant to relevant Central
legislations, State laws/rules/regulations, court
cases, etc.

4(a)

Whether the applicant himself has conducted
reconnaissance operations in the area applied
for? If so, number and date of the letter of
Ministry of Mines through which prior
approval has been accorded for grant of
Reconnaissance Permit (Unique reference
number of the previously held RP indicated in
the prior approval letter issued by the
Ministry, also available on the website of
Ministry of Mines, to be mentioned).

| 4(b)

['In case of grant of preference under Section

' 111} of the MMDR Act, 1957, whether the
applicant has filed application within
prescribed time. (In case the State Govt. has
accorded relaxation of the time limit
prescribed under proviso (d) of Section 11(1)

l of the Act, a copy of the speaking order passed

| by the State Govt. in this regard to be
enclosed.)
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4(¢)
" certification that he has filed RP report with
, the GSI and 1BM in terms of Rule 7(1) (i) of
k MCR and Rule 3 E of MCDR.

5 1 Mineral (s) applied for, and which of them

' | are Schedule minerals.
| 6 | Period for which PL:

a) applied for by the applicant .
b) recommended by the State Government

| Whether the applicant has enclosed a self | 1

r’f(a) Area recommended, clear demarcation with
! Survey Nos./Khasra Nos. as well as longitude
and latitude on Survey of India toposheet/

maps to be indicated and sent in triplicate "
(details of recommended area to be given
with geo-refcrenced coordinates)

1| 7(b) | Total area held by the applicant under PL
' (excluding the instant proposal) in the State :
(A copy of application submitted by the
. applicant in Form B to be enclosed.
1 7(c) Whether the area is compact and contiguous.
If not, reasons for invoking the proviso 10
Section 6(1)(c) of the Act (reasons recorded
by the State Government lo be attached in a
| separate sheet with the proposa
In case the applicant is a subsidiary company
or a holding company then the total area held |
' by such company / recommended for grant of
\ | PL in favour of its holding company in its
| name or in the name of other subsidiary
companies under prospecting license(s) in
that State.
8(a) Whether the State Govermnment has notified
the area, and if so, the notification date and
starting and the closing date of the
notification to be indicated. (Copy of the
- notification to also be attache
8(b) In case of notified area, whether the State
Government has indicated in the notification
the parameters, and reasons likely to be
L considered for selecting & licants.
8(c) Whether comparative statement of the merits
‘ in terms of parameters laid down in Section
11 (3) (as per Appendix 1o this check-list)
duly notified is attached.
9(a) Whether the State Government has
enunciated a public policy stating special
reasons for invoking Section 11 (5) by giving
preference in grant of mineral concessions.
so, a copy of the same should be attached. F
| 9(b) ™n case of non-notified area, evaluation on ‘

! ! the terms of ‘special reasons’ under Scction | - |
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| [1(5), as per public policy notified by the
State Govt. or as per guidelines on the subject
issued by the Ministry of Mines vide letter
No.,7/106/2009-M.IV, dated 9" February,
2010; also to be included. Comparative chart
to indicate in chronological order the dates of
applications of each applicant.

9(c) Whether speaking orders on the outcome of
hearing have been passed on file after the
completion of the hearing process and all
parties intimated of the reasons for
recommending the party. (copy of the
speaking order and intimation to parties fo be
attached with the proposal) 3
10 (i) Where relaxation under Section 6(1)(a) or
Section 31 of MMDR Act and/or Rule 59 of
MCR is required, reason and justification in
support of the request should be given in
separate sheet.

11 Whether the area recommended is available
for grant

12 Where application could not be disposed of
within the time limit prescribed in Rule 63 A

'\ of MCR, please give reasons in attached
| sheet.

| 13(a) | Whether the documents or records on the
! basis of which decision to grant concession
will be taken had been specifically asked
from all the applicants, in terms of the
provisions of Rule 9 of MCR. —
13(b) | Whether all the applicants have been given a
reasonable opportunity of being heard under
Rule 12 for PL after giving proper notice (a
brief note on the procedure followed and
details of hearing to be given as Annexure)
13(c) | Whether a proper record of the intimations/
notice served on the applicants for the
hearing has been kept

13(d) Whether sufficient time for the applicants has
been given to respond or be present in the
meeting. ¢ -
13(e) | Whether hearing has been undertaken by a
competent authority (written submission to be
encouraged, and kept on record.)

"13(f) | Whether speaking orders have been prepared
' after the completion of the hearing process
\ recording the decision to recommend a
, particular applicant, giving the reason for
‘ selecting him in preference to other
'\ applicants, within the parameters of Section
11(3) or 11(5) as the case may be.
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13(g)

Whether the speaking order has been
communicated (at least in brief) to all the
applicants or put on public domain (web-site
or notice board etc). A copy of the speaking
order to be attached alongwith the proposal.

13(h)

Whether any Revision Application/Writ
Petition is pending in respect of whole or part
of the area covered by this proposal; if so,
please give details ‘

P4(a)

If any Public Sector undertaking has sought
reservation of the area (give details of the
reservation application filed with the State
Government)

14(b)

Whether reservation has been sought after the
area was notified by the State Government
for grant of concession

15(a)

If the recommendation is in favour of a
Public Sector Undertaking, whether the area
proposed to be granted is reserved for
exploitation by Public Sector? (copy of the
notification reserving the area in terms of
MMDR Act and Rules framed thereunder 10

be enclosed)

ﬁs (b)

In case of reservation for State Agencies
whether State Government is incorporating
1 conditions under Rule 14(3) of MCR 1960 as
| follows:

i

| () Prospecting operations ~ will be
undertaken through a Govt. company or
corporation owned or controlled by Central
Gowt. or State Govt. -

(i) AnyJVto whom the PL is proposed
to be given subsequently by transfer under
Rule 37 of MCR will conform to the
principles of the reservation i.e the ownership
or control of the company lies with the State
Govt.

(iii)  The process of selection of JV partner
will be in accordance with the provisions of
Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act 1957.

—

6(a)

of a unit for captive use (if yes, then complete
details of annual capacity, requirement,
financial worthiness and technical strength of
the company to be indicated in a separale
sheet).

32
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16(b) Whether PL is being recommended in favour
of applicant for other than captive use (if yes
then complete details of the financial and
technical worthiness of the applicant may be
indicated)

17 Whether any special conditions under Rule
14(3) over and above the conditions
prescribed in MCR, 1960; as per publically
declared State policy, is/are proposed to be
imposed in the prospecting licence. If so,
reasons/justification therefor may be given.

18 Total number of pages enclosed with the
proposal (list of enclosures to be given in a
separate sheet attested by the signing .
authority)

Certified that:

(1)  the information given above is correct and is based on official records;

(i) the selection and recommendation in favour of the applicant has been
made in a fair, transparent and non-arbitrary manner based on equality of
opportunities to all applicants; and the proposal is in compliance with the
provisions of the MMDR Act, and Rules and guidelines framed thereunder

(iii) The proposal has been recommended keeping in view the safeguards
provided in the MMDR Act, 1957 and MCR 1960.

Signature

(with official stamp)
Name
Designation
(The check-list and the declaration/certificate shall be signed by an officer not
below the rank of a Joint Secretary to the State Govt.)
Date:

Place:
(INCOMPLETE OR UNSIGNED CHECKLIST WOULD NOT BE
CONSIDERED VALID)
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Appendix to Annex-II of letter No. 2/4/2012- M.IV dated 11.2.2013
(Referred to at S.No.7(c) of the CHECK LIST FOR PROSPECTING LICENCES
a) any special knowledge of, or experience in,

mining operations, possessed by the applicant;
(b) the financial resources of the applicant;
(c) the nature and quality of the technical staff employed or to be employed
by the applicant,
(d) the investment which the applicant proposes 10 make in the mines and in
the industry based on the minerals;
() the end use of the mineral.
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(Annexure-I1I to Letter no. 2/4/2012 dated 11.2.2013)
CHECK LIST FOR RECONNAISSANCE PERMIT(RP)

S.No | Items Response of  State
Government

1 (a) | Name of applicant (s)

1 (b) | Complete Address

1(c) | E mail

1 (d) | Phone number of contact person

1(e) | Nationality of the applicant, in case of
individual, or, in case of company, details of
registration under sub-section 3(1) of
Companies Act.

2(a) | Date of application and whether the
application is complete in all respects as
required under MMDR Act/Rules/Guidelines
2(b) | Whether acknowledgement of receipt of the s
application given to all the applicants as
provided in Section 10(2) of the MMDR Act,
1957.

3 Whether the subject area falls in the Fifth
Schedule area of the State and if so, whether
the proposal is compliant to relevant Central
legislations,  State laws/rules/regulations,
court cases, elc.

i 4, Period for which reconnaissance permit is
| | proposed to be granted under Section 7(1) of
the Mines and Mineral (Development &
| Regulation) Act, 1957 (No. 67 of 1957)

l_S_ Mineral(s) applied for (name of associated
i minerals to be specified)

6(a) | Total area held by the
applicant/recommended for grant of RP in
favour of the applicant under Reconnaissance
Permit (excluding the instant proposal) in the
State:

1

6 (b) | In case the applicant is a subsidiary company
or a holding then the total area held by such
company/ recommended for grant of RP in
favour of its holding company in its name or
in the name of other subsidiary companies
under reconnaissance permit(s) in that State.
7(a) | Whether the recommended area is compact t
and contiguous. If not, reasons for invoking
the proviso to Section 6(1)}c) of the Act
(copy of the recorded reasons to be attached
with the proposal)

7(b) | If RP is recommended on an area where GSI
has conducted regional exploration or an RP
has been conducted earlier whether:

L (i) any PL applications have been
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filed on the area, and are pending
_ with State Government.

(i)  Whether the  recommended
applicant for RP proposes to use
better technology( give details)

(iii)  Whether RP is being sought for
an unexplored mineral

L7 (c)

Area recommended, clear demarcation with
longitudes and latitudes on Survey of India
toposheet(s) to be indicated in triplicate
(details of recommended area to be given
with Geo-referenced coordinates)

8(a)

Whether the Sate Government has notified
the area, and if so, the notification date and
the starting and the closing date for accepting
applications for the arca specified in the
notification to be indicated. (copy of the
notification to also be attached).

8(b)

If the area has been notified, whether the
State Government has indicated in the
notification the parameters, and other reasons
to be considered while selecting applicants.

{ 8(c)

Whether comparative statement of the merits
in terms of parameters laid down in Section
11(3) (as per Appendix to this check-list) duly
notified is attached.

9(a)

Whether the State Government has
enunciated a public policy stating special
reasons for invoking Section 11(5) by giving
preference in grant of mineral concessions. If
s0, a copy of the same should be attached.

9(b)

In case of non-notified area, evaluation on
the terms of ‘special reasons’ under Section
11(5), as per public policy notified by the
State Govt. or as per guidelines on the subject
issued by the Ministry of Mines vide letter
No.,7/106/2009-M.IV  dated 9" February,
2010; also to be included. Comparative chart
to indicate in chronological order the dates of
applications of each applicant.

9 (c)

Whether speaking orders on the outcome of
hearing have been passed after the
completion of the hearing process and ail
parties intimated of the reasons for
recommending the party. (copy of the
speaking order and intimation to parties to be
attached with the proposal)

10(a)

Whether the area recommended is available
for grant.

10(b)

Schedule of relinquishment of area, year-wise
details under Rule 7(1)(i) of MCR, 1960 (fo
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Whether reservation has been sought after the

| (®) \ area was notified by the State Government for

14(a) |

| .
1

| 14 !

>rant of RP
If the rccommendation is in favour of a

| Public Sector Undertaking, whether the area

proposed 10 be granted 1is reserved for
exploitation by public Sector? (copy of the
notification reserving the ared in terms of

\MMDR Act and Rules framed thereunder 10

be enclosed
In case of reservation for State Agencies

(b) \ whether State Govermnment 15 incorporating

15
|||

16

conditions under Rule 7(3) of MCR 1960
as follows:

) Mining operations will be undertaken
through a Govt. company Of corporation
owned or controlled by Central Govt. of *
State Govl.

(i1) Any JV to whom the ML is proposcd
to be given subsequently by transfer under
Rule 37 of MCR will conform to the
principles of the reservation ie the
ownership 0f control of the company lies
with the State Govt.

(iii)  The process of selection of IV partner
will be in accordance with the provisions of
Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act 1957.

Whether any special conditions under Rule

\ 7(3) over and above the conditions prescribcd
in MCR, 1960; as per publically declared
State policy, is/are proposed t0 be imposed in
the reconnaissance permit. If so
reasons/justification therefor may be given:
Total number of pages enclosed with the
proposal (list of enclosures 10 be given in
separate sheel attested by the signing

authority)

Centified that:

()
(i1)

(ii)

the information given above is correct and is based on official records;

the selection and recommendation in favour of the applicant has been
made in a fair, transparent and non-arbitrary manner based on equality
of opportunities t0 all applicants; and the proposal is in compliance with
the provisions of the MMDR Act, and Rules and guidelines framed
thereunder ;

The proposal has been recommended keeping in view the safeguards
provided in the MMDR Act, 1957 and MCR 1960.
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| be given in separate sheet)

10(c )  Minimum expenditure commitment-year-
- wise details under Rule 7(1)(ii) of MCR,
1960 (to be given in separate sheet)

10(d) | Specific physical targets of activities

envisaged under Rule 7(1)(ii) of MCR, 1960
(to be given in separate sheet)

11

Where the application could not be disposed
of within time limit prescribed in rule 63A of
MCR, please give reasons therefor in attached
sheet

12(a)

Where the documents or records on the basis
of which decision to grant concession will be
taken has been specifically asked from all the
applicants, in terms of the provisions of Rule
4 of MCR.

12(b)

Whether all the applicants have been given a
reasonable opportunity of being heard under
Rule 5 for RP after. giving proper notice (a
brief note on the procedure followed and
details of hearing to be given as Annexure)

! 12(c)

Whether a proper record of the intimations/
notice served on the applicants for the hearing
has been kept

- 12(d)

Whether sufficient time for the applicants has
been given to respond or be present in the
meeting.

|
—

120

Whether hearing has been undertaken by a
competent authority (written submission to be
encouraged, and kept on record)

je=
12(f)

Whether speaking orders have been prepared
after the completion of the hearing process
recording the decision to rccommend a
particular applicant, giving the reason for
selecting him in  preference to other
applicants, within the perameters of Section
11(3) or 11(5) as the case may be.

| 12(g)

Whether the speaking order has been
communicated (at least in brief) to all the
applicants or put on public domain (web-site
or notice board etc). A copy of the speaking
order to be attached alongwith the proposal.

12(h)

Whether any Revision Application/Writ
Petition is pending in respect of whole or part
of the area covered by this proposal; if so,
please give details

13(a)

[f any Public Sector Undertaking has sought
reservation of the area (give details of the
reservation application filed with the State
Government)

37

R g T




: 35

13 | Whether reservation has been sought after the
(®) \ area was notified by the State Government for

14(a) | If the recommendation is in favour of a
\ Public Sector Undertaking, whether the area
| proposed 10 be granted .s reserved for
exploitation by Public Sector? (copy of the
t | notification reserving the ared in terms ©
MMDR Act and Rules framed thereunder 10
be enclosed,
14 | In case of reservation for State Agencies
' (b) whether State Government 15 incorporating
conditions under Rule 7(3) of MCR 1960
as follows:
(i) Mining operations will be undertaken
through a Govt. company Of corporation ®
\ i owned O controlled by Central Govt. of
State Govt.
1 (1) Any JV to whom the ML is proposed
\ to be given subsequently by transfer under
\

i

Rule 37 of MCR will conform to the
1 principles of the rescrvation ie the
\ ownership or control of the company lies
l with the State Govt.
] (iii)  The process of selection of JV partner
i will be in accordance with the provisions of
I, Section 11(3) of the MMDR Act 1957.

\ 15 Whether any special conditions under Rule
\ 7(3) over and above the conditions prcsctibed.
| in MCR, 1960; as per publically declared

State policy, is/are proposed to be imposed in
the reconnaissance permit. If so,
reasons/justification therefor may be given.

16 Total number of pages enclosed with the

proposal (list of enclosures to be given in
separate sheet attested by 1he - signing
authori

Certified that:
(i) the information given above is correct and is based on official records;

(i)  the selection and recommendation in favour of the applicant has been
made in a fair, transparent and non-arbitrary manner based on eduality
of opportunities 0 all applicants; and the proposal is in compliance with

the provisions of the MMDR Act, and Rules and guidelines framed
thereunder ;

(iii) The proposal has been recommended keeping in view the safeguards
providcd in the MMDR Act, 1957 and MCR 1960.
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Signature

(with official stamp)
- Name
Designation
(The check-list and the declaration/certificate shall be signed by an officer not
below the rank of a Joint Secretary to the State Govt. )
Date:
Place:

(INCOMPLETE OR UNSIGNED CHECKLIST WOULD NOT BE
CONSIDERED VALID)
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Appendix to Annex-11I of letter No. 2/4/2012- MLIV dated 11.2.2013
(Referred to at S.No.7(c).of the CHECK LIST FOR RECONNAISSANCE

PERMIT (RP

a) any special knowledge of, or experience in,
mining operations, possessed by the applicant;

(b) the financial resources of the applicant;

(¢) the nature and quality of the technical staff employed or to be employed
by the applicant;

(d) the investment which the applicant proposes to make in the mines and in

the industry based on the minerals;
(e) the end use of the mineral.
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