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JAIPUR SPEC'AL ECONOMIC ZONE

t'.liriuies ol the Approval Committee Meeting in respect of SEZS located at
t-.1t r! 1 l.i^, rr irr ll.6 Cl^r^ ^{ Ela;a.thaF haltl r rh.{ol. t ahaiyrranchin rrf

Shri GOPAL II,|EENA. lAS. Development Commissioner. NSEZ at 11.00 AM on
22.99"2026.

A, The following members of Approval Committee and special invitee (developer)

were present during the meeting held in hybrid modei

1. Shri Paras Mani Tripathi, Joint Development Commissioner, NSEZ, Noida
2. Shri Pankaj Rao, Asstt. Commissioner Department of lndustries, Raiasthan'

Jaipur.
g. Shri Ram Prakash, FTDO, DGFT, Jaipur.

Special invitee lrom the developer in terms ol Section 13(2) of SEZ Act, Zl05

t. Shri Anil Lakhani, Deputy Manager, RllCO, Jaipur, special invitee from

Developer
z. Shri K.K. Kothari, Sr. DGM (RllCO) Ltd, Sitapura, Jaipur., special invitee trom

Developer

B. Besides, during the meeting (i) Shri Aashish Madanlal Rawlani' Dy.

Development Commissioner, NSEZ (ii) Shri Gaurav Kumar Aggarwal, Appraiser,

JSEZ, Sitapura, Jaipur. iii) Shri Arun Singh Parihar, Assistant Development

Commissioner (iv) Shri Sunil Kumar Mitharual, Section Otficer & Smt Gagandeep
Kaur, Stenographer-lll, were also presenl in hybrid mode video conferencing in the
meeting to assist the Approval Committee. lt was informed that the stipulated
quorum was complete and the meeting could proceed.

C. At the outset participants were welcomed and then lhe agenda items were
taken up for sequentially with the permission ol Chair. Afler detailed deliberation
amongst the members of the Approval Committee as well as interaction with
Developer/ Representatives of the Units/ Applicants, the following decisions were
unanimously taken:

D. The DC, NSEZ reviewed the pending court cases pertaining to JSEZ and RIICO
in which both offices are parties, as the LoA of the unit and the lease of the plot

allotted by RIICO are co-terminous with each other. The DC directed the RIICO
representative and ADC, JSEZ to coordinate and take necessary action in respect
of such cases. The DC further directed the Legal Team, NSEZ to compile the
complete details ol all such pending court cases and prepare a case-wise lact
sheet for review and lurther necessary action.

E . The lollowing relerences were taken into account by the Approval
Committee while considering the proposals: -
i. Minutes of the meeting held on 25.08.2026.
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ii. SFZ Rules, 2006, SEZ Act, 2005 and lnstructions issued by Department of
Commerce.

F. Status ol agenda discussed & decisions of lhe Approval Committee:-

S.No. Subiect No. ot
proposals

Proposals
approved/monitored

Proposal
delerred

1 Setting up of new Unit in SEZ 02 02 00

2. Cfange of Constitution from i.e.
Change of Partners / Directors
Shareholding in accordance
with DOC lnstruction no. 109
dated 18.10.2021.

o4 o2 02

3 Eiillrom
SEZ scheme and transler of
assets & liabilities under rule
74A of the SEZ Rules, 2006

01 00 01

4. Monitoring of Pertormance/
Renewal of LoA

12 05 03

G. llem wise decisions on proposals included in Agenda:

(1) Batification of Minutes of Approval Committee meeting held on 25.08.2026

It was informed to the Approval Committee that there were neither any
references nor objections against the decisions of the Approval Committee held on
25.05.2026. Hence, the decisions of the Approval Committee held on25.08.2026
were unanimously ratified by the Approval Committee.
The DC, NSEZ took note of the compliance report of the UAC decisions dated
28.08.2026 and directed the ADC, JSEZ to invariably mention the letter number
and date ot the communication issued in compliance wilh each UAC decision.

Compliance Report of UAC Dated 25.08.2026 is as under:-

5.
No.

Matter Decision Letter/Order lo be
issued

Compliance stat,-'s

1 Shri Majisa
lmpex

Deferred Deficiency letter Letter dated
03.09.2026 issued

z Creazione
Bijoux

Approved LoA issued LoA dated
25.08.2026 issued
on the same day

.) Green Fire
Exports

Ghange taken on
record

lntimation/approval
letter

OIO 09.09.2026 and
Letter dt. 10.09.2026
issued
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Lunawat
Gems

Change taken on
record

lntimation letter Letter dt. 03.09.2026
issued

6

IlejeEtecl. LEtter dt.
09.09.2026 issued

Rejection letterApplication rejected

Letter dt. 18.09.2026
issued

ilpeaking order +
Exit letter

Lunawat
Gems &
Jewels

Panihann
Jewels

LoA cancelled

r
issued

Final opportunity
letter

7 Rita Genrs Deferred

issued
Final opportunity
letter

Deferred

fetter dt. 09.09.2026
issued

Comp}-anceipenalty
letter

Defened + penaltyI otisons
Jewellers

Letter '14.09.2026

issued

Renewal/orderRenewed 2 years10 Gern Luster

r
issued

Fompliance letter1l R.K.
Associates

Delerred

I
issued

Flenewal order12 Bhansali
Trading

Renewed

issued
tterComBliance letter13 Rawat

Creation
Deferred

LOA Renwal-
09.09.2026

FlenewEforder14 GaUrav
Jewels

Renewed

LOA Renwal-
11.09.2026

Renewed + penalty F-enewal/ad judication
order

15 Ashu Gems

LOA Renwal
10.09.2026

FFenewal ordertb Jovis Techno Renewed

r
issued

Renewal order17 Leo Da Vinci Renewed with BBC
condition

teEers dt.
16.09.2026 issued

Renewal/amendment
order

18 Precious
Jewels G1-
41

Renewed + broad-
banding

tetters dt.
'14.09.2026 issued

FlenewaVamendment
order

19 Precious
Jewels H1-
72

Renewed + broad-
banding

10.09.2026 issued
rsRenewal20 Bamaiwa

Jewels
Regularised/renewed
+ broad-banding

I
issued

AmEndntenVapproval
letter

21 Vaibhav
Global

New item approved

ri ivlicias Gems
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Status of agenda discussed & decisions ol the Approval Commifleer

AgendaProposal of M/s SHRI MAJISA TMPEX LLp. ptot No. H1-39. SEZ-|.
Ng. Sitapura, Jaipur. for setting up of a Unit in Jaipur Special Economic
02.1 Zone.Sitapura.JaipurJBajasthan):

2.1.1 The proposal of M/s SHBI MAJISA IMPEX LLP, for setting up of a Unit ar ptot
No. H1-39 (481.00 Sq Mtr.), allotted by RIICO in SEZ-|, Sitapura, Jaipur (Mutti
Sector Special Economic Zone) was discussed in the meeting. With the following
authorized items i

Sr.
No.

ITC HS Code/ CPC Item
Description

Capacity Metric

I CULTURED PEARIS--WORKED 7t01,2200 200.00 Kgs
2 WORKED DIAMONDS (BUT NOT

MOUNTED OR SET)
71023910 20000.00 Carat

3 WORKED DIAMONDS-..OTHERS 71023990 20000.00 Carat
4 RUBY --- WORKED 71039110 20000.00 Carat
5 SAPPHIRE -.- WORKED 71,0391,20 20000.00 Carat
6 EMERALDS--WORKED 71039130 20000.00 Carat
7 YELLOW GOLDEN/ PINK/ RED/

GREEN BERYL.-WORKED
71039911 10000.00 Carat

B CHRYSOBERYL INCLUDING
CHRYSOBERYL CATS EYE

7t03991,2 10000.00

I AIEXANDRITE
AIEXANDRITE
WORKED

(INCLUDING
CATS EYE)

10000.00 Carat

10 OTHER STONES OF BERYL AND
CHRYSOBERYL MINERALOGICAL
SPECIES, OTHER T}IAN EMERALD-
..WORKED

71039913 10000.00 Carat

11 MOONSTONE..- WORKED 7t039921 10000.00 Carat
t2 OTHER STONES OF CORUNDUM

AND FELDSPAR MINERALOGICAL
SPECIES, OTHER THAN RUBY AND
SAPPHIRE--- WORKED

71039929 10000.00

71039931 10000.00 Carat13 GARNET -. WORKED
LAPIS-I-AZULI .-- WORKED 71,039932 10000.00 Caratt4

71039939 10000.00 Carat15 OTHER STONES OF GARNET AND
I.AZURITE MINERALOGICAL
SPECTES.-- WORKED

71039941 KgsPR-EHNITE-. WORKED
71039942 10000.00 Carat17 AGATE.-. WORKED

10000.00 Carat7103994318 AVENTURINE.-- WORKED
7LO39944 10000.00 Caratl9 CHAICEDONY... WORKED

Carat

71039913

Carat

10000.0016
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2t}

25

39

OTHER STONES OF PREHNITE
AND QUARTZ MINERALOGICAL
SPECIES.- WORKED

71039949 10000.00 Carat

TOURMALINE --- WORKED 7103995L2L
71039952')') TANZANITE -.- WORKED

Carat10000.0071039959OTHER STONES OF TOURMALINE
AND ZOISITE MINERALOGICAL
SPECIES ... WORKED

Carat20000.007103999024 OTHER PRECIOUS OR SEMI-
PRECIOUS STONES . WORKED

Kgs200.0071041000PIEZO-ELECTRIC QUARTZ
Carat20000.0071049110WORKED INDUSTRIAL SYNTHETIC

DIAMONDS/ I-4.'8 GROWN
DiAMONDS

26

KgS500.0071049900OTHER SYNTHETIC STONES &
BEADS-- WORKED

27

1000.007113111,0JEWELLERY OF SILVER
FILIGREE WORK

WITH2B

Kgs1000.007tl3tl4l)o JEWELLERY OF SILVER PIAIN &
UNSTUDDED

Kgs1000.007tL31L4230 EWELLERY OF SILVER STUDDED
WITI.I PEARLS

7tL31r4331 EWELLERY OF SILVER STUDDED
WITH NATURJqI DIAMONDS OF
HEADING 7102

Kgs1000.007tL3tL443') EWELLERY OF SILVER STUDDED
TH SYNTHETIC DIAMONDS OF

HEADING 7104
1000.007LL31L45EWELLERY OF SILVER STUDDED

WITH PRECIOUS AND SEMI-
PRECIOUS STONES

33

7L1.31149EWELLERY OF SILVER OTHERS1i

Kgs500.0071 1 31 190PARTS OF SILVER JEWELLERY35
Kgs200.00711319113ti

Kgs200.00711,319123',l

WELLERY OF GOLD PLAIN
UNSTUDDED
EWELLERY OF

PEARLS
GOLD STUDDED

200.007113191338 EWELLERY OF GOLD STUDDED
WITH NAIURAL DIAMONDS OF
HEADING 7102

200.007Lt319L4EWELLERY OF GOLD STUDDED
WITH SYNTHETIC DIAMONDS OF
HEADING 7104

200.0071 131915EWELLERY OF GOLD
ITH PRECIOUS &

PRECIOUS STONES

STUDDED
SEMi

ilO

Kgs200.0071131919EWELLERY OF GOLD OTHERS41,

10000.00lcarat
10000.00lcarat

l*n'

1000.00

l*'

l*'
1000.00 lKgs

[*

r-
[*
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42 PARTS OF GOLDJEWELLERY 71131960 100.00 Kgs

2.1.2 Shri Ramakant Budharam Sharma, parlner, appeared before the Approval
Committee and explained the proposal.

The UAC Committee deliberated upon the proposal and observed as
2.1.3
under:-

a' The committee took note of the compriance furnished by the unit against the
observations/directions made during the uAc meeting dated 25.0g.i026.

b. With regard to the observation regarding the proposed project cost of
t330'00. lakh, which required further examination lnd justification in view ot
the relatively low income discrosed in the rncome Tax heturns lrrng o1 tnepartners, the committee considered the rrRs and the justificattn rrrrisrr"o
by the Unit in support of the proposed project cost.

c. With regard to the observation concerning the proposed BIICO loan, the
commiftee considered the crarification ano supporfi,ig documents furnished
by the unit regarding the proposed financing arrangement. The committee
also discussed the Rilco roan procedure witn the Rlco representative anr
took note of the clarification lurnished in this regard.

d. The customs representative submitted that the unit would be required to
obtain a Kimberley Process certificate (Kpc) in respect of rough diamonds.
Further the unit would be required to obtain a cai-o certificaie lor certain
HSNs. However the unit representative agi.eed to remove those particurar
items from the authorized items rist. The UAC direcred to 

"do 
pori.y

conditions for authorized items of LoA.
e. The commiftee noted that the projections furnished by the unit inForm-F

were not commensurate with the proposed list of items and corresponding
quantities. The projected import and export values appeared to be relativel!
low vis-d-vis the proposed quantities of gord and sirver. The Unit was
accordingly advised to review Form-F and make appropriate revisions to the
projec{ions and item-wise quantities, wherever iequired, and submit the
revised Form-F.

2.1.4 Decision Taken: After due deliberation, the UAC unanimously Approved
the proposal and directed the representative of the unit to submit revisei rorm-r. -
2.'l '5 The Unit made the necessary revisions inForm-F in accordance with the
observations of the Committee i.e. reduced the quantity of
HSN 71131911, 71131912,71 131913, 71 i319iS, 7113i919 and removed rhe tTC-
HS code 71039913 and 71039919 and submitted the revised Form-F immediately

{eI llg UAC meeting. However, upon examination of the requirement oi
scoMET category-0 for export of the items covered under the proposed scolvlET
export authorization, it is observed that none of the 43 listed items falls under
SCOMET Category-0. Keeping in view lhe vision of the DC, NSEZ towards ease of
doing business and expeditious service delivery, the LoA was issued to the unit on
the same day and as directed by the UAC during the meeting policy condition of

3
EWELLERY

PRECIOUS METALOTHER 7i131990 200.00 Kgs
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the authorized items were also mentioned in the LoA letter.

Atrenda Prooosal of M/ ANGIE EXPo PBIVATE LIMITED. Plot No H-150-

sEz-il Sitaoura. Jai t- lo settin unofall it in Jaibur ialII'lo.
a2.2

Sr.
No.

Econorrric Zone. Sitaoura. Jaipur. (Rajasthan):

2.2.1 The proposal ol M/s ANGIE EXPORTS PRIVATE LIMITED, for setting up of

a Ur-rit at ploi rrlo. H-160-SEz-ll Sitapura, Jaipur, allotted by RIICO in SEZ-ll'

Srtapura, Jaipur (Multi Sector Special Economic Zone) was discussed in the

nreeting. with following authorized operations:-

MetricCapacityITC HS
Code/
CPC

Itenr Description

Kgs100.007701L020NATURAI PEARLS WORKED

Kgs100.007t012200CULTURED PEARLS WORKED2

Carat5000.0071023910WORKED DIAMONDS BUT N
MOUNTED OR SET

Carat5000.0071039110RUBY WORKED

Carat5000.0071039120SAPPHIRN WORKND5

Carat5000.0071039130EMERALDS WORKED

Carat7 L 03991 1YELLOW GOLDEN PINK RED
GREEN BERYL WORKED

7

Carat5000.0071039912B CHRYSOBERYL
CHRYSOBERYL
WORKED

INCLUDING
CAI S EYE

Carat5000.0071039913I AIEXANDRITE
ALEXANDzuTE
WORKED

INCLUDING
CAT S EYE

Carat71039919OTHER STONES OF BERYL
CHRYSOBERYL MINERALOGICAI

EMERALD WORKED

AND

THANOTHERSPECIES,

Carat5000.0077039929OTHER STONES OF CORUNDUM
AND
MINERALOGICAL
OTHER THAN

SPECIES,
RUBY AND

FELDS

APPHIRE WO

11.

Carat5000.0071039931GARNET WORKEDt2

Carat5000.007103993213. IAPIS-LAZULI WORKED

Carat71039939 5000.00L4. OTHER STONES OF
AND LAZUzuTE MINERALOGI
SPECIES WORKED

GARNE

Carat71039941 5000.0015. PREHNITE WORKED

Carat5000.0071039942AGATE WORKXD16.

1

4

6,

5000.00

5000.0010.
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t7. AVENTURINE WORKED

REPAIRED, REMADE, REMELTED
SILVER TEWELLERY STUDDED
WITH GEMS AND DIAMONDS

71 039943 5000.00 Carat
t-8. CHALCEDONY WORKED 71039944 5000.00 Carat
19. OTHER

AND Q
SPECIE

ARTZ MI
WORKED

STo SNE Fo HPRE NITE
U NE RALOG CALI

71039949 5000.00 Carat

20. TOURMALINE WORKED 71039951 5000.00 Carat

2L. TANZANME WORKED 71039952 5000.00 Carat

22.
TOURMALINE AND
MINERALOGICAL

ZOISTTE
SPECIES

W RKED

OTHER STONES o 71039959 5000.00 Carat

23. HEOT R RE oI SUP oP ES IM
CPRE IoUS STON S ow RKEE D

71039990 5000.00 Carat

24. INDUSTRIAL
SYNTHETIC DIAMONDS
WORKED 71,049110 5000.00 Carat

25. WORKED NON INDU
SYNTHETIC DIAMONOS

77049120 5000.00 Carat

26. ER SYNTHETIC STONES AN
BEADS WORKED
OTH 71049900 Kgs

27. JEWELLERY OF SILVER WITH
FILIGREE WORK

71131110 500.00 Kgs

28. JEWELLERY OF SILVER PLAIN
AND UNSTUDDED

711,31.t41 500.00 Kgs

29. REPAIRED,
REMELTED

REMADE.
SILVER PI-AII.I

IE_WELTjERY OUT OF OLD,
BROKEN & USED SILVER PLAII\I
IEWELLERY

7L731141 100.00

30. JEWELLERY OF
STUDDED WTTH PEARLS

SIL\/ER 71t31142 500.00 Kgs

31. JEWELLERY OF SILVER
STUDDED WTTH NATURAL
DIAMONDS HEADING 7102

500.00 Kgs

32. JEWELLERY
STUDDED

SILVER
SYNTHETIC

DIAMONDS HEADING 7104

OF
WITH

7t137144 Kgs

33. JEWELLERY OF SILVER
STUDDED WTTH PRECIOUS AND
SEMI.PRECIOUS STONES

71131 145 500.00 Kgs

34. I REPAIRED, REMADE, REMELTED
SILVER JEWELLERY STUDDEDWTTH GEMS (EXCLUDING
DIAMONDS) OUT OF OLD,
BROKEN & USED SILVER
JEWELLERY STUDDED WITH
GEMS

7t1,31"14s 100.00 Kgs

35. JEWELLERY OF SILVER OTHERS 71.131149 500.00 Kgs

36.

OUT OF OLD, BROKEN & USED

771,3t149 100.00 Kgs

100.00

Kgs

71731,t43

s00.00
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SIL!'ER EWELLERY STUDDED

31 .

46

47

Kgs500.0071131190PARTS OF SILVER JEWELLERY

Kgs100.007Lt3l9l1JEWELLERY OF GOLD PLAIN AND
UNSTUDDED

38.

Kgs71131911 100.0039 REPAIRED, REMADE, REMELTED
GOLD PI.-AIN TEWELLERY OUT OF
oLD, BRoKtsN & USED GOLD
PTAIN ]EWELLERY

Kgs7t131912 200.00

Kgs100.007173t912

Kgs200.0071131913

]EWELLERY OF GOLD STUDDED
WITH PEARLS
REPAIRED, RIMADE, BNMELIEq
GOLD S'I'UDDED WITH PEARLS

IE'vVELLERY OF GOLD STUDDED
\,vrrU NAIURAL DL{MONDS

40.

41.

42.
G

DEB oR NKE & SUo DLF'OIU()
EARLWITH PDL IS DU ED Do

HEADING 7
Kgs71 131913 100.0043.

USED GOLD
STUDDED WITH D

RNPA]RED, REMADE,
REMELTED GOLD TEWELLERY
STUDDED WITH -DIAMONDS
OUT OF OLD, BROKEN &

IEWELLERY
fnuoNus

Kgs200.00711.3t9L444

HEADING 7104

IEWELLERY OF GOLD STUDDED
WTTH SYNTHETIC DIAMONDS

Kgss00.007113191545. iEWE
WrrH
PRECIOUS STONES

RY DG LD EDDSTULEL FU o
AND S IEMP CRE oI SU

Kgs100.007113191sREPAIRED. REMADE, REMELTED
GOLD IEWELLERY STUDDED
WITH ?RECIOUS & SEMI.
PRECIOUS STONES OUT OF OLD,
BROKEN & USED GOLD

RYIEWE
?R.EC

HWITDTU ED DSLL E
S ME IoI SU &

STONES
Kgs500.0071131919JEWELLERY OF GOLD OTHERS
Kgs100.007113t92LJEWELLERY OF PIATINUM

PI.AIN AND UNSTUDDED
4B

Kgs100.007Lt3t922JEWELLERY OF PIATINUM
STUDDED WITH PEARLS

49

71131923 100.0050 IEWELLERY OF PTATINUM
STUDDED WITH NATURAL
DIAMONDS HEADING 7 1,02

Kgs100.007t13192451 ]EWELLERY OF"STUDDED IV1IITH

DIAMONDS HEADI

PLATINUM
SYNTHETIC

G 7LO4
Kgs100.007113192552 ]EWELLERY OF PL.ATINUMSruroro wITH PRECIoUS &

SEMI-PRECI US STONES
Kgs100.007113L929s3 JEWELLERY

OTHERS
OF PI.-ATTNUM

54 PARTS OF GOLD/PLATINUM 71 131 960 100.00 Kgs

PRECIOUS

Kgs
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55 RECIOUS METAL
JEWELLERY

71131990 100.00 Kgs

56 OTHER
METAL

TEWECul WMH PRECIOUS
LLERY OF BASE

ME
71132000 100.00 Kgs

57 ARTI CLES OF SILVER 71741710 100.00 Kgs
58 PARTS OF SILVERARTICLES 71,141.t20 100.00 Kgs
59 ARTICLES OF GOLD 7114191.0 Kgs
60 ARTICLES OF PLATINUM 71,141920 100.00 Kgs
61 F GOLD & PLATINUMPARTS O

ARTICLES
71,741,930 100.00 Kgs

62 ARTICLES OF BASE METAL CT-AD
WTTH GOLD

71t42070 100.00 Kgs

63
TAL

ROTHE CARTI SLE FU EBAS
EM I.ADC WITH P CRE oI SU

M
71,1,42020 100.00 Kgs

64 PARTS OF BASE METAL CI-A,D
WTTH PRECIOUS METAI

7tl42030 100.00 Kgs

65 CLES OF NATURAL
CULTURED PEARLS

ANDARTI 71161000 Kgs

66 ARTI AIULC SE Fo N RAL,
SYNTH ETIC AND REn TRS U DTE S SE

71162000 100.00 Kgs

CUFF-LINKS AND STUDS oF
WELLERYIMITATION

771.71t00 Kgs

6B OF IMITATIONBANGLES
LLERY

7177191.O 100.00 Kgs

69 GERMAN SILVERJEWELLERY 771.71920 100.00 Kgs
70

DEDN AND NS
IMITATION
METAL P

LLERY OF BASE 771.7 7990 100.00 Kgs

MITAII RY
MITAII

ITATI

I No WEE LLEJTUDS DED WTTH I oN
SPEARI oR IM oN oR
ETISYNTH TO ENS

EXCLUDIN DIAMOND

71179070 500.00 lKs.

72 IMITATION
METAL

JEWELLERY OF BASESTUDDED WITH
PRECIOUS & SE
STONES

MI.PRECIOUS
(EXCLUDING

DIAMO D

71t79090 500.00 Kgs

73 TITANIUM JEWELLERY PI-A.IN
AND STUDDED

81089090 Kgs

74 WORKED
OTHER
MATERIAL

HORN, CORAL ANDANIMAL CARVINGAND ARTICLES
THERE F

96019040 100.00 Kgs

2.2,2 Subhash Agganrval, director appeared before the Approval Commiflee on
behalf of the unit and explained the proposal,

2.2.3 The Committee deliberated in detail on the following-

100.00

100.00

67 100.00

77

50.00
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a. The UAC noted lhe iinancial viability of the proposed project. The Unit's

representative submitted that he had adequate financial capacity to make the
proposerj investment in the SEZ. He further apprised the Committee of his

iong-standing experience in the relevant sector, experience in export-related
activities, and international business experience.

b. The DC, NSEZ appreciated the professional experience ofSh. Subhash

Aggarwal and invited his views and suggestions for further improvement o'
tht SEZ ecosystem and promotion of jewellery exhibitions in lndia, with a
view to tacllitaiing business gro6h. The DC also encouraged him to motivate

and lacilitate other members of the .lewellery industry to consider establishing

their business operations in the SEZ.
c. The committee noted that the proiections lurnished by the unit InForm-F

v,rere not commensurale with the proposed list of items and corresponding
quanlities. The projected import and export values appeared to be relatively

low vis-d-vis the proposed quantities of gold and silver. The Unit was

accordingly advised to review Form-F and make appropriate revisions to the
projectioii and item-wise quantities, wherever required, and submit the

revised Form-F.

2.2,4 Decision Taken: After due deliberation, the UAC unanimously APproved the

proposal and directed the representative ol the unit to submit revised form-F'

2.2.5 rhe Unit made the necessary revisions inForm-F in accordance with the

observations of the Committee and Submitted the revised Form-F immediately after

the UAC meeting after reduction in quantities of ITC-HS codes 71 131110,

71191141 , 71191142, 71 131 143, 71131144, 71 131 145, 71 131 t49, 71131 190'

71131911, 71131912, 71 131913, 71 131914, 71131915, 71 131919' 71131921'
71131922, 71 131923, 71191924, 71131925, 71131929, 71 131960, 71 131990,

71 1 32oOO, 71 141 1 10, 71 141120, 71 141910, 71141920, 7l 141 930' 71142010'
71142020 and 71142030. Keeping in view the vision of theDC, NSEZ towards

ease of doing business and expeditious service delivery, the LoA was issued to the

Unit on the same day and as directed by the UAC during the meeting policy

condition of the authorized items were also mentioned in the LoA letter'

Agenda Proposal for Change of partners and orofit/loss shareholding p-ajtefn

N;. ot nils RettaNce iRloittc coRpoRnttoN. ptot lto. Gt-tqz. sEz-ll'
03.1 Sitapura, Jaipur.
3.1.1 The proposat oi ttitls RELIANCE TRADING coRPoRATloN, Plot No' G1-

142, SE2-tt,'sitapura, Jaipur of LOA No.2-151-SEZ-Il(J)Proj 993' dated.

31 .01.2007 for Chinge of Partners & shareholding / profit-loss sharing pattern ot

the tirm was discussed in the meeting.

3.1.2 Shri Banwari Lal Gupta, Partner, appeared betore the Approval committee
on behall ol the unit and explained the proposal.

3,1,3 The Approval committee examined the matter in detail and observed the

following
a.The Fartners as per new partnership on 01.04.2026 duly CA certified dated

14.08.2026 are as under:-
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S.No. Name of Partner's Existlng profit-sharing
ratio

Proposed profit-sharing
ratio

e comm e noted on subrnisS on of the unit rep resentative t atthe proposed
change in partners/shareholding involved members of the existing family. The Committee
observed that, if the change results in a transfer exceeding the prescribed threshold, the
applicable transfer charges/fees payable to RIICO shall be payabte by the unit it applicable
The representative ot the unit undertook to pay the applicable RIICO transfer charges/fees, as
may be determined by HllCO.

nda Proposa I for Exit from S eme of M/s SHREENATH GEII{S. Plot

c. The committee further noted the low exports of the unit as the unit has nil
exports in lhe FY2026-27 up to 31 .08.2026.The committee also noted ilre eiporri
of Hs. 239.28 lakh made by the unit in the previous block of five years.

3.1.4 Decislon Taken: The Approval committee, after due deliberations
unanimously approved the proposal and decided to take the intimation of the unit
regarding the change in partners and shareholding pattern of the unit on record in
terms of Doc lnstruction No. 109 dated 1g.10.2021, subject to Hllco transfer
charges if any and directed lor submission of a proper business plan and purchase
orders by the unit.

The committee further directed that the unit shall continue as a going concern, and
the incoming partners shall take over all existing assets, liabilities, iesponsibilities
and obligations of the unit and shall also comply with all the conditions stipulated in
DoC lnstruction No. 109 dated 18.10.2021.

The unit shall continue to comply with all conditions of the LOA, BLUT, SEZ Act
2005, SEZ Rules, 2006, and other applicable statutory requirements.

1 Banwarilal GupE- ZQT, 20
2 ovtn upta 60%
e Smt. Anju Gupta- 20% 20%
4 Gupta newPranava

partner)
20%

Total 100/o 100o/o

Age
No.
04.1 Liab es to M/s DEREWALAit JEWELLERY MANUFACT UEING

n t

COMPA Y PRIVATE LIMITED at Plot nu ber F-23-24-c1- 5&26.
SEZ-1. Sitaoura Jaiour.

4.1.1 The proposal of M/s SHREENATH GEMS, Plot No. H-1-38, SEZ-|, Sitapura,
Jaipur for exit and transfer of its Assets and Liabilities to M/s DEREWALA
JEWELLERY MANUFACTURING COMPANY PRIVATE LIMITED at Ptot number
F-23-24,G1-25 & 26, SEZ-|, Sitapura Jaipur in LOA No. 1-18/2003-
SEZ(J)Proj./2165 dated 31 .10.2003 was discussed in the meeting with fottowing
authorized operations-

amon ut or erwrse

Sr.
No.

Item Description ITC HS
Code/ CPC

Capacity Metric

Worked But not mounted
71023910 9s

l/141177./?AZ6
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4.1.2 Shri A.jay khandelwal, Proprietor, appeared before the Approval Committee

on behall of the unit and explained the proposal.

4.1.3 The Approval committee eramined the matter in detail and observed
the lollowing :-

a. As per shareholding pattern in r/o M/s Derewala Jewellery Manufaturing

Company Private Limited is as under:
S. No. Nanre olPartner Shareholding ("/o)

1 lrilr. Pramod Kumar Agarwal 4{.76%

2 Mi.FogendraGarg 47fr%

3 M/s Derewala
Limited

lndustries 7:97"/o

ToEI 7M

b. The committee noted that the unit has proposed to exit in Rule 74(A)transfer of

its ASSETS ANd LiAbiIitiES tO M/S DEREWALA JEWELLERY MANUFACTURING

COMPANY PRIVATE LIMITED.
c. Tlre Committee took serious note of the fact that the Unit had done meagre

exports of nearly Rs. 31 lakhs in the block of 5 years . Further it had not applied lor
erit from the SEZ under Rule 74 of the SEZ Rules, 2006 and instead applied under

Rule 74A. The committee deliberated in detail upon the provisions of Rule 74A

and lnstruction No. 109, including the fundamental differences between the two

Kgs3071 0391 10Ruby-worked
Kgs2071039130Emeralds-workedJ
Kgs2071039952Tanzanite-worked
Kgs18710399905

Kgs10071139990o

Semi-precious stones
(Other)- Topaz worked
emi-precious stones

(Other)- worked
Kgs1071 1it1 91 0Jewellery of Gold, Plain

and unstudded

-7

gs3071 131930I .Jewetlery ot Gold studded
with diamond

6071 131940o

-ewellery 

oi Gold studded
with precious and semi-
precious stones

10071 131110'1 0 Jewellery of Silver with
liligree work

Kgs2402071 131 111 Jewellery oi silver studded
(excluding diamonds

Kgs10071 131 1 30Other articles of silver

.jewellery

12

'|,.'.-.-.: l/111!7?/2026

KgS

Kgs
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provisions and the consequ^entiar imprications, particurarry with regard to therevenue implications for Rllco. The UAC observed that opiing for Ruie z4A mtayadversely atfect the interests of the Developer, i.e. Rllco, as well as the interests &
JSEZ. The Dc' NSEZ, crarified that the interests of the Deveroper, i.e. Rilco, .n"riJ1"ibe adversery atfected, and that the appricabre provisions and instructions shourd be
followed accordingly.

4.1.4' Declslon Taken: After due.deriberation, the Approvar committee deterred the
matter and directed that the same be placed before the next meeting ot te Approral
Committee.
The committee further directed the ADc, JSEZ, to undertake a detailed srr.rv rn.r
comparative anarysis of Rure 74A or rhe sEZ Hures, 2005 and r;airu;G;'N;1 i0,in consultation with Rlrco,. incruding .their respective appricabirity, pro"eouoi
requirements,.and further, Rllco shourd give Nob for transier unoei'zan or sr2rules and to place the findings before thdCommittee in tnJn.ri UnC ;;ild;;
f urther consideration.

Agenda 5.1
H.
Report ol
1992-reo.

P
1 18. SE I SitaDura. J iour in the wa ofA

if
ion Taken
n

!.]:1.. I|" Monitoring/Adjudication of the case of M/s RITA GEMS, ptot No. H_118,
sEZil sitapura, Jaipur in the wake of Action Taken Report of specified otficer,
{!{ _g1oer FT(D&R) Act, 1992 (LoA No. 2-s2-SEz_[(J)pio;.lrzer Jarei
17 .07.2004) was discussed in the meeting.

5.1.2 No representative of the unit appeared before the Approval committee
despite due notice. The committee took note of the fact that

5.1.3 The Approval committee exemined the matter in detair and observed
the followingr

a. The committee noted that th_e present proceedings before the unit Approval
committee do not invorve adjudication of the stdk mismatch/discre jancies,
as the mafter has already been reterred to the Jurisdictionar iustoms
authorities and is pending adjudication betore them. Accordingly, the
committee decided that no separate action wourd be taken on ttie stock
mismatch/discrepancies at this stage and that the matter would be
considered after receipt of the order of the jurisdictional customs authorities.
Thereafter, the competent authority shafi take such further action as may be
wananted under the applicable provisions of the Foreign Trade (Development
and Regulation) Act, 1992 and other applicabre raws. The committee iurther
clarified that any action in respect of the aforesaid stock
mismatch/discrepancies shall remain subject to the outcome of the
adjudicalion by the jurisdictional customs authorities and furlher action
warranted in accordance with law.

n' The UAC observed that the Unit had not submitted the Annual performance
Beports (APRS) for FY 2008-0S, Fy 2O1O-11, Fy 2011-.12, Fy zOZ2_zZ, Fy
2023'24 and FY 2024-25, and that certain ApFrs were submitted after the
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prescribed due date. This constitutes non-compliance with Rule 22(3) of the
SEZ Rules, 2006 read with Condition No. 7 of the BLUT, which requires the
Unit to submit the prescribed APR within the stipulated time, and amounts to
a violation of the conditions of the Letter of Approval/BLUT.

c. A personal hearing was given to the unit on 25.06.2026 During the Personal

Hearing held on 25.06.2026, the unit was represented by Shri Akshay Bohra.

l-ne unit was permitted to access its premises for collection ol documents and

was also provided relevant NSDL data to lacilitate preparation ol its SCN

r-ply. The unit was directed to submit its reply within 10 days, lailing which no

fi/r lher opportunity would be extended.
d. Alter the initial 21-day period, the Competent Authority granted a further 30

days for submission of the SCN reply, communicated to the unit vide letter

daied 05.12.2025 and email dated 18.12.2025. No SCN reply was received

thereafter.
e. UAC dated 28.07.2026:. The matter was placed belore the Approval

Committee in its meeting held on 28.07.2026. No representative of the unit

appeared before the Committee despite due notice. The Committee noted

th;t the unit had requesled permission to access its premises for retrieving

documents required for submitting its reply to the SCN dated 07.1 1 .2025'

Permission had already been granted on 29.06-2026 and again for
07.07.2026 or 09.07.2026, from 09:00 AM to 06:00 PM' for four nominated

persons. However, no representative ol the unit visited the premises on either

occasion. ln the interest of adhering to the principles of natural justice, the

Committee decided to grant one linal opportunity to the unit to appear and

present its case before the next UAC. lt was further decided that if no

iepresentative appeared despite due notice, the matter would thereafter be

decicled ex parte on the basis of the records available. The committee also

observed that Rs. 2,32,890/- was outstanding towards dues payable to

RIICO.
t. UAC dated '19.08.2025r The matter was again placed belore the Approval

Committee on 19.08.2026. No representative of M/s Rita Gems appeared

belore the Committee despite due notice. However, the Committee was

inlormed that an email had been received from the unit stating that, due to
the demise of a iamily member, the representative was unable to attend the

meeting and requesting 12 days' time. After considering the request and in

order to provide a reasonable opportunity of being heard and ensure

compliance with the principles of natural justice, the Committee decided to

defei consideration of the matter to the next meeting ol the Approval

Committee scheduled lor 25.08.2026. The Committee directed that the

representative of the unit be advised to attend the next meeting properly,

eiiher in person or through a stable videoconferencing lacility. The Committee

lurther directed that the unit may also be asked to submit its written

reply/submission to the SCN in advance ol the meeting.
g. uni dated 25.08.2026r The matter was again placed before the Approval

committee on 25.08.2026. No representative of lhe unit appeared belore the

Approval Committee despite due notice. Atter due deliberations, the Approval

cornmittee unanimously decided to deter the matter and directed to place the

matter before the next meeting of the Unit Approval Committee (UAC)' The

committee noted that the unit had requested permission to access its
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premises in the sEz for the.purpose of retrieving documents required forsubmitting its reply to the Show Cause Norice iSCru) OateO Oi,.tt.iOz-i
Accordingly, permission was granted to the unit on two occasions, i.e., on29.06.2026 and 02.07.2026 ot 09.07.2026 from g.00 AM to 06.00 pVf foiiori
nominated persons. However, it was observed that no representative ol theunit visited the premises on either of the aforesaid dates to collect thedocumenrs. Further the committee noted that the matter or M/s Rita Gemswas placed before the previous uAc dated i9.08.2026 out ruo represeniaiirJ
of the unit appeared before the Approvar committee despite due notice. tnthe interest of adhering to the principres of naturar justice, one finir
oppoftuqty shail be granted to the unit to appear and preslnt lts'caie in ine
next UAC. However; if no representative of ti.re unit appears before the next
UAC meeting despite due notice, this shail be rreated as tne ri.ir opplrtu.,tv,
and the matter shal thereafter be decided ex parte on the basis of the
records avairabre, The committee further directed that the unit may aLo'oJ
asked to submit its wriften repry/submission to the show c"rru. irot[u lnnext l0 days. The committee arso observed that an amount of Rs. 2,32,g90/-
was outstanding towards dues payable to RllCO.

h. The uAc noted that the JSEZ ofiice had repeatedry communicated with theunit regarding its appearance before the uac anci had arso .onr"yuo irr"decisions/proceedings of the uAc meetings through various ofliciar
communications. such communications were made 

-vide 
e-maits 

-Jateo

15.06.2026, 04.07.2026 and zs.or.2oz6: this office Letter No. 236 dated
04.07.2A26, Letter No. 336 dated 24.0Z,2026, Letter No. arO OateJ
17382026, Letter No. 4S7 dated 22.08.2026 and Letter No. 578 dated
20.09.2026; e-maits dated 17.08.2026, i8.08.2026, 24.08.2026, f O.OS.Z0i6
and 20.09.2026; and this otfice letter dated 10.09.2026. The Committee
noted that, despite repeated communications and due notice regaraing irre
UAC proceedings and the opportunities atforded to the unit to ir..uit'it.
case, the Unit failed to appear before the Committee.i. The UAC took serious note of the fact that the unit had been afforded
multiple opportunities to appear before the committee and present its case.
r1_cty!i1g during the UAC meetings hetd on ZB.O7.2Oi6, 19.08.2026,'
25.08.2026 and 22.09.2026. Despite being dury informed of the aforesaid
proceedings, the Unit or its authorised represeniative did not appear oerore
the Committee on any of the said occasions.

j' The committee further noted that the Unit had been repeatedry informed,
through the Minutes of the UAC meetings, retters issued by the J'sEz office
and e-mails, that, in the interest of adhering to the principles of naturaljustice, one final opportunity wourd be granted to the Unit to appear before
the next UAC and present its case. rt wis arso crearry communicated that, in
the event of non-appearance of any representative of the Unit d;+it;;u;
notice, rhe said opportunity wourd be treated as the finar opportunity'and the
matter would thereafter be considered and decided ex parte on the basis of
the records available on file.

k. The uAc observed that, despite due notice and repeated opportunities
having been afforded, the Unit again faired to appear before the UAC on
22.09.2026. Accordingly, the Committee deideO to proceed with
consideration of the matter ex'parte, on the basis of the available records and
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nraterial on lile.

5.'t.4 Decision taken: After due deliberation the Approval Committee decided as

under:

a. The Committee, observed persistent violations and continuing non-

compliances, observed that the unit had failed to fulfil the obligations

and comply with the terms and conditions subject to which the LOA had

been granted. The unit had not applied for renewal ot LoA and non-

submiision of the Annual Performance Reports (APRs) lor FY 2008-

09, FY 20.1 O-1 1 , FY 20 1 1-12, FY 2022-23, FY 2023-24 and FY 2024-25,

and that certain APRS were submitted after the prescribed due date'

This constitutes non-compliance with Bule 22(3) of the SEZ Rules,

2006 read with Condition No. 7 of the BLUT, which requires the Unit to

submit the prescribed APR within the stipulated time, and amounts to a

violation of the conditions of the Letter of Approval/BLUT' Accordingly'

the Committee decided not to renew/extend the Letter of Approval

beyond 09.07.2023 after considering it under the applicable provisions

of Rule 19(6 A&B) ol the SEZ Rules, 2006.
b. The Committee accordingly held that the case atlracted the provisions

of Section 16(1 ) of the Sp&id Economic Zones Act, 2005, and decided

to carcel the LOA No.2-32-SEZ-ll0Proi.1791 dated 17'07'2004'

c. The Committee further noted that the present proceedings before the

Unit Approval Committee do not involve adjudication of the stock

mismaich/discrepancies, as the matter has already been referred.to_the

Jurisdictional customs authorities and is pending adjudication before

them. Accordingly, the Committee decided that no separate action

would be taken oh the stock mismatch/discrepancies at this stage and

that the matter would be considered after receipt of the order of the
jurisdictional customs authorities. Thereafter, the competent authority

lhall taxe such further action as may be warranted under the applicable

provisions ol the Foreign Trade (Development and Regulation) Act'

igge and other applicable laws. The committee further clarilied that

anyactioninrespectoltheaforesaidstockmismatch/discrepancies
shall remain sublect to the outcome of the adjudication by the

Jurisdictional Cusioms authorities and further action warranted in

accordance with law.
d. On the issue of application or consideration of Rule 80 of SEZ Rules'

2006 the committee observed that the case is fit lor cancellation under

Sectionl6(1)ofsEZAct,2005thereforeregularizationoftheexpired
LOA is out of question & hence Rule 80 is not applicable

e. The Committee authorised the Development commissioner to issue a

reasonedandspeakingordercommunicatingtheaforesaiddecisionto
the unit, duly dealing witn tne submissions and objections/reply if any

raised by tne ruotice6, and to direct the unit to complete the prescribed

exit formalities in accordance with the applicable provisions ot the sEZ
Act, 2005 and the SEZ Rules, 2006'

f. The Committee further directed RllCO, being the Developer , to initiate
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appropriate action in accordance with the applicable provisions ol law
and the terms and conditions governing the allotmenylease of the plot.

g. The Committee also directed the unit toclear all outstanding dues
amounting to Rs.2,32,8901 up to Fy 2026-27, as applicabtejat rhe
earliest.

M

h e ken t,I n
No.5.2

- reo.

5.2.1 The Monitoring/Adjudication of the case ofM/s MIDAS GEMS &
JEWELLERY, PIot No. h1-82, sEz-il, sitapura, Jaipur in the wake of Action Taken
Report dated 3'1.10.202s of specified otficer, JsEz, under FT(D&R) act-issz
(LoA. No. 2-74-sEz-ll(J)Proj./1556 dared zz.1z.zo05) was discussed in the
meeting.

5.2'2 shri Pradeep and unit's Advocate Merrin Kuriakose appeared before the
Approval committee on behalf of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.
The UAC directed the Unit to submit the ink-signed vakalatnama outy executeJ
by the Unit and its authorised Advocate. The representative of the unit ano ir,e
Advocate agreed to submit the duly ink-signed Vakalatnama to the JSEZ office in
due course.

5.2'3 The Approval commlttee exemlned the matter in detail and observed
the following r.

a. A Personal Hearing was conducted on 25.06.2026; however, no one
xppeared on behalf of the unit during the personal Hearing.

o ]!e^9ge_yas placed before the Approval Committee in-its meeting hetd on
28.07.2026. No representative of the unit appeared betore the 

-Approvat

Committee despite due notice. After due deliberations, ttre eiirovit
Committee unanlmously decided to place the matter belore thi next
meeting ot the unll Approval committee. The committee observed that a
Personal Hearing had already been granted to the unit on 25.06.2026, but no
one had attended the Personal- Hearing. ln the interest ol adhering to the
principles of natural justice, the committee decided that one final opiortunity
be aflorded to the unit to appear before the committee and preseni its case.
It was further decided that, if no representative of the unit ippeared before
the next UAC meeting despite due notice, the same would be ireated as the
linal opportunity, and the matter would thereafter be decided ex parte on lhe
basis of the records available. The committee also observed that an amount
ol \2,27,7501- was outstanding towards dues payable to RllCO.

c. Further the matter of M/s Midas Gems & Jewellery was again placed before
the Approya! Committee in its meeting held on i9.09.2026. Sh. pradeep
Tarachand Varssale, Partner, attended the meeting through video
conferencing; however, due to technical issues. effective communication
could not take place. The representative requested additional time to submit
a detailed response to the show cause Notice and the allegations contained
therein. After due deliberations, the Approval Committee, in the interest of
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ensuring compliance with the principles of natural justice, defened
consideiation ol the proposal to the next meeting of the Approval Committee

and decided to provide the unit one more opportunity to present its case.

d. Fudhermore th6 matter of M/s Midas Gems & Jewellery was again placed

before the Approval Committee in its meeting held on 25.08.2026' No

representative of the unit appeared before the Approval Committee despite

due notice. Decision Taken:'After due deliberations, the Approval Committee

unanimously decided to defer the matter and directed to pla99. lhe matter

betore the next meeting of the Unit Approval Committee (UAC)' In the
rnterest of adhering to ttie principles of natural justice, one final opportunity

shall be granted to-the unit to a[pear and present its case in the next UAC'

Howevei if no representative 
'6f the unit appears before the next UAC

,""ting lespite dul notice, this shall be treated as the linal opportunity, and

the maiter s'hall thereafter be decided ex pade on the basis of the records

available. The committee lurther directed that the unit may also be asked to

submit its written reply/submission to the show cause Notice in next 10 days.

e. The UAC took note of the fact that the unit has been atforded a Personal

Hearing on 25.06.2026, followed by opportunities belore the Approval

committees. The UAC daled 28.07.2026 had specifically decided to provide

one final opportunity in the interest of natural .lustice, with the stipulation that

failure to a[pear wbutd result in the matter being decided ex parte on the

basis of records available. The matter was subsequently delerred on

19.08.2026, 25.08.2026 and then again placed before the Approval

Committee dated 22.09.2026 for consideration'
f. The unit's Advocate Merrin Kuriakose reiterated the para no. 8 of scN dated

07.11.2025 as - Section 16(1) ot the SEZ Act, 2005 provides that Approval

Committee may, at any tine, if it has any reason or cause to believe that the

entrepreneur has persistently contravened any of the terms & conditions

subject to which LOA was gtanted to the entrepreneur, cancel the LOA but

such cancellation wilt not be done unless the entrepreneu has been alforded

a reasonable opportuniu of being heard.
g. The unit's Advocate further argued that there is no point on discussion on

cancellation of the LoA which is already expired or lapsed.

h. To This the committee responded that section 16(1 ) of the special Economic

Zones Act, 2005,Say *The Approval Committee may, at any time, if it has any

reason or cause to believe that the entrcNeneur has persistently contravened

any of the terms and conditions or its obligations subiect to which the letter of

approval was granted to the entrepreneul cancel the letter ol approval" '

Accordingly, the Committee decided that cancellation of the LOA does not

require the LOA to be live.
i. On submission of persistent violation of SEZ Act and SEZ rules the

committee responded and listed the persistent violations of the Unit'

5.2,4 Decision taken: After due deliberation, the Approval Committee
decided as under:

i. The Committee, observed persistent vlolations and continuing non-
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compliances, observed that the unit had failed to fulfir the obligations and
comply with the terms and conditions subiect to which the r_oi nao ieengranted. Accordingly, the committee decided not to reneMextend the Letterof Approval beyond 02.0s.202s, after considering the same under the
appricabre provisions of Rure 19(5), Rure 19(64)andRure 19(68)of tnu sLi
Rules, 2006.

ir. The committee accordingly held that the case atracted the provisions oJ
section 16(r) of the speciar Economic zones Act,2005, ani decided t,c
cancel the LOA No. 2-74-SEz-lt(J)proj./1556 dated 22.12.2005.

iii The committee further noted that the present proceedings berore the unitApproval Committee do not involve adjudication- of the stock
mismatch/discrepancies, as the matter has arready been referred to the
Jurisdictional customs authorities and is pending adjudication before tnem.
Accordingry, the committee decided that no sepalate action wourd be taken
on the stock mismatch/discrepancies at this stage and that the matter would
be considered after receipr of the order of the jurisdictional customi
authorities. Thereafter, the competent authority shall take such further action
as may be warranted under the appricabre provisions of the Foreign iiide
(Development and Reguration) Act, 1992 and other appricabre riws. The
committee further clarified that any action in respect of ihe aforesaid stock
mismatch/discrepancies sharr remain subject to the outcome of the
adjudication by the Jurisdiciional customs authorities and further action
warranted in accordance with law.

iv. on the issue of application or consideration of Rure g0 of sEZ Hures, 20c6
the committee observed that the case is lit 1or cancellation under section
16(1) of sEz Act, 2005 therefore regurarization or the expired LoA is our of
question & hence Bule 80 is not applicable.

v. The committee authorised the Deveropment commissioner to issue a
reasoned and speaking order communicating the aforesaid decision to the
unit, duly dealing with the submissions and objections raised by the Noticee,
and to direct the unit to complete the prescribed exit formalities in accordance
with the applicable provisions of the SEZ Act, 2005 and the SEZ Rutes, 2006.

vi. The Committee further directed RllCO, being the Developer , to initiate
appropriate action in accordance with the applicable provisions of law and the
terms and conditions governing the allotment/lease of the plot.

vii. The committee also directed the unit toclear all outstanding dues amounting
lo Rs. 2,27 ,750/- up to FY 2026-27 , as applicabte, at the earliest.

Agenda
No.
05.3

d
rm R R of

Show Cause Notice dated 10.08.2026-reg.

5,3.1 The proposal of M/s Rawat Creation Jewels LLp, plot No. G1-14g, SEZ-lt,
Sitapura, Jaipur for renewal of LOA (in LoA 2-121-SEZ-Il(J)proj/448 dated
15.06.2006) and monitoring of export performance under Rule 54 of SEZ Rules,
2006 and Adjudication of Show Cause Notice dated 10.08.2026 was discussed in
the meeting.
5.3.2 The unit has submitted 17 new items, details are as under:-
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S.No. Item Description Metric Production

C<.rde Capacity

71012200

15

100.00Kgs1 pe - WorkedCu UT

10000.00Carat71023S1 0- not mou or setor tamon

Carat 10000.003 71023990- - OTHEBWORKED D M

5000.00Carat71039911-

5000.00Carat
CHRYSOBERYL CAT'S
WORKED

EYE
7103991 2-

.00Carat710399 !3-
ALEXANDRITE
WORKED

CAT'S EYE.
o

s000Carat7 71039919-
CHRYSOBERYL - WORKED
MINERALOGICAL SPECIES OTHER THAN
EMEBALD.WORKED

OIFIEF S'IONES o- BERYL &

Carat s000. 0B 71039929-

AND FELDSPAR MINERALOGICAL
SPECIES THAN RUBY AND SAPPHIRE.
WORKED

OTHER N CORU

Carat 0.00GAR-NETIWOB-KED9 71039931-

5000.00Carat10 71039932-

5000CaratffiNET AND
LAZUBITE MINERALOGICAL SPECIES
WORKED

11 71039939-

Carat 500012 71039943- URINE. W

0CaratCHALCEDONY. WORKEDIJ 71039944-

5000CaratffiITEAND
OUABTZ MINERALOGICAL SPECIES .
WORKED

14 71039949-

5000Carat
ISITE MINERALOGICAL SPECIES

ORKED

71039959-

Carat 1710491 1 016

5000Carat
WORKED

17 71049900-

rTc/ cPc

YETLOW GOTDEN PINK RED GREEN
BERYL. WORKED

4

trqPIS.LJqZUtI - WORKED

WOHKEFNDUSTRIAL SYNTHETIC
DIAMOND LAB GROWN DIAMONDS
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5.3.3 Shri Radhamohan Rawat and sh. Ajay shrivastav , partners appeared before
the Approval committee on behalf of the unlt and presented the unit;s submissions.

!.3.! Tte Approval commlttee examined the matter in detail and observed
the Following:

a' The committee noted that the unit has made reply to all the allegation ol thescN dated 10.08.2026 as Reasons for proronged poor export performance
and failure to achieve approved projections, Reasons tor vbry ro* .r.ctri.itv
consumption vis-i-vis claimed manufacturing/export activity, Reasons for non'-
response/derayed response to earrier communications, year-wise expotprojections and detaired future business pran, Documentary eviolnce- oi
$,aed Japan/Hong Kong export orders and MOU, Status tf ori#nairg
Rllco dues and plan for revivar of manufacturing acrivity ano improvemenl oi
export performance.

b. The committee noted that in the gd brock of five year from year 2019-20 to
2024-25 the unit made export of Rs. 27.51 rakhs against trre firolection-oiiio
lakhs tor the block period that is around 9% of thi projections'given by the
unit.

c. Furtherthe UAC noted that the unit's LoA expired on 01.09.2025, while the
renewal application was fired on 12.12.202s, invorving a deray beyond the
prescribed period under Rule 19(6A).

o' The UAC observed that the unit has submitted that in future the unit will to
respond to all luture communications from this office within 15 days ol receipt.

e. The UAC confirmed from the Rllco that the unit has no outstanAing dues of
RilCO.

t. For the Plan for revival of manufacturing activity and improvement of export
performance, the unit representative submitted that the unit has maintained
its premises and infrastructure throughout the period and is ready to
commence production immediately upon renewal of the LOA. The proposed
revival is supported by concrete commercial arrangements, including the
confirmed export order from Hong Kong (Annexure_ai, tne executed 

-MOU

with M/s Royal Color Co. Ltd., Japan (Annexu re-4), and the submitted
business plan (Annexure-2). The unit further reiterated its undertakings
already placed on record, including execution of a fresh Bond-cum-Legil
Undertaking within 30 days of renewal of the LOA, submission of quarterly
export-performance reports to this office during the first two years of the
renewed LOA, submission of future APRs within 180 days from the close of
each financial year, personal appearance of the designated partners in future
UAC meetings, and willingness to deposit 1olo ol the NFE shortfall if any, as
may be determined by this otfice.

5.3.5 Declslon Taken: After detailed deliberations and considering the
submissions made by the representative of the unit before the Approval
Committee, the Approval Committee unanimously Approved the proposal and
decided to renew the Letter of Approval (LoA) for the period of next two years from
the date of issuance ol the renewal letter or the remaining block period, whichever
is earlier. The renewal shall be subject to revised and enhanced proiections,
submission of a revised Form-F1, and payment of penalty ol <2,82,490/- under
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Rule 80 ol the SEZ Rules,2006, being 1% of the exports shortfall, and T30,000/-
under Section 11(2) of the FT(D&R) Act tor delayed submission of the LoA renewal
application, aggregating to 13,12,4901. The unit representative agreed during the
meetirrg to deposit the said amount.The Committee unanimously decided to drop
the Show Cause Notice and empowered the Development Commissioner to issue

Adjudication Orders accordingly.

Agenda M/s MOTISONS JEWELLERS LIMITED. Plot No. g-103. G-l07 & G-I08.
uo 5.4

issued under section 16(1) ol the SEZ Act.200Sreg.

5.4.1. Shri Lalit Musal, President, appeared before the Approval Committee on

behalt of the unit and presenled the unit's submissions.

5.4.2 The Approval Committee eramined the matter in detail and observed
the Following:

a. The UAC noted that the unit has not complied with the directions issued by

the UAC on 25.08.2026, particularly regarding submission of a written

undertaking with a time-bound plan for completion of the prescribed minimum

construction, a detailed plan for utilisation ot the entire allotted plot for

approved manufacturing/export activities, and proot of payment of plot

relention charges to Rllco or Noc lrom Rllco, as applicable under its Land

Use/Land Allotment and Utilisation Policy'
o. The UAC noted that, as per applicable RIICO norms, the prescribed minimum.

construction requirement had not been met and that retention charges would

be payable for ihe period of non-compliance until completion of the required

construction. lt was informed that retention charges, as applicable under the
prevailing RIICO policy/rates, would be payable.

c. The UAC noted that the unit's export performance remained poor
during 2019-20 to 2023-24. In the 3rd block, the unit achieved

"*po,ir 
of only t71.90 lakh againsl the projected {965 }akl, w}th

NIL exports in 2019-20 and 2022-23. The 4th block also
commented with NIL exports in 2023-24, followed by exports of
only t18.51 Iakh in 2024-25.

a. The Committee further observed that the unit had been allotted 5835 sq' m'

of land by RIICO but had generated a Net Foreign Exchange (NFE) of only

Rs. e+.a4 lakh during lhe second block period (2013-14 to 2017-18' Further,

during the third block period (2018-19 lo 2022-23), the unit generated an

NFE ol only Rs. 35.89 lakh. Furthermore during the first two years of the 4th

block 2023:24 and2024'25, the unit generated NFE of only Rs. 16'19 lakhs'

The committee observed that this reflected extremely poor utilization of a
valuable national asset created primarily for generating Net Foreign

Exchange for the country.
e. The UAb observed that, in the absence of the required NOC/consent from

the Developer, the scope of action available to the UAC is limited, including

cancellation of the unit's LoA, as applicable under the relevant provisions'
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5.4.3 Declslon Taken: After due deriberations, the Approvar committee deferredthe matter and directed thal-tll.e matter be praced before the next il;tirg .l il;unit Approvat committee (UAC). The uAc decided to provide one rast ooo6nrnit,t0 the unit and direqted it to obtain and submit rne iequisitJ rubc/;ilr:.;i-fr",Hllco by 17.10.2026. rn the event of non-compriance, rhe matter shail be olaceJ
before-the nexr meeting of the UAC for consideration'oi ."r."ir"tioii 

"rInJLon.The UAC took serious note oJ the unit's.past expon performance ano tne rarge pioi
3.'. of 5,835- sq. m. The UAC furrher ctdrified that, even it tt',. ffiriIii.Noc/consent from Rllco is obtained, the issue regarding tne iustittatt-n- aniutilisation of.the altotted plot area, including sunendei ot tir"e unuiiliseJ ptnio,i otthe plot to RilCO, shail also be considerea Oy tne URC.

Agenda
No. 5.5

rl r
itorino ol Exo rt Perf manc & Hen ewal ol LOA u der rul 54

of SEZ Rules. 2006-reg.

5.5.1 The case of M/s BHIJ JEWELS, ptot No. G-98, SEZ_il, Sitapura, Jaipur for
Monitoring of Export Performance & Renewal ot LoA under rure 5i of seihrrui,
2006. (in LoA 2-37-sEZ-[fi)proj. /148 dated 19.07.2004) was oiscusseo in ine
meeting.

5.5.2 shri s R shrimar, Manager, appeared before the Approvar committee on
behalf of the unit and presented the unit's submissions .

5.5,3 The Approval committee examined the matter in detail and observed the
Following:

i. The uAc observed that the LoA of the unit expired on 19.06.2026, whereas
the unit appried for renewar on 21 .09.2026, pursuant to UAC directions Thrrs,
the application was not filed within the prescribed period of at reast two
months prior to expiry of the LoA, as required under the SEZ Rules, 2006.

ii. The uAc further noted the past export performance during the gd brock, the
unit made exports of Rs. 284.06 rakhs against the projection ot Rs. +9s.zo
lakhs.

iii. The uAc further noted that the Unit has nit exports in Fy 2024-zs,2ozs-26
& 2026-27. The UAC advised the unit to revise its projections for remaining
02 years to achieve its targets of 4th brock. The UAC made it crear to the unit
if the unit do not match its exports target in future the unit will have to pay
penalty for the shortfall value of exports.

iv. The UAC further noted that the unit has purchase orders in hand amounting
to USD 15,000.

5.5.4 Decision Taken: After detailed deliberations and considering the
submissions 

. 
made by the representative of the unit before the Apfiroval

Committee, the Approval Committee unanimously Approved the proposal and
decided to renew the Letter of Approval (LoA) for the period of next two years from
the date of issuance of the renewal letter or the remaining block period, whichever
is earlier. The renewal shall be subject to every six months review of the export
p9rf9!r1?n9e and payment of penalty of Rs.20,000/- under Section 11(2) of the
FT(D&R) Act for delayed submission of the LoA renewal application. ihe unit
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representative agreed during the meeting to deposit the said amount.

Agenda Proposal of M/s R.K. ASSOCIATES. Plot Gl-149. SEZ-ll. Sitapura'
No.5.6 Jaipur for Monitoring of Export Perlormance under rule 54 ol SEZ

Hules. 2006 (On Suo Moto Basis)'reo'

5.6.1 The proposal ot M/s R.K. ASSOCIATES, Plot G1-149, SEZ-ll, Sitapura'

Jaipur, for Monitoring of performance & renewal of LOA No. 2-172-SEZll(J)lPro1-
/661 dated 03.09.2013 was discussed in the meeting.

5.6.2. Shri Prabhakaran, Manager, appeared belore the Approval Committee on

behalf of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.
5.6.3 The Approval iommittee examined the matter in detail and observed the

following:

a. The committee noted that the unit has complied with the directions issued by

the previous UAC dated 25.08.2026 and has furnished replies to 
-all -the

alleged violations mentioned in the Show cause Notice dated 10.08.2026.

Thuiunit has also submitted the Form-F1 application for renewal oi the LoA

along with the requisite documents, pending APRs and BLUT, deposited
Rll6b dues amounting to {6,68,075/-,'and pioduced purchase orders worth

usD 136,743.53.
u. The UAC noted that the unit has applied for renewal of LoA after 01 year of

its expiry on 27.05.2026.

c. Further the UAC noted the export performance of the unit during the 2d
Block of five year l2O2O-21 lo 2Cr24-25\ the unit made FOB export of Rs'

45.79 Lakhs against the projection of Rs. 218 Lakhs.

5.6.4 Decision Taken: After detailed deliberations and considering the

submissions made by the representative of the unit before the Approval

Committee, the Approval Commiitee unanimously decided to impose a payment.of

penalty of Rs 1,72.,2101- under Rule 80 of the SEZ Rules, 2006, being 1% ot the

exporfs shortfall, and Rs. 50,000/- under Section 11(2) of the FT(D&R) Act for

deiayed submission of the LoA renewal application, aggregating lo Rs.2'?2,2101"

The unit representative requested the UAC to consider reduction ol the penalty

amount. Thb UAC directed ihat renewal ol the LoA may be considered subiect to
payment of the applicable penalty. However, on the request of the. unit

refresentative that'confirmation regarding payment of the penalty would.be
fuinished after discussion with the managehent of the unlt, the UAC, considering
the submissions made by the unit, unanimously decided to delerthe proposal lor

consideration in the next UAC meeting.

Agenda
No. 5.7

rrrla 54 of SEZ R rrlas. 2OO6-reo--

5.7.1. The Proposal ol M/s SHANKAR JEWELS, plot H-SS,SEZ-I|, Sitapura, Jaipur

for renewal of LOA & Monitoring ol Export (in LOA No.2-35-SEZ-ll(J)Proj/189
dated 1 1 .08.2004)was discussed in the meeting.
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5.7.2. . Shri Ajay Shankar Khandelwal, partner appeared before the Approval
Committee on behalf of the unit and presented the uriii's submissions.

5.7.3 The Approval committee examined the matter in detair and observed
the tollowing:

i. The UAC noted that the unit has submitted the renewal application on
13.08.2026, whereas the LOA expired on 18.08.2026. Thus, the apptication
was not submitted two months prior to expiry as prescribed under'Fiule
19(6A). The unit has also not furnished any justification lor the detayed
submission. The same may be obtained and examined

ii. Further the UAC noted the export pertormance of the unit during the f
Block of five year (2021-221o 2025-26) the unit made FOB export of Rs.
275.73 Lakhs against the projection of Rs. 1000 Lakhs. The UAC noted a
shortfall o11724.27 lakh against the export projections submitted by the unit
for the 4th block period.

iii. The UAC further observed that the projection given by the unit are very high
considering the past export performance of the unit, the UAC advised that
the unit may revise its projections for the next block.

5,7.4 Decision taken: : After detailed deliberations and considering the
submissions made by the representative of the unit before the Apfroval
Committee, the Approval Committee unanimously Approved the propodi and
decided to renew the Letter of Approval (LoA) tor the period of next two years from
the date of issuance of the renewal letter or the remaining block period, whichever
is earlier. The renewal shall- be subject to every six-month monitoring of export
performance, submission of a revised Form-F1 , and payment of 

-penalty 
of

Rs.7,24,2701- under Rule 80 of the SEZ Bules, 2006, being 1% of the erpbrt's
shortfall.

Agenda Prooosa I oI renewal of Letter of Aooroval in respect of M/ GREEN
No.5.8 FIRE EXPORTS. PIot No, H-1. SEZ-|. Sitaou ra, JaiDur for the 5th block

of five rs of under S ub-Rules '19 (6A) (1) of SEZ Hu les. 2006-
reg.

5.8.1. The proposal of Renewal of Letter of Approval in respect of M/s GREEN
FIRE EXPORTS, Plot No. H-1 , SEZ-|, Sitapura, Jaipur of LOA No 1-271ZOOZ-SEZ-
l(J)lProj.l 2179 dt. 01 .1 1 .2003 was discussed in the meeting.

5.8.2 Shri Shyam Sunder Gupta, Authorized representative, appeared before the
Approval Committee on behalf of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.

5.8.3 The Approval Committee examined the matter in detail and observed the
following:

i. The UAG noted that the LoA had initially been granted for six months, with
renewal for the full live-year block to be considered thereafter. Earlier
discrepancies between the ExporUlmport (Forex outflow) figures reported in
the APRs and Customs/NSDL records were reconciled by the unit. The
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reconciliation was examined and found in order, with no discrepancy
observed, as conf irmed by the CA's email dated 17.09.2026.

ii. The UAC noted the export performance of the unit during the 4h Block o-f

five year (2021-22 to 2025-26) the unit made FOB export of Rs. 552.49
Lakhs against the projectton of Rs. 1900 Lakhs. The UAC noted a shortfall of
Rs. 1347.51 lakh against the export projections submitted by the unit for the
4th block period.

5.8.4. Decision Taken:- After detailed deliberations and considering the
submissions made by the representative of the unit betore the Approval

Committee, the Approval Committee unanimously APproved .the proposal and

decided to renew ihe Letter of Approval (LoA) for the remaining period of next

btock 5th block of five years i.e. upto 04.04.2031 . The renewal shall be subject to
paymenl ol penalty of 4s.13,47,5101 under Rule 80 of the SEZ Rules, 2006, being
'l% ol the export's shortfall.

AgendaProposal ol M/s MEMORY SILVER. Plot H-l86.SE2-ll.Sitapura. Jaipur
No,5.9 lor renewal of LoA under Rule 19(A) and monitoring ol oerlormance

under Rules 54 ol the SEZ Rules.2006-reg.

5.9.1 Proposal of M/s MEMORY SILVER, Plot H-186,SE2-ll,Sitapura, Jaipul lo1
renewal of LOA-No. 2-128-SEZ-ll(J)Proil491 dated 03.07.2006 lor Renewal of LOA

was discussed in the meeting.

5.9.2. Sh. Jugal Kishore Gupta, Partner, appeared before the Approval Committee
on behall of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.

5.9.3. The Approval Committee examined the matter in detail and observed the
following:

i. The UAC noted that the unit has not submiiled any reply to this office letter

No. 55 dated 20.04.2026, whereby certain observations ol NSEZ CA tirm
were communicated to the unit.

ii. The committee noted that the import-export projections lurnished by the unit
in Form F-I were not commensurate with the proposed list ol items and

corresponding quantities. The projected import and export values appeared

to be relatively iow vis-A-vis the proposed quantities of gold and silver. The

Unit was aciordingly advised to review Form F-1 and make appropriate

revisions to the projettions and item-wise quantities, wherever required, and

submit the revised Form F-1.

5.9.4. Decision Takenr After detailed deliberations and considering the

submissions made by the representative of the unit belore the Approval

committee, the Approval committee unanimously ApProved the proposal and

decided to renew ihe Letter ol Approval (LoA) for the remaining period ol next

block 4th block of five years i.e. upto 23.08.2029. The renewal shall be subject to

every six-month monitoring of export performance, submission of a revised Form-

Fr, Lnd reply of the obiervatibns hade vide this oflice letter No' 55 dated

20.04.2026.

l/tall77/2026
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Ag
No

endaProposal of M/s VEALENTINE JEWELLEBy INTERNATIONAL. ptot

5.10
o th

RI

5.10.1. The proposal of M/s VEALENTTNE JEWELLERY |NTERNAT|ONAL, ptor
no.G1-12, SEZ-|, sitapura, Jaipur for the remaining period of Sth block of five years
of LoA No. 1-33/2003-sEz-l(J)/Proj.l2213 dated 04.l1.2003 was discusseo in tne
meeting.

5.10.2. Sh. Prateek Choudhary, Partner, appeared before the Approval Committee
on behall of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.

5.10.3 The Approval committee examined the matter in detail and observed the
following:

a. The observed that in view of the pending deficiencies, the LOA was earlier
extended for six months up to 30.09.2026, subject to submission of the
requisite clarifications/documents by the unit lor consideration ol renewal for
the full block. However, the Unit has not submitted any reply to the said letter
dated 11.05.2026 so far. The Unit was also reminded t'elephonicalty and
email by this otfice to submit the requisite reply/documents.

U. The UAC further noted that the unit have pending BRCs for Fy ZO21_22,
2022-23, 2023-24, 2024-25 and 2025-26 as observed by the NSEZ_
authorized CA firm.

c. The UAC noted the export performance of the unit during the 4h Block of
five year (2021-22 to 2025-26) the unit made FOB export ol Rs. 2316.44
Lakhs against the projection of Rs. 6950.00 Lakhs. The UAC noted a shortfall
of Rs. 4573.56 lakh against the export projections submitted by the unit for
the 4th block period.

d. The UAC further observed that the poection given by the unit are very high
considering the past export performance of the unit. the UAC advised that
the unit may revise its projections for the next block

5.10.4. Decision Takenr After detailed deliberations and considering the
submissions made by the representative of the unit before the Apfroval
Committee, the Approval Committee unanimously in principle Approved the
proposal and decided lo renew the Letter of Approval (LoA) for the remaining
period of the 5th block, i.e. from 01 .10.2026 to 31.03.2031.. The renewal shall be
subject to payment of penalty of Rs. 45,73,5601 under Rule 80 of the SEZ Rules,
2006, being 1y" ol lhe exports shortfall, the unit may make the payment in a lump
sum or in installments, realization of pending BRC and compliances of the olher
observations made by this otfice letter dated 1 1 .05.2026 in next 15 days. ln case
the unit is unable to realise the pending BRCs, it shail discharge the applicable
duty, in consultation with JSEZ Customs.
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AgendaProposal oI M/s PUSHPA GEM EXPORTS. Plot H'156. SEZ-!!.
I'lo. Sitapura. Jaipur lor renewal oI LOA. addition of new items and
5.1f monitoring ol exlrort performance under Rule 54 ol SEZ Rules.

2006- reg.

5.11.1 The Proposal o{ M/s PUSHPA GEM EXPORTS, Plot H-156, SEZ-ll,

Sitapura, Jaipur for renewal of LOA, addition of new items and monitoring of export
performance ol LOA no.2-123-SEZ-ll(J)Proi/487 dated 03.07.2006 was discussed

in the meeting.

5.11.2 Smt. Tripti Daga, Partner and Shri Shyam Sunder Yadav, Accountant

appeared before the Approval committee on behalf of the unit and presented the

unit's submissions.

5.11.3 The Approval committee examined the matler in detail and observed the

following:

a. The UAC noted that during the block period the unit was granted LoA for a
period of one year, i.e. u[ to 26.09.2026, during the said period' the Unit

made exports amounting to Rs. 2.00 lakh up to August 2026, as per Customs
records.

b. The units representative made its submission that IEC of the unit was not

updated on DGFT portal for a significant time so the unit could not undertake

the import- export related activities.
c. Further, the units representative Smt. Tripti Daga submitted that she was

previously engaged in another field ol work and has now retired from her

earlier profession. she further stated that she is now devoting her full time to
the export business.

o. She f u(her submitted that the unit haspurchase orders and imported stock

available in the unit,

5.11.4. Decision Takenr After detailed deliberations and considering the

submissions made by the representative of the unit before the Approval

Committee, the Approval Committee unanimously Aooroved the proposal and

decicjed to renew the Letter of Approval (LoA) for the remaining period of next

block (4th block) of five years i.e. upto 16.05.2027 along with broadbanding with

policy conditions ol DGit if any. The renewal shall be subjecl to submission ol
ievisLd projections for the remaining period, and the unit will not be permitted

Transier'under Rule 74A of SEZ Rules 2006 by any luture requests looking at NIL

performance of the Unit in the last Block of 5 years from 20?2-26 and only 2lakhs
in 2026-27 (6 months)

Supplementary Agenda

1.1 Proposal lor Change of constitution and shareholding pattern ol M/s

MOHAN EXPORTS, Plot No. Gl-47, SEZ'll' Sitapura' Jaipur'



lSEz/Ptoi /01/ zo?2-zj l/11117/ /20?6

1.1.1 The Proposal of M/s MOHAN EXPORTS, Ptot No. c1-47, SEZ-il, Sitapura,
Jaipur for Change of constituition and shareholding pattern was discussed in the
meeting.

C) As per the Pa(nership Deed dated 11,.09.2026, the change of partner and the
revised profiVloss sharing ratio is as under:-

1 .1.2 Shri Ashok Agganrual, Partner, appeared before the Approval Commiltee on
behalf of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.

1.1.3 The Approval Committee examined the matter in detail and observed the
following:-

a) As per this office letter dated 23.09,2010, the partners of the unit were as under:

S.No. Name of Partner's Profit / Loss
Ratio

1 Shri Ashok
Agarwal

Kumar B97o

z Shri Ashutosh Agarwal 11%

Total 100%

b)As per the Partnership Deed dated02.07.2025, the partners of the unit are as
under:
S.No. Name of Partner's Share in Profit & Losses

(/")
1 Ashok

Agrawal
Ku mar 89%

Sonam Khandaka
Total 1O0"/"

S.No. Name of Partner's Status ProliU Loss
Rario (%)

shtmns

1 Ashok Kumar Agrawal Continuing / working-
partner

51%

Shri Kambad Nikunj lncoming / working
partner

24.50"/.

3 Shri Parmar
Vinodbhai

Kuldeep lncoming / working
partner

24.50"/"

Total 1000/"

b. Further the UAC Noted that the unit has not intimated to this office about the
change of partner as per partnership deed dated 02.07.2025.

1.1.4 Decision Taken: Approval Committee, after due deliberation decided to
deferthe Proposal tlll the Next UAC meeting. The RIICO representative
informed the UAC that the Unit at the time ol initial incorporation was a 50-50%
partnership and then tumed into 89-1 1% and now again changing to 51-24.5-

11%
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24.5"k. Ihere nas been multiple change of partners and now the new incoming
partners do not belong to the family and instead are outsiders. Therefore, there is

a tendency that appears that the unit wants to bypass the Transfer charges rules

of R1CO. 
-Thereioie, 

the Committee decided that RIICO NOC and applicability of

Transfer charges shall be communicated by RIICO and the matter is delerred till
next UAC

1.2 (A) Subject: Proposal ot M/s KGK DIAMOND (SEZ UNIT) lor change
ifl tt,e shareholding pattern of the firm - reg'

1.2.1 The Proposal ot M/s KGK DIAMOND (SEZ UNIT), Plot No' G-96,

sEZ-il, Sitapura, Jaipur lor Change ol constituition and shareholding pattern

was discussed in the meeting.

1.2.2 Shri Mukesh Jain, Director, appeared before the Approval Committee on

behalf of the unit and presented the unit's submissions.

1.2.3 The Approval committee examined the matter in detail and observed the

lollowing:-

a. The equity shareholders of M/s KGK Tradelinks Private Limited as on

31.08.2026 are as under:

Sr. No.
Name ot
Shareholder

the No,
Shares

ol Percentage
Shareholding

ol

1 Navrattan Kothari 3,650 36.50

2 Sandeep Kothari 2,850 28.50

o Prakash Chand Kothari 1,000 '10.00

4 Sheela Kothari 500 s.00

E Anila Kothari 1,000 10

6 Prashant Kothari 1,000 10

Total 10,000 100.00

b) The proposed equity shareholders of M/s KGK Tradelinks Private Limited are as

under:

1.2.4The UAC noted that there is change in the shareholding pattern of the M/s

Sr.
No.

Name of the Shareholder
No.
Shares

of Percentage
Shareholding

of

1 KcKereetions (l) Private Limited 9990 ggl00-./-

Mr: Mukesh Jain (Nominee of
KCIPL)

10

Total 10,000 TCIOTil

KGK Tradelinks Private Limited.

lo.r 
oz.
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Meetlng ended wlth a vote of thanks to the Chair.

Digitally signed by
GOPAL MEENA
Date:28-09-2026
09:52:09

(Gopal Meena)
Development Commissioner

Digitally signed by
PARAS MANI TRIPATHI
Date:24-O9-2O26
1O: 07: 1O

(Paras Mani Tripathi)
Joint Development Commissioner

sc+q-qqq-n
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1.2.5 oeclsion Taken: The Approval committee, after due deliberation,delerred
the matter for consideration in the next Approval committee meeting 

"nolinlnEmeantime, directed the JSEZ olfice to obtain legal opinion from ttreiegat team,
NSEZ, and the views/opinion of RIICO on the matter.

1.2.2 (Bl Subiect: Renewal of Letter of Approvat in resfect o, Mis Kq-K

ur for the 4li btock
ol !e{4i:ng balance period of five years of under Sdzsghtrltellr_l6jtXl
of SEZ Rules.2006-reg.

1.2.2.1 The Proposal ot M/s KGK DTAMOND (SEZ UN|T), ptot No. c_96, SEZ_il,
sitapura, Jaipur lor renewal of LoA with broad-banding of authorized iiems toi
remaining balance period of 4th block of five years upto 01.12.2026 to 30.0b.2028.

1.2.2.2 Shn Mukesh Jain, Director, appeared before the Approval Committee on
behalf of the unit and presented the unit,s submissions.

1.2.2.3 Decision Taken: The Approval committee, after due deriberation.
delerrcd the matter for consideration in the next Approval committee meeting and,in the meantime, directed the JSEZ Office to examine the proposal and
communicate the deficiency to the unit if any.

1.3 Proposal for Transfer of Business/sEz unit f rom M/s sumti exports to
M/s Jaipur silver Jewels (Proprietorship Firm) under lnstruclion 

'l!o. 
109

dated 18.10.2021.

1.3.1 Decislon Taken: The UAC took note of the apprication dated15.09.2026
submitted to the O/o DC, JSEZ, Sitapura. The Approval Committee, after due
deliberation. deferred the matter for consideration in the next Approval committee
meeting and directed the JSEZ Office to examine the proposal, communicate
deficiencies to the unit, if any, and place the matter before the next UAC meeting.


