
No. K-43o16/n / 2126-SEZ
Government of India

Ministry of Commerce and Industry
Department of Commerce

(SEZ Section)
Vanijya Bhawan, New Delhi

Dated the 25th June, 2026

Subject: r4oth Meeting of the Board of Approval on Special Economic Zones (SEZs)
held on r5tt' June, zoz6- Reg.

Please find enclosed herer,r.ith Minutes of the 14oth meeting of the Board of
Approval for SEZs held on 15th June, zoz6 for information and necessary action.

2. The Development Commissioners are requested to take urgent necessary action,
on the directions of BoA.

Under Secretary to the Covernment of India
Tel: 0l l-23039721

Email: sanjay.78@gov.in
To

r. Central Board of Excise and Customs, Member (Customs), Department of
Revenue, 4th Floor, Kartarya Bhawan - I, New Delhi - 11ooo1

2. Central Board of Direct Taxes, Member (IT), Department of Revenue, 4th Floor,
Kartarya Bhauan - I, New Delhi - rrooor

3. Joint Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Financial Services, Banking
Division, Jeevan Deep Building, New Delhi (Fax: z334446zlzSt66Zgil.

4. Joint Secretary, Depaftment of Promotion of Industry and Internal Trade (DPIIT),
Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi.

5. Joint Secretary, Ministry of Shipping, Transport Bhawan, New Delhi.
6. Joint Secretary (E), Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, Shastri Bhawan, New

Delhi
7. Joint Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture, Plant Protection, Krishi Bhawan, New

Delhi.
B. Ministry of Science and Technolog)-, Sc'G'& Head (TDT), Technolory Bhavan,

Mehrauli Road, New Delhi. (Telefax: 26862512)
9. Joint Secretary, Department of Biotechnology, Ministry of Science and Technology,

lh Floor, Block z, CGO Complex, l,odhi Road, New Delhi - 11o oo3.
10. lo. Additional Secretary and Development Commissioner (Micro, Small and

Medium Enterprises Scale Industry), Room No. 7or, Nirman Bhavan, New
Delhi

I l. Joint Secretary (lS-l). Ministry of Home Alflairs, Kartavya Bhavan-O3, Janpath, New Delhi
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Complex, Nen Delhi - 11ooo3 (Fax: z43635ZZ)
Joint secretary & tegislati'e counsel, Legislative Department, M/o t^aw & Justice,
A-Wing, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi. (Tel: zg3gZogS).
Depaftment of t"egal Affairs (shri Hemant Kumar, Assistant Legal Adviser), M/o
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Dr. Rupa Chanda, Professor, Indian Institute of Management, n.angaiore,
Bennerghata Road, Bangalore, Karnataka
Development Commissioner, Noida Special Economic Zone, Noida.
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Minutes for the 14od meeting of the Board of Approval for Special Economic
Zones (SEZs) held on l5d June, 2026

The One Hundred and Forty (r4oth) meeting of the Board of Approval (BoA) for Special
Economic Zones (SEZs) was held on t5th June, zoz6, through hybrid mode. The list of
participants is at Annexure-I.

The item-wise decisions taken by the Board are as below: -

Agenda Item No. 140.1:

Ratification of the minutes of the 139th meeting of the Board of Approval for
Special Economic Zones (SEZs) held on trth May, zoz6.

The Board ratified the minutes of the r39th meeting of the BoA for SEZs held on rrth May,
2C26.

r4o.z(i) Request of M/s. Sandhill Aviation IFSC Private Limited, GIFT-
Multi Services-SEZ, Gandhinagar for extension of LoA beyond 3.d Year
onwards upto 19.o9.2027.

The Administrator, IFSCA, informed the Board that the Letter ofApproval (LoA) was issued
to M/s. Sandhill Aviation IFSC Private Limited on 2o.og.2o2t and it was valid up to
19.03.2026. The unit did not commence operations during the validity period and submitted
an application for extension of the [oA on r7.o3.zoz6, prior to its expiry. The Administrator
further informed that the company had purchased an aircraft in June zoz3. However, the
commencement ofbusiness was delayed due to certain technical advisories issued by DGCA.

Subsequently, DGCA cleared the aircraft for operations in India, subject to replacement of
its engine. The company has also entered into an arrangement with Redbird Flight Training
Organization, a DGCA-approved Flight Training Organization (FTO).

The Administrator informed that the unit has submitted that delays in obtaining local
acquisition permission and the Certificate of Registration from DGCA prevented the aircraft
from being brought into an airworthy condition within the required timeframe. As a result,
the aircraft could not be ferried to Ahmedabad Airport and thereafter to GIFT City for
customs clearance. The company has now completed the necessary preparations for
commencement of operations and has infused capital of USD 2oo,ooo into its IFSC unit.
The Administrator, IFSCA has also recommended the proposal for extension ofthe l,oA. The
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Board was also apprised that the unit is looking forward to commence operations shortly
and an extension upto December, 2026 would suffice.

In this regard, DGEP observed that the validity ofthe LoA expired on 19.o3.zoz6 and stated
that the legal tenability of granting an extension may be examined in light of Rule r9(5) of
the SEZ Rules, zoo6. The Administrator, IFSCA, clarified that the company had applied for
extension of the LoA on 72.c3.2026, before the expiry of its validity. However, due to
procedural formalities at IFSCA and the time required for completion of necessary checks

and examinations, the proposal could only be forwarded subsequently for consideration by
the Board of Approval.

Accordingly, the Board being satisfied that it is necessary and expedient in pursuance to
third proviso to Rule r9(4) of SEZ Rules, 2006, sranted extension of validity of LoA for a
upto r9.r2.2o26.

14o.2(ii) Request of M/s. Soni Polymers ht. Ltd. MIHAN SEZ, Nagpur for
extension of LoA for a period of two years i.e. o2.o8.2o24 to o1.o1.o8,2026

DC, MIHAN SEZ, informed the Board that the Letter of Approval (LoA) was issued to M/s.
Soni Pol),rners hrt. Ild., a unit in MIHAN SEZ, on o2.o8.2o21 and it was valid up to
o1.o8.2o24. The unit did not commence operations within the validity period of the LoA.
However, as per the Chartered Engineer's Certificate submitted by the unit, the construction
activity has since been completed and the facility is ready for commencement of operations.

The DC further informed that during a routine compliance review undertaken in zoz5, it
was observed that the unit had not applied for extension of the LoA beyond its validity
period. Thereafter, the unit submitted an application for ertension ofthe LoA through the
SEZ Online portal on 29.77.2025. It was further informed that, vide its letter dated
20.c3.2026, the unit submitted photographs evidencing completion of the project and

stated that it had secured export orders from countries in the Middle East, including Saudi

Arabia and Iran. However, these orders were subsequently cancelled due to the prevailing
geopolitical situation and war-reiated disruptions. The unit also submitted that
procurement and import of capital goods may take additional time owing to logistical and
trade reiated issues arising from the conflict. The DC, MIHAN SEZ, recommended the
proposal for extension of the loA.

In this regard, DGEP observed that the validity ofthe LoA had expired on o1.o8.2o24 and

stated that the legal tenability of granting an extension may require examination in light of
Rule rg(S) of the SEZ Rules, zoo6. In response, the DC, MIHAN SEZ, submitted that the
delay in filing the application for exlension of LoA was due to an oversight on the part ofthe
unit, which failed to apply for renewal before the expiry of the LoA. However, the
constmction of the unit has been completed and substantial investment has already been
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The Board noted that Section ro(ro) ofthe SEZ Act, zoo5 provides that the Board may, in
order to promote exports, protect the interests ofunits, or in the public interest, issue such
directions or formulate such schemes as it may consider necessary for the operation of
Special Economic Zones. Accordingly, the Board observed that there are precedents where
delays in renewal of LoAs had been regularised in order to facilitate commencement of
operations by units that had already made substantial investments.

However, in the instant case, the Board, also observed that the details of investments and
progress made are not mentioned in the proposal. Therefore, after deliberations, the Board
directed the DC, MIHAN SEZ, to submit a c'learly articulated proposal bringing out the
details of the total investment proposed in the project, the investment made so far, the
incremental investment made since the last extension of the LoA, and the commitments for
future progress and investment. Accordingly, the Board deferred the proposal for next
meeting of Board of Approval.

4o.2(iii) Request of M/s. Padmavati Industries, a unit of Mahindra World
City (Jaipur) Limited, Multi-Product SEZ, Jaipur for extension of Letter of
Approval (LOA) for a period upto 25.o9.2o26.

DC, NSEZ, informed the Board that the Letter ofApproval (LoA) ofthe unit was valid up to
25.03.2026. The unit, however, submitted its application for extension of the LoA after the
expiry of its validity period. The DC further informed that the unit had submitted a

Chartered Engineer's Certificate datetl 09.o3.2026 certifuing that the factory building had

been completed in all respects. It was also submitted that the unit could not commence
production due to the ongoing conflict in the Middle East, which adversely affected the
procurement of machinery and raw materials required for commencement of operations.

In this regard, DGEP observed that the validity ofthe LoA had expired and stated that the
legal tenability of granting an extension may need to be examined in light of Rule 19(5) of
the SEZ Rules, 2006.

Responding to the observation, the DC, NSEZ, informed the Board that the unit had

submitted reasons for the delayed filing ofthe application for renewal ofthe LoA. The unit
stated that one of the partners was unable to complete the necessary formalities as his

father-in-law had been hospitalized for an extended period, requiring his personal

attention. The DC, NSEZ, further submitted that the construction of the unit had been

completed, as evidenced by the Chartered Engineer's Certificate, therefore, recommended

the proposal for exlension of the LoA.
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The Board took note of above, reiterated its view of extension of LoA ofunit and considered
that substantial investment has been made in the unit. Accordingly, after consideration of
the reasons for delay, completion of construction activity indicated in the CE Certificate,
and submission mentioned above, the Board being satisfied that it is necessary and
expedient in pursuance to extant provisions of SEZ Acll Rules, including third proviso to
Rule r9(4) of SEZ Rules, 2006, sranted extension ofvalidity of LoA for a fufther period of
six month, from z6.o3.zoz6 to 25.c9.2026. The Board further directed DC, NSEZ to
closely monitor thc progress of the project.

r4o.z(iv) Request of M/s. Easy Raw
(Manufacturing) located at JNPA-SEZ for
24.o5,2027,

Materials Privatc Limited
3rd extension of LOA upto

DC, SEEPZ SEZ, informed the Board that the Letter of Approval (l,oA) issued to M/s. Easy

Raw Materials Private Limited (Manufacturing), located in JNPA-SEZ on 25.05.2023 was

valid up to 24.05.2026. The unit had applied for extension ofthe LoA on 15.04.2026, prior
to its expiry. The DC further informed that the unit has not yet completed the construction
of its project and the physical progress remains at an initiai stage. Accordingly, the unit has

not achieved the prescribed level of completion ofconstruction. However, the unit has taken
effective steps towards implementation ofthe project and has already made investments in
the proposed undertaking.

It was further informed that the Developer, JNPA-SEZ, has conveyed its no-objection to the
proposal and has supported the request ofthe unit for extension ofthe LoA. The DC, SEEPZ

SEZ, accordingly recommended the proposal for extension of the LoA.

In this regard, DGEP observed that the validity of the IoA had expired and stated that the

legal tenability of granting an extension may need to be examined in light of Rule rg(S) of
the SEZ Rules, 2006. In response, the DC, SEEPZ SEZ, clarified that the unit had submitted

its application for extension on 15.04.2o26, well before the expiry ofthe LoA on 24.o5.2026.

The proposal was placed before the Board after completion ofthe prescribed examination

and processing.

The Board took note of the submissions made by the Development Commissioner, including

the fact that the application for extension had been filed within the validity period of the

LoA, the investments already made by the unit, and no-objection by the Developer.

Accordingly, the Board being satisfied that it is necessary and expedient in pursuance to
third proviso to Rule r9(4) of SEZ Rules, zoo6, sranted extension ofvalidity of LoA to M/s.
Easy Raw Materials Private Umited (Manufacturing) for a further period of one year, i.e.,

upto 24.05.2o27.
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14o.2(v) Request of M/s. Easy Raw Materials Private Limited (Trading)
located at JNPA-SEZ for 3rd extension of LOA upto 2S.oS.2o2Z.

DC, SEEPZ SEZ, informed the Board that the Letter ofApproval (LoA) issued to M/s. Easy
Raw Materials Private Limited (Trading) was valid up to 25.05.2026. The unit had applied
for extension of the LoA on t5.o4.2o26, prior to its expiry. To assess the physical progress
of the project, the Specified Officer conducted a site inspection and observed that the unit
had recently commenced construction activities. It was noted that plinthJevel work had
been initiated at the project site. The DC further informed that the Developer, JNPA-SEZ,
had stated that the unit had paid the upfront lease premium for the plot for a period of 6o
years and was regularly paying the applicable service charges.

It was further informed that the Developer, JNPA-SEZ, has conveyed its no-objection to the
proposal and has supported the request ofthe unit for extension ofthe LoA. The DC, SEEPZ
SEZ, accordingly recommended the proposal for extension of the LoA.

In this regard, DGEP observed that the validity of the LoA had expired and stated that the
lcgal tenability of granting an extension may need to be examined in light of Rule rg(S) of
the SEZ Rules, 2006. In response, the DC, SEEPZ SEZ, clarified that the unit had submitted
its application for extension on t5.04.2o26, well before the expiry ofthe LoA on z4.o5.zoz6.
The proposal was placed before the Board after completion ofthe prescribed examination
and processing.

The Board took note of the submissions made by the Development Commissioner, including
the fact that the application for extension had been filed within the validity period of the
LoA, the investments already made by the unit, and no-objection by the Developer.

Accordingly, the Board being satisfied that it is necessary and expedient in pursuance to
third proviso to Rule r9(4) of SEZ Rules, zoo6, granted extension ofvalidity of LoA to M/s.
Easy Raw Materials Private Limited (Trading) for a further period of one year, i.e., upto
25.o5.2027.

Agenda Item No. 140.3:

r+o.S(i) Request of M/s Kerala State Information Technology
Infi:astructure Limited, Developcr, of KSITIL Special Economic Zone,
Charthala, Alappuzha District, Kcrala for partial de-notification of r.oz4t Ha
of notified SEZ land area.
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DC, CSEZ, informed the Board that M/s. Kerala State Information Technology
Infrastructure Limited has requested partial de-notification of r.oz4r hectares of notified
SEZ land for the purpose of handing over the tto I{/ substation situated in the proposed

de-notified area to Kerala State Electricity Board Limited (KSEBL). The DC further
informed that all the terms and conditions prescribed for partial de-notification have been
complied with. It was also certified that the Developer has refunded the tax or duty benefits
availed under the SEZ Act, zoo5 and the SEZ Rules, 2006 in respect ofthe land proposed

for de-notification.

The Board was apprised that the SEZ shall continue to remain contiguous after the
proposed de-notification of r.oz4t hectares. The net area of the SEZ after de-notification
would be 12.o547 hectares. Fufiher, the total built-up area ofthe SEZ after de-notification
would remain 22,296.54 sqm. It was also informed that the State Government has conveyed
its "No Objection" to the proposal.

Explaining the reasons for seeking partial de-notification, the DC informed that the
Developer had constructed a rro KV substation over an area of r.oz4r hectares within the
notified SEZ to cater to the power requirements of units operating in the SEZ. However,

owing to low occupancy levels and the limited presence of units in the SEZ, the substation
has remained substantially underutilised. It was further submitted that portions of the
existing ITbuilding are also lying vacant due to lower anticipated demand for space. In view
ofthe above, the Developer has proposed to transfer the rro KV substation to Kerala State

Electricity Board Limited for its effective utilisation.

The DC, CSEZ, accordingly recommended the proposal lor partial de-notification of r.oz4r
hectares of land from the notified area of the SEZ.

The Board, being satisfied, in pursuance to first proviso to Rule 8 of SEZ Rules, zoo6
approved the partial tle-notification of 1.0241 Ha out of r3.o788 Ha of M/s Kerala State

Information Technology Infrastructure Limited, Developer, of KSITIL Special Economic
Zone, Charthala, Alappuzha District, Kerala.

r+o.S(ii) Requcst of M/s. Hydcrabad Metropolitan Development Authority
(earlier named as M/s. Information Technology and Communication (IT&C)
Department and M/s. Hyderabad Urban Development Authority), SEZ at Sy.

No. 2S9 & z4o(P), Kokapet Villagc, Serilingampally Mandal, Telangana for de-
notification of entire SEZ area of 47.60 Ha

DC, VSEZ, informed the Board that M/s. Hyderabad Metropolitan Development Authority
(formerly M/s. Information Technology and Communications (IT&C) Department and

M/s. Hyderabad Urban Development Authority) has requested full de-notification of its
Special Economic Zone.
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The DC informed that there are presently no operational units in the SEZ. It was certified
that all terms and conditions prescribed for full de-notification have been complied with.
The Specified Officer has confirmed that the Developer has not availed any tax or duty
benefits under the SEZ Act, zoo5 and the SEZ Rules, zoo6 in respect ofthe notified area of

47.60 hectares. Accordingly, no duty or tax liability arises on account of the proposed de-

notification. The State Government has also conveyed its "No Objection" to the proposal.

The DC further informed that the Developer was granted Formal Approval on 23.10.2006.

The validity of the Formal Approval expired on 22.7o.2oo9 and the Developer has not
sought any extension thereafter. The SEZ was notified on 13.tr6.2007. It was further
submitted that Rule S(Z) of the SEZ Rules, 2006 requires construction of the prescribed

built-up area within ten years from the date of notification, which has also not been

achieved. The Developer has neither undertaken substantial development activities for
implementation ofthe SEZ nor sought renewal or extension ofthe Formal Approval despite

the lapse of approx. 19 years from the date of Notification.

The DC further apprised that total of six units were granted Letters of Approval (loAs) in
the above SEZ; however, none of the units commenced construction activities or
commercial operations even after a lapse of 18 years, and all the IoAs had expired long ago.

Accordingly, the expired I.nAs were cancelled after following the prescribed due process. It
is pertinent to mention that, out ofthe six cancelled LoAs, one unit, M/s Sonata Software

Limited (Petitioner), has filed Writ Petition No. 495r of zoz5 challenging the Adjudication
Order dated 25:2.2c.24 recommending to the Unit Approval Committee (UAC) the

cancellation of the already expired toA, as well as the Order dated 16.01.2025 conveying

the decision of the UAC to cancel the toA. VSEZ filed its Counter Affidavit on 29.04.2025

and the matter is presently pending before the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at

Hyderabad.

The Board was further apprised that the proposal had earlier been considered in the r3lst
meeting of the Board of Approval held on 28'08.2025. At that time, the Board had

remanded the matter to the DC, VSEZ, with directions to obtain a legal opinion from the

Central Government Standing Counsel regarding the tenability of the de-notification
proposal in view ofthe pending writ petition and to resubmit the matter for consideration.

The DC submitted that the validity ofthe Developer's approvals had long since lapsed and

that the conditions prescribed under Rule 5(7) of the SEZ Rules, 2006 had not been

fulfilled. It was further submitted that, in view of the expiry of the Developer's approvals

and the absence of any development activity, the likelihood of revival ofthe SEZ project was

remote. The pendency ofthe writ petition filed by the erstwhile unit does not alter the status

of the SEZ or the validity of the Developer's approvals.

u
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DC, VSEZ also apprised the Board that legal opinion was sought from the Deputy Solicitor
General of India, Hon'ble High Court of the State ofTelangana and it has been opined that
since the impugned proceedings are sub judice before the Hon'ble High Court, the proposal
for denotification may be considered after fina'l orders are passed in the Writ Petition to the
extent ofland concerned. Further it was also advised to file the petition before the Hon'ble
Coufi as early as possible for vacation of stay.

After detailed deliberations, the Board observed that the implications of the pending writ
petition on the proposed de-notification require further legal examination. Accordingly, the
Board remanded the prooosal to the DC, VSEZ, with directions to obtain a fresh legal
opinion from the Senior Central Government Standing Counsel or the Learned Solicitor
General regarding the appropriate future course of action and the legal tenability of de-
notification in view ofthe pending writ proceedings.

The Board further directed the Development Commissioner to take necessary steps for
expeditious disposal of the matter before the Hon'ble High Court and file petition for
vacation of stay in matter and to submit the proposal afresh along with the updated legal

opinion for consideration of the Board.

r+o.S(iii) Request of M/s. Rudradev Infopark Private Limited, Developer
for full de-notification of rz.z5 Ha. of IT/ITES SEZ at Kistapur Village, Chevella
Mandal, Randa Reddy District, Telangana -reg.

DC, VSEZ, informed the Board that M/s. Rudradev Infopark Private Limited has requested

full de-notification of its IT/ITES SEZ admeasuring 12.25 hectares located at Kistapur
Village, Chevella Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, Telangana. The DC informed that the
Developer was unable to commence construction and implement the SEZ project due to
various exlernal factors, including delays in achieving financial closure. It was submitted
that prospective investors and companies were reluctant to participate in the project,
primarily on account of its distance from the city, which adversely affected its commercial
viability- The Board was further informed that the Formal Approval granted on 26.1o.2006
to the Developer had expired on z5.ro.zoo9 and it was notified on 18.o5.2oo7. Further, the
Developer had neither sought ertension of the validity of the Formal Approval nor
undertaken any development activity for implementation of the SEZ despite the lapse of
more than sixleen years.

The DC ftifther certified that there are no units operating within the SEZ area proposed for
de-notification and that the Developer has not availed any ta-{ or duty benefits under the

SEZ Act, zoo5 and the SEZ Rules, 2006 in respect ofthe land proposed to be de-notified.

The DC informed that remarks ofthe State Government letter dated o8.o3.2o23 had been

discussed during the 139th meeting ofthe Board ofApproval, wherein it was observed that
the language of the letter of State Govt. was ambiguous and prone to future
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mis'interpretations and so a clarification was sought. The DC submitted that the State

Government in its another letter of z5.oz.zoz6 has conveyed that 'YSEZ may take an
appropriate decision, as the State Gouernment had not recommended the proposal for
notification of the said SEZ."

The DC further apprised the Board that the Developer had not obtained any
recommendation from the State Government at the time of notification of the SEZ and had
not availed any benefits, concessions, or assistance from any State Government authority.
It was submitted that the land comprising the SEZ was purchased directly by the Developer

from private landowners following due legal procedures and remained under the

Developer's ownership and possession. The State Government had no role in the
acquisition or transfer ofthe land for SEZ purposes. Accordingly, upon de-notification, the
land would continue to remain in the ownership and possession ofthe Developer.

The Board took note of the submissions made by the Development Commissioner,
including the fact that the Formal Approval had expired long ago, no development activities
had been undertaken, no units were operating in the SEZ, and no tax or duty benefits had
been availed by the Developer.

The Board, being satisfied, in pursuance to first proviso to Rule 8 of SEZ Rules, zoo6
aooroved full de-notification of tz.z5 Ha of M/s. Rudradev Infopark Private Limited of
IT/ITES SEZ at Kistapur Village, Chevella Mandal, Randa Reddy District, Telangana' The

Board further directed the DC, VSEZ, to ensure that the Developer shall furnish an

undertaking to pay any differential dues, 
'liabilities, 

or recoveries that may subsequently be

identified or become payable on account ofthe de-notification by State Government'

r4o.4(i) Request of M/s GV Techparks Private Limited (formerly M/s
Tanglin Developments Limited), Developer of Global Village SEZ at
Pattenagere/Mylasandra Villages, Off. Banglore-Mysore Highway, RVCE Post,
Bangalore, Karnataka State, for demarcation ofSEZ Processing Built-up area
(27o28.8o sq.mtr.) as Non-Processing Area in terms of Rule lr B of SEZ Rules'
zoo6.

DC, CSEZ, informed the Board that M/s. GV Techparks Private Limited, Developer of
Global Village SEZ located at Bengaluru, Karnataka, has proposed demarcation of
27,o28.8o sqm. ofbuilt-up processing area as Non-Processing Area (NPA) in terms ofRule
1rB ofthe SEZ Rules, zoo6.
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