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Nt PART AMENT OF HUAL TH SATETY & REGU) ATIONS, NATLAN, {AF
(! o of T \nointant Lomuimnssiedntt {1 ;nn";.ﬂ«'l\v‘\_“f{)”ll'('( i-l]lp\l,'_",lr"i.ﬂ\,!l!
LSSAL 04 ) Dated: Nahan, the 31 /o) /2026,

he Toint Commissie yor-cums-
yrector Health Satety & Repulation
Shimla -2 1P

submission of Final Analysis of Food sSamples found pon-conforming to the
ctandards of ESS Act, 20006 to be placed on official website month of December

2025.

In reference to your otfice letter No. HSR-H(FSSA) 988/2020CT\A/2013~V0\-1H-
- g DEe 31.01.2026 on the subject cited above

1 this segand the details of Food Samples found non conforming to the standards of

[S0 Act, 2000 1s asunaer:-

sampic Code Sample Name ~ !'pateol l,it’linwg
U/s 46(4) under
FSS Act, 2006

01 [NON©19 | Hind KesariDesi 06102025 | PaontaSahib | 22122025
| |CowGhee b e sanib | e
| NHN-950 | Mahan Cooking 01l 106.10.2025 | Paonta Sahib | 22.12.2025 B
| 03 NHN-956__ | Milk Cake (loose) | 13102025 | Nahan 05.12.2025
04 NHN-©63 | MillcCake (loose) 116.10.2025 _ Rajgarh 31.12.2025

This is for your kind information & necessary action please.

nots: Analys reports (04 Nos) Yours faithfully

A~y P
i_‘,. ".\%G_v\}\:& /7
B—Zijo1\2-6
Assistant Commissioner,
(Food Safety)
Nahan, District Sirmaur, H.p



Report No. 0825

as Food Analyst under thie provisions o
Vi

appointed
Act, 2006 (34 of 1006) for Himachal Pradesh  receved frop,
Ms. Priyanka K;‘:shyup_&»g,cl__Sg_ﬂgg;()_fﬂm- Distt. Sirmour (HL.P) a sample of “Hind Kesri Cow

Certified that I, Ripu Daman Kumar duly
Food Safety and Standards

¢ No. and Spga_l_l\j_»_.ﬂ__’,I_[S;_()_‘b_)w of the Designated Officer of Distr,

Desi Ghee™ bearing Cod
Siyrmour (H.P) on 10102025 for analysis.

The condition of scals on the container and the vuter covering oIl recelpt was asfollows: -

The sample is properly scaled and fastened and that [ found the seal intact and unbroken.

The seal fixed on the container and the outer cover of the sample tallicd with the

specimen impression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Officer.

| found the sample to be “Ghee” falling under regulation No. 2.1.8 of The Food Safety and
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was in
a condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (analysis started on 10.10.2025 and completed

on 24.10.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analysis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

The contents of the sample received in sealed original pack.

i
A S

(i) Physical Appearance:-

Tree from dirt, inscets, larvac, rodent excreta, mould growth a nd other extraneous mater,

P. 1.0



ST CQuality

. Name of method '1 Result 1 reseribed S Standards :- "“

¢ haranctoristios Cof test used (a) As per Food Safety and \
l Standards (Food Products -,
i

Standards and Food Additives)
Regulations, 2011
(b) As per label declaration for

l ! | proprictary food

i
| | Test for the | Ivll.LC:USu;p/iculun.ml—m]: '\L‘plll\/u‘? Negative \
presence | microscopical \ \ !
bectionable \‘ method \ ‘ 1‘
Cextiancous matter L — k_,_,\-_ ‘\ ___'i
> | Moisture | T FSSAI Manual | 0.16% [ Not more than 0.5% ;
| | Metbods | L
| fyee Fatty acids as -do- L 0.33% | Not more than 2° :
b Newe acd ' o B - "‘__“ - _g;;_____,________‘_______,;
} Baudoum test | N -_‘_‘vi.-f;’,'“_, - fi \w‘mw, il\lcgamv
3 ot §or Starch U doe- Negative | Negative oA 9
. Buty " T ado- 41,0 1400 44
| refractometer ‘
Lreading at 400C l g
7. | Added volouring -do- Absent \l Absent :
I‘ matter _ B , o __7___““_'7___7”5_ - l bt
§ | Milkva _f  -do- | 799.64% | Not less than 99.5% F
')pmmn The | xlml\ﬂm of the ,amplu e of ¢ Hmd Kesri Cow Desi thu’ contravenes Regulation
S0 1 labelling requirement under The Fo

od Safety and Standards (labelling and Display)
daze are also not mentioned on the label. As per

se by” shall be declared on the label. However, expression “Best
cptional or additiona

Kesri Cow_Desi Ghee” is misbranded

Regulations, 2020 as u

“Expiry/Use by
Regulation no. 3.10.a 7k xpiry/U

Aore” may also be used as | information.. Hence, this sample of “Hind

ned this 6" dav of November, 2025 i \\
%D \\ \
A ' q,(ﬁ\ua}v Sty SY
B oo lhmacm Pradeshiosh
"I f‘qk}dmh"hiat

\\ J\\kls ' j'
Address

Lhe Designated Officer Cum Assistant Commissioner (Food \‘MLL\;)
D.C Office Complex, Nahan ‘
Disit Sirmour (11.P)

Loduced except i full without approval



FORM VIT A

(Report of the Food Analysl)

Report No, U826

Certified that I, Ripu Daman Kumar duly appointed

Food Safety and Standards Act, 2006 (34 of 2006) for Hi

\Ms. Privanka Kashyap, TFood Safety
Oil" bearing Code No. and_ Serial

(t.P)on 10.10.2025 for analysis.

The condition of scals on the ¢co

The sample is properly sealed and fastened and that 1

Officer, Distt. Sirmour (H.I)

‘No. NHN-950 of the Des

ntaier and the outer cOVEl Ir

The seal fixed on the container and the outer cover

specimen Impression o

1 found the sample o be “Rice Bran oil”
(Food Products Standards

Qafety and Standards

sample was in a condition it for

completed on 24.10.2025) and the r

—_—

Analysis Report:

(i) Sample Description:-
The contents of the sample T

(if) Physical Appearance:-

Clear and free fromrd neidity, sus

pe

[ seal separately sent by the Food Safety (

as Food Analyst under the provisions of

machal Pradesh received from

a sample of “Mahaan Cookir
onated Officer of Distt. Sirmour

¢ 011 receipl wils s follows:-

found the seal intact and unbroken

of the sample tallicd with the
)ﬂ-l(";r

1

falling undet regulation No, 2.2.1.23 of I'he Foc

and Food Addinves) Regulations, 201 1. The

analysis and has been analysed (started on 10.10.2025 ard
esult of its analysis is given below:-

eceived ina sealed orieinal pack.

AN e T ——

\ded or foreign matter and separated water.
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» 7(‘)pi;li—lr)l.l “The labelling of the samp

L Name ol the method ol

Qualiny

{ it eteristice | the test used

Test o the pre enee
et ymable

ous muattet

- ' - — — : e g -
7. | r\dmxi_cnlmu'lgl,-,_nml]cr L ___:do-

<o & 10 a 1belling requirement under
Displayv) Regulations. 2020 as unit sale price
and manufactunng date
Regulation ne. 510 “Expiryd

clere™ may aba be qued os optional or addit

Cooking Oil" s misbranded

Signed this 0 b day uf;‘\igxg;gnbcg,_}()_ﬁlj

r\'\'!d!'k‘y. -
D.C Otlice Complex, Nahan
Distt Sipmour (111

Rk

NMacioscopical and
| icroscopical method |

~pxpiry/Use by" duate. are
Ise by shall be Jdeclared on the label. However, expression “Best

[he Designated Officer Cum Assistar. Commissioner (Food Safety)

IR

‘l [tesults | Preseribed Standards - 1

\ (n) As per Food Safety and i
Standards (Food Produets !

'i Standards and Jood Additives) ‘

| Regulations, 2011

|

i
| (b) As per label declaration for
| proprietary food
| Negative | Negative
| 1

NLTATS — Lates A
. Qe ractomete SSAL Nanual method 'l nl.7 51.0-66.4
cading at 40 - ‘\
o e
foistu e o \ -do- 0.06% Not more than 01%
[
| e = B
1| Acid value | -do- 0.29 Not more than 0.5
el ) Ragae | e R
3. | Test for Argemonc ol -do- Negative Negative
| Argemone ol | —ive | Negal SR LS
' Teat o Mineral oil 1 -do- Negalive Negative
ma dee Absunt Absent

— ——TT .——-—-———:—_'—"Tw
le of “Mahaan Cooking Oil’ contravencs Regulation no. 5.8,

The Food Safety and Standards (labelling and
as per Legal Metrology Act, 2009 is not declared
also not mentioned on the label. As per

\onal information. Hence, this sample of “Mahaan

([ \%,

,ﬁéwg ki
Himac f“%ﬁéd%fh@,“
Cﬁﬂﬁﬁn&‘{gha " 2

C.hi. fegnideGhat
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ot bie tepraduced except in full without appros 2l
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FORM VII A

(Report of the Food Analyst)

Report No, 0921

Certified that I, Ripu Daman Kumar duly appointed as Food Analyst under the provisions of
Food Safety and Standards Act, 2006 (34 of 2006) for Himachal Pradesh  received from
Ms.Privanka Kashyap, Food Safety Officer. Distt. Sirmour (H.P) a sample of “Milk cake
(Loose)” bearing Code No. and_Serial No. NHN-956 of the Designated Officer of Distt. Sirmour
(H.P) on 16.10.2025 for analysis.

Che condition of seals on the container and the outer covering on receipt was as follows:-
The sample is properly sealed and fastened and that I found the seal intact and unbroken.

The seal fixed on the container and the outer cover of the sample tallied with the
specimen impression of seal separately sent by the Food Satety Officer.

1 found the sample to be “Proprietary Food™ falling under regulation No. 2.12 of Food Safety and
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was in
a condition fit for analysis and has becn analysed (analysis started on 10.10.2025 and complered
on 24.10.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

The contents of the sample received in a sealed plastic container.

(i) Physical Appearance:-

Free from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreta, moulc growth and other extrancous matter.
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e Lk tasr Ao
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! N "- st orietie | S N e e - .
Quality Charad feristics | Name of the method W St

Prescribed Standards :- W
(a) As perFood Safety and |
Standards  (Food Products
Standards and Food Additives) |
Regulations, 2011

(b) As per label declaration for
proprictary food

l\ ol the test used
l
l
|
|

|
n
\ e -
he presence ofdirt, \ Macroscopical and | Negative Negative

Wt macela, mothd growth mictoscopical method | \
nd other extrancous matier
ANCOMS o — e - -
for presence ol ACM 1SS AL Manual Absent With or without permitted \
‘ method . natural colours and permitted |
\, synthetic food colours i
. i - S — - — - - S NSI— ‘ - — e e e —— N S ———/—_‘ . 4.
Cest for Sugar \ -do- Positive Positive '
o I T M AR S
[ont lor Starcl \ -do- | Positive May be present
|
) - - — - e o et e o i = e e .————-—-—--’——-—-—~‘__________-—_"——-——-.————i
PO | o 14.53%
1 . PR T S
- Total ash \ ~do- \ 0.64%
T Acid insoluble Ash \ do- 0.028% |-
Total fat T \#,_.,, T do- 5.35%
|
e e ! - — — e — e e - e ,._’.__k__._‘___.
B ol exiracted fat @40°C \ -do- 59.0
koo st D “do- U Negative Negative

| |
=

f -f{_i\,]_ill-{ c;{l\;-‘u,@s{j’ id(m; not conforms to the provision laid down

Op'in.i‘o'h:-Ti‘l-'fA s.;ilinpiw- 0
inder r1egulation No. 2.12 of The Food Safety and Standards (Food Products standards and
“ood Additives) Repulations, 2011 with respect 10 B.R. of extracted fat @.400C. Hence, this
sample ol Milk y:\l_\'g_i_[_‘,gu_.\gg_)f" is substandard.

cigred this 24 day of Oclober, 2025 ¥ 1 0. @(

o Food Wiyt

7o

o o Himachal Dradbsth
Q - Y\ AR & )
ol = ) GRL Kondaehal
o g f . v
A ddiess - Thel Jesignated Offieer Cumn Asststant Commissioner (Food Safety)
D .C Olhce Complex, Nalin
st Sirmour (HEDP) oy . X
Diseaaper Vs reportt st et rheular sanple sutamtic J tng Repont shall not be rey roduced exceptin full wilhuul;\prro\.ﬂ



FORM VII A

(Report of the Food Analvst)

Report No. 1038

Certified t
hat I, Ripu Daman Kumar duly appointed as Food Analyst under the provisions o°

Food Safety dnd Standards Act, 2006 (34 of 2
Ms.Privanka Kashyap, Food Safetv Officer.

006) for Himachal Pradesh received from
. Sirmour (H.P) a sample of “Milk cak«

{(LooseY bearing Code No. and Serial No. NHN Qé of the Designated Officer of Distt. Sirmou:

(HP)yon 21.10.2025 for analysis.

The condition of seals on the container and the outer covering on receipt was asfollows:-

The sample is properly scaled and fastened

The seal fixed on the container and the
specimen impression of seal separately sent by the

I found the sample to be “Proprietary Food”

Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011.
a1 condition fit for analysis and has been analy sed (analys

and that I found the seal intact and unbroken.

outer cover of the sample tallied with the
Food Safety Officer.

falling under regulation No. 2.14 of Food Safety and

The sample was i1
is started on 24.10.2025 and completed

on 13.11.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

(i) Sample Description:-

The contents of the s

ample received in a sealed ready to plastic container.

(i1) Physical Appearance:-

Free from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreti, mou

Id vrowth and other extraneous matter.




- RS —— S
S Quality Characteristics | Name of the method | Results Preseribed Slunddrds- -
ol the test used ' ]
\¢ | (1) As perFood Safcty 'dnd\:
1 Standards  (Food  py d
| Standards and F g
’ Standards and Food Additive;,
Regulations, 2011
. (b) As per label declaration fc,.-
| proprietary food
I e — S . — _
et for the presence of dirt, Macroscopical  and | Negative Negative T
nsects, mould growth microscopical method
CreNraneous matter o
-presene of ACM SSAI Manual Absent With or without permitted
method natural colours and permitted ;
synthetic food colours 1
¢st for Sugar -do- Positive Positive
Fest for Starch - -do- Positive May be present
Voisture T do- 1 14.83%
|
- S— - e e ———— e o——
T ! ash -do- 0. 64 70 ———
-7 A dmeoluble Ash ] -do- 0.028% |-
T Tomlfat N -do- 5.35%
Toxracted f @40°c | ~do- 59.0 40-44.0 |
i ,
e =0 o= ‘Negative Negative l
k x I =

Opm\un The ‘-vdn';;)l:_ of' “Milk cake (Loose)” does not conforms to

i

nder regulation No.

:n.:'v‘.v of “Milk ¢
SAENEO 1S 24 day
Addcsg Thie [es
{Mice

13 (
it Ry

i

e —— e e

the provision laid down

2.12 of The Food Safety and Standards (Food Products Standards and

ke (Loose)”

of October,

Complex

i

is substandard.
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Maan
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et e

food Additives) Regulations, 2011 with respect to B.R. of extracted fat @40°C. Hence, this

2/
Food K st
Hamaehal Puadtsit:
E.T.L: Randaghal

wnated Ofces Cum Assistant Commissiongr (Food Satety)

fuvet eavept in tull without approval



