To

Subject:

Respected Sir,

NoV.‘HFW-SML (AC) FSSA/Gen/2024 - ) K
Office Of the Asstt. Commissioner (Food Safety)
Shimla, District Shimla (HP

The Joint Commissioner (Food Safety-cum-Director)

Health Safety 8 Regulation
Himachal Pradesh, Shimla

10
Dated:®)} —'g Shimla

.2024

submission of Final
conforming to the

the

Analysis of Food Sample found non-
Standards of FSS Act, 2006 to the

placed on official website month of January 2026.

In reference to your

Office letter No. HSR-H (FSSA)988/2020

CTL/2013-V0|—III—7727—28 Dt. 31-01-2026 on the subject cited above.

In

this regard the details of Food Samples found non-conforming

to the standards of FSS Act, 2006 is as under:

5 [ Samy Sample Name “Tate of | Place  of | Date of |
IS ga(rjncjalﬁo | Samp Lifting Collection | Notice U/s\
l o . ' 46(4) under |

N FSS  Act,
|© | [ | 2006 \
Kl 'S(R)0091 | Food ever Traditional | 27-08-2025 | Bekhalti | 13-01-2026 |
f | Eggless Mayornase 25 | Bekhalti | 13-01 202'6’"1
2 0093 | Paneer (Packed) | 27:08-2 ekhalti | 13-01-2026 |
L? | ggs ) 0104 | Shakkar (Packed) 29-09-2025 Baldiyana \-12%122%22% """"
T Tem ) 01 cand —174-10-2025 | Bhekalti | 13-01-

.| S(R)0114 Kalakand 14-10-2 E 13-0 |
EL ‘2‘(@6’116 Khoa Burfi 14-10-2025 | Fagu | 13-01-2026
6. [S(R) 0120 | Dawat Goid Desi| 22122026 | Bratakufar \15-01-2025
B o | Ghee I e S B

. Assistant issioner (Food Safety)
et Oé -Cum-Desighated Officer

Shimla, Distt. Shimla (H.P.)
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FORM VILA
(!*!‘I’"l‘! of the Food An;nlul_),

inder the provisions of Food

Report No, 0504

Certified that 1, Ripu Daman Kumar duly nppgintcd as Food Am‘l)."m..‘l e e e B
Qafetv and Standards Act, 2006 (34 of 2006) for Himachal Pra(!e.t;h received from R _',_;__1;;:.3,_,\: dog, ‘.‘.:‘)95\
.-‘*'nfcti' Officer, Distt, S himla (H.P)a sample of “Jigodever trl\cllfty_)ﬂg_._\l’gpglc:s_g_mgxnl\ﬂggl?‘)g_u?;’L'(,\nn!,‘ .,("”"Q'd'*
Ns‘-,m\d_V_SsT,i:\_LNg.,SLB):QO_‘)_I“u(‘ the Ilc_sjgggg'_ejl”p_fﬁg;gr‘___q_i‘, Distt. Shimla (H.P.) on 28,08,2025 fur
receipt was as follows:-

analysis,
er and the outer covering on
unbroken.

[ found the geal intact and

The condition of scals on the contain
y sealed and fastened and that

over of the sample tallied with the specimen

The sample is properl
The seal fixed on the container and the outer ¢
the Food Safety Officer.

impression of seal separately sent by

“Proprietary Food”

andards and Foo

d has been analysed
analysis is given below:-

d Additives) R

(analysis started on 30.0

I found the sample to be
Standards (Food Products St
a condition fit for analysis an

on 10.09.2025) and the result of its

Analvsis Report:
(i) Sample Description:-

The contents of the sample received

in a sealed original pack.

(11) Physical Appearance:-
mould growth and other extraneous matter.

Free from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreta,

No. 2.12 of Food Safety and

falling under regulation NO. £.1.£ '
egulations, 7011. The sample was i
8.2025 and completed



)
’

90 "ty -
_q Sarh . Oy 5 BT Shin,

fF'r-. slrcr et walacde mo

e e

{

\

Yrnndards o \

Preacribed
1 Safety and ‘

esults

S | Quality Name of method of
I No. Charactevistics test use! (n) As perbont
" Standords (Food Products \
[ Stnndards and Food |
| Additives) Legulntions, 2011
i 1 () As per tnbhel declaration \\
| | = = for proprictary food \
| 1 l Test for the presence ol Mm:nb.‘v‘CUITi\::\l and Nepntive Nt-.)vl,mivvc
’ { dirt, dust,inseets, mould microscopical method \
’ growth and other \
} — A"‘“:‘.".F““?‘.‘3‘!!‘.,‘1“.‘?.v_..‘._,. S IR BNy £y v _ s \
2. Total FFat FSSAL Manual 24.31% 24% (as per label clanm) \
method \
3. | Added Colouring «lo- Absent Absent \
Matter
(- 4. | ‘fii:if\?«'{-‘iii:ﬁ-?i&(&ﬁi“étcf Tdo- ——rTR0
‘ reading at 40°C ) B s e
| s Fomlash g0 PRI EE ey
6. | Acid insolubleash 1L do- 005% |\
7. | Moisture _-_'Qk_)_-_,_____‘____________}__l_;(_’?“,/?____ -~
8. Test for Sugar -do- Positive Positive
N B I
sample of “Foodever traditional_cggless mayonnaise” contravenes Regulation
d 5.3.b(ii)(c) under The Food Safety and Standards (labelling
date are not \egible

ate of manufacturing, Use by/ Expiry
ample of “Foodever

Opinion: - The
.ral Requirements an
is not declared. Hence, this s

no. 4.7 Genc

and Display) Regulations, 2020 as D

and saturated fat, trans fat & cholesterol content
* is misbranded.

traditional e yless mayonnaise’
Fozk alyst

signed this 11t day of September, 2025.
iradb it Pidesh
adash

Qfiacdkiahdl
VA Kandaghat

The Designated Officer

Distt. Shimla (H.P) :
O/o the Chief Medical Officesy
Distt. Shimla (H.P) .
‘4’:_. '10".:\V'§\
i’}_’?_‘e‘_(?}/'

particular sample submitted for testing. Report
n out of context

Address: -

shall not be rcmod\\ccd exeept in full without approyal

Disclaimer: This report refers only to this
of the laboratory can provide assurance that parts of a report are not take
n..‘

***nd of the repo



FORM VII A

(Report of the Food Analyst)

Report No. 0506

Certified that I, Ripu Daman Kumar duly appointed as Food Analyst under the provisions of Food
Safcty and Standards Act. 2006 (34 of 2006) for Himnacha) Pradest received from Ms. Pr i.‘;‘?i._i::'_:gi.;_yr,r_,d
Safety Officer, Distt._ Shimla {(H.P.ja sample of “Paneer {(Packed)” bearing Code No. and Senzl No.
S(R)-0093_of the Designated Officer of , Distt. Shirnla (H.P.) on 28.08.2025 for analysis.

The condition of seals on the contziner and the outer covering on receipt was as follows:-

The sample is properly sealed and fastened and that 1 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 Safety Officer.

I found the sample to be “Paneer” falling under regulation No. 2.1.16 of The Food Safety an_d
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was in

a condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (started on 30.08.2025 and completed on
(09.09.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analysis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

The contents of the sample received in a sealed plastic container. along with original pack

(11) Physical Appecarance:-

Free from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreta and mould srowth.




5.7, 5.8, 5.9, 510 & 5.14

Display) Regu
declaration regarding

5.3 5.4, 5.5, 5.6,
Standards (labelling and
Nutritional information,
additives, name and complete address
License number, Net Quantity, reta
identification, manufacturing & Use
are not mentioned on the label. Hence,

il sale price, Co

signed this 9 day of september, 2025, _—-
5 ¢ 00da A,
.5 .
e SEA
Address: - The Designated Officer { : ,-' .

]

Distt. Shimla (H.P) “ '
al Off\¢&, Shimla”

O/o the Chief Medic

Distt. Shimla (H.P) \“4_- ST,
NSNDAGE-

Disclaimer: This report refers only 1o this particular sample submitted for testing.

of the laboratory can pt

»++End of the report ***

of manufacturer or

by/ Expiry date and
this sample of “Paneer (

Jations, 2020 as Name of
Veg or non Veg,
marketer or packer,

nsumer

d

i, T ~“n  wse - -
Sr. Quality Name of method Result “Prescribed Standnrds :- ;
‘ No. Characteristics of test nsed (n) As per Food Safety and \
standards (Food Products \
: Standards and Food \
l ‘ Additives) Regulations, 2011
l ‘ (b) As per Iabel declaration \
% 5 o for proprietary f{)gil-_ L ‘:
1. l Test for the presence of dirt, | Macroscopical Negative ‘N’@T}QE"M' 1
¥ insect's larvae and impurities or an_d \
| any other extraneous matter microscopical
‘ - o “method I ‘\
2. -KiSiglﬂl.x;g ESSAI  Manual | 51 _Oé‘%,wﬂ‘_l\_]'(-;-l‘;{u_l‘e than 60% \
method ]
R Vilk fat content of the v - |5 1.06% ot Tess than 50% of the dry |
\ matter matter J
| lmaftel —— | maltel
‘1 4. | Test for the presence of starch | -do- Negative Negative
‘.-_______..,r_._._.A_,.____._________,__—_———-— N I ___,_____,,_..,_.._,,_-—v.,‘—’_,‘————"»—-—— S
5 | Test for Sugar -do- Negative Negative
__,___’___,_,,_______,_____,____ﬁ_____/?,_/d_,/f,
6. | Added colouring matter -do- Absent Absent
?;______,/_,________,____________’/,_ —
7. | Total solids -do- 48.94% e
— g | B.R. reading of extracted fatat | -do- 41.0 40-44
| L4 i U S
Opinion:- The Jabelling of the sample of “Panecer (Packed)” contravenes Regulation no. 5.1, 5.2,
labelling requirement under The Food Safety and

the food, list of Ingredients,
declaration regarding food
FSSAI logo and

Care details, Lot/Code/Batch

cclaration regarding food allergens

er (Packed)” 1s Misbranded.

ovide assurance that parts of a report are not taken out of context

Fpoda Aalyst
Htﬁ@ezwl Pradeh
cSTE Kandagiih

Report shall not be reproduced except in full without app |
rova
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FORM VILA =
—-—-—-—_——-“‘: r 1" 1
(Report of the IQPML’}‘SJ N
mmﬂ—bJ)JJ’T:‘! ™ d A“ﬂ]yg( under the pn;-.,if&h')ns. ()r. ]ie’,u(l
Sey d from Ms, Priya Megi, Food

. . cred Al o
cerificd that 1. Ripu Daman Kumar duly appointec endosh received fr sy
g rds Act, 2006 (34 of 2006) for Himachal prad ) bearing Code MNo. and__ Serial No.

Safery and Standa : acked :
Safery Officer, Distt. Shimla (H.P.)a sample of "SJL‘L;%}“',%%(ETO.ZOZS for analysis.
afery. O {H1.p on 03.10.2025

S(R)-010+0f the Designated Officer of . Distt. Shimla
ceipt was as follows:-

o ; — nre
The condition of seals on the container and the outer covering ©

und the seal intact and unbroken.

The sample is properly sealed and fastened and that 1o

: i ied with the specimen
The seal fixed on the container and the outer cover of the sample tallied

impression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Officer-

I found the sample to be “Jaggery™ falling under regulation No. 2.8.4:2 of 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 03.10.2025 and completed
on 14.10.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analysis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

The contents of the sample received in a sealed original pack.

(i1) Physical Appearance:-

F O
ree from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreta, mould growth and other extraneous matier




/
/[5-,; “Quality Characteristics CName of the
No. i '
] ’ method of (), l Resnngg *
o f ' N . . . )
/ ,/ uscd = :.ur”/tr“'Ul andards ;- \
’ ¥ ) As perFogg Safety anq |
| | andards (Food Producty |
.‘ | Standards and Food |
| | Additive o0d |
1 | por ves) Regulations, |
T T T — . | (b) As perlabel declaration \
{ [ presence of din, Macroscopica] and | ————— | for proprietary food {
| | Qustomsects, mould growth and MICroscopica| Negative Negative T
| LCther extrancous matter method
2 | Total sugars o FSSAI W
. - Ji_: o - method 92.07% Not less than 90 %
|3 | Sucrose -do- T T ——
L Extrancous matter insoluble in -do- T 78.40% Not Less than 70.0 % .
L water 0.42% Not more than 2 %
| S. | Totalash -do-
< Ash insolubIE . 2.98% —
. 'sh insoluble in  hydrochloric -do- 0.07¢ N e than 0.5 9
B acid (HC) .07% Wot more than 0.5 %
7. | Moisture SC08 :
: jj Sulhaiad o go 3.66% Not more than 7%
9- i Rqu 1 : -do- 1.32% Not more than 4%
A 2] i y - -
> = ( ;m;j sugars 0 9.54% Not more than 20%
: / est for presence of ACM -do.- Sunset yellow | Absent
& Tartrazine

Opinion:- The labelling of the sample of‘.‘&w” contravenes Regulation no. 5.1.5.3
5.35.4,5.5, 56,57 58,59 & 5.10 labelling requirement under The Food Safety and Standards

(labelling and Display) Regulations, 2020 as Name of the food, list of Ingredients, Nutritional
information, Declaration regarding Veg or non. veg, , Declaration of name and Complete address
of manufacturer or marketer or packer, FSSAI logo and License number, Net Quantity, retail sale
price, Consumer Care details, Lot/Code/Batch identification and Date of Manufacturing date are
not mentioned on the label. The sample of “Shakkar (Packed)” contains added colour sunset
yellow & tartrazine which are not permitted .This is in contravention to Section 3.(zz)(viii) of
chapter 1 of The Food Safety and Standards Act,2006.Hence, this sample of *Shakkar (Packed)is

Misbranded &: unsafe.

Signed this 15" dayof Ortaber, 2025. A\
/ RS Food Analyst
(n N N Himachal Pradesh
/‘: . LT CT.L. Kan at
¢ ’ et ff‘ éﬂ 4\ p\\\l&\“lﬁ (‘\\
Addrcs& + The DCSlgna}(}d Of !F\_ ‘\ A0\ . \ \7"‘1\\\{‘;.\
\_ﬂ,}[)'isn' Shjm]a (H_P) 9 \ \'\"\‘.\Q)“’\; 3y \,\:\"\\1\\
Ve Lo e

\\’t)/o the Chief MedigalOfficer, Shimla Ty
Bist, Shimly ()7 i)

Disclaimer: This report refers only 0 this particular sample submitted for testing Heport shall not be reprodiced except in full without approval
] é . ?

of the laboratory can provide assurance that parts of a report are not taken out of contest
)

*o¢Lnd ol the report***
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FORM VILA
(Report of 1&__[—991!_&9!\11-531

Report No, 0932
« Certified
. Iothat 1, Ry
Safety and Stanc ipu Daman
Y and Standards Act, '.2006}((:;1-;'“!r duly appointed as Food Analyst under the provi
of 2006) for Hjmachal pPradesh received from Ms. Priva Negi, Food
yearing Qpﬁgﬂbﬂm,&zﬂm No. S(R) 0114

Satety O
AN LNcor, Dis s
2, Distt._Shimla (1.P.)a sample of “Kplakand™ !
alokand.
2025 for analysis.

\'{ ih(‘ I ’\. ‘i
e L LA
s 1 l- -) on ,_.__,',..—»-'

aions of Food

The condit:
* condition ¢
of seals
on the e
container and the outer covering ©n receipt was as follows:~
act and unbroken.

Thc sam .
sample is propc
perly sealed and fastened and that [ found the scal int
¢ tallied with the gpecimen

The seal fi
ixed on th ntai
e container and the outer cover of the samp!

impression
of seal Scparately sent by the F

¢ Food Safety Officer.
of Food Safety and

er regulation No. 2.12
jons, 2011. The sample Was in

I found the
S (13
ample to be “Proprietary Food” falling und
i
ompleted on

Standards (

(Food

a condition fi e i s Regulat

28.10.2025) and the resul ?Dd has been analysed (started on 17.10.2025 and ¢
esult of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

I'he contents ()‘i he sample receive
t 1 ived in a sealed QlaStiC coma'mer
___’_.___————'—

(i1) Phvsical Appearance:-

xcreta, mould orowth and other extrancous mat!

Free from dirt. insects. larvae. rodent hair & e



W

e =

Ii h‘r. ] L}“Mily Nume of the Results preseribed Hmndnrd!i - 4 i\
No. | Characteristies method of the test (n) As per Food Safety an \
1 l uscd Sismdurds (Food l’ruduct'* i
; i standards and Fnu'd 2011 \\

| l \dditives) Regutation® \

\ ‘ (h) As per labhel dcclarﬂ“"“ ‘
e . for pr()pI‘iL‘Jﬂ'_’)f{{‘)’fl‘!ﬂ/‘m_,,-.,A.-i‘

| 1, | Test for the presence o £ Muacroscopical and Mﬂ[ﬂﬁ[ﬁf I Negative '\

‘. dirt, insects, larvae, microscopical method . ‘

! mould growth, rodent

@ excreta and other \

g | extrancous matter //,,J
L2 | Moisture | TSSAT Manual method | 18.3% - x_,_,—————*“{\
P' | Total ash 4o 2.06% - [
4 | Acid Insoluble Ash | -do- 0.035% ___,,,,,_,,,,l
| S | Total fat —do- T 2.31% e
i%é.. | Test for sugar ~-do- Positive Positive |
»‘_7 | Test for Starch -do- Negative May be present !
| 8. B.R. of extracted fat -do- 43.0 ~ | 40-44 \
1 ' @40°C \
[ 9. \ Kries test -do- g Negative

W). | Added colouring matter -do- Absent With or without permitted |

e o
Opinion:-The sample of “Kalakand” does not conform
regulation No. 712 of The Food Safety and Standards
Additives) Regulations, 2011 with respect t0 B.R. of extrac
“Kalakand” is substandard.

iened this 29" da of October, 2025.

§_g_____________y__—-—-———4—""'

Address: - The Designated Officer Jny

Distt. Shimla (H.P) ¢ L A

O/o the Chief Medical!@?ﬁcm, Shimla -
Lo

Distt. Shimla (H.P)

i
L
LY

v,
Cr. ™.

e S

J

o

.

.

,40'}.-.'“ ' LI
., -~ : i
e

Disclaimer: This repoer refers
of the laborstory

only 1o this particular samply

can provide assurance that pants of a iepor are oot takon out

esopnd of the report***

natural colours and permitted
synthetic food colours

to the Provisions laid down under
(Food Products Standards and Food

ted fat @A0°C. Hence, this sample of

I;oo(\ 1)\55«:..\ "
Ritchal Prg %}S\‘\
%mmgdaﬁg |

N AR

[N
)
SN '

qubmitted for testing. Report shall not be reproduced except in full wi
of context without approval
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FORM VI A
(Heor of iy Food Anslyst)

Report No. 0934

: wvis| f

alyst under thc_: provisions o

Certified that ], Ripu Daman Kumar duly appointed ﬂi{ I';i(;gh‘:tlnpédcsh_ i 2\%13;

Food Safety and Standards Act, 2006 (34 of 2006) fo;mp[c O hoa Buri” bearing iy
s

Priya Negi, Food Safety Officer, Distt. Shimla (H.P.)? -+ Shimla (HL.P.) on 17.10.2025 for
and_Serial No. S(R) 0116 _of the Desi nated Officer of , Distt.

analysis.

- lq'_
iti : i eipt was as follows:
The condition of seals on the container and the outer covering onreceip

' seal intact and
The sample is properly sealed and {astened and that I found the
unbroken.

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

I found the sampl]e to be “Proprietary Food” falling under regulation No. 2.12 of Food Safetry ar_ld
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was in
a condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (started on 17.10.2025 and completed on

22.10.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

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

(i) Physical Appearance:-

Free from dirt. insects, larvae, rodent hair & excreta, mould growth and other extraneous matter




i

yuality , - ‘ ' ) — "
» (L7Imr:|'cu~ris1ic.\ :::.Itllll:"l;':"':;:; test | Results ' Preseribed Standards -
* (a) As per Food Safety and
uscd \ Standards (Food Products
| Standards and Food
Additives) Regulations, 201 i
(h) As per label declaration
e e E e T for proprictary food
e L R L e
. oscopical method
mould growth, rodent
eacreta and other
extrancous matter
(2. | Moisture | FSSAT Manual me o —
'3 Totalash Edgos-t“ MamEn etec ‘1 iéi; —_— B
4 - Acid Insoluble Ash ~do- T .(-)..051[‘)’/6 S
5 | Totlfat ~ | -do- A -
6. Testforsugar -do- Positive Positive I
7. | Test for Starch -do- Positive | Maybepresent
8. . B.R. of extracted fat -do- 60.26 40-44
______ @40°C -
9. Kiics test -do- Negative | Negative
10. | Added colouring matter | -do- Absent With or without permitted
| natural colours and permittec
l synthetic food colours

Opinion:-The sample of “Khoa Burfi”

does not conform to the Provisions laid down under

regulation No. 2.12 of The Food Safety and Standards (Food Products Standards and Food
Additives) Regulations, 2011 with respect to B.R. of extracted fat @40°C. Hence, this sample of

“Khoa Burfl” is substandard.

Sipned this 2gth day of October, 2025.

Address: - The Desi

Distt. Shifnfa.(H.P) = A
O/o the ¢lsied Medical Officer
Distt. S ﬁl(}zr(H PY =

b r“

Disclaimar: This1epon refers only 1o this particular sample submutted for testing.

of the laborslory an prov

Food Analyst
Himachal Pradesh

¢ obd.. Anmddsphat
Himachal Fradesh
C.7T.L. Kondaghat

Report shall not be reproduced except in full without approval

4de pasurance thal pans of & report are not taken out of context

“**Lnd of the report***



FORM VLA
ukmmmmw

Report No, 1104
Analyst under the provimons o Food
weived from Ms, Priya News Food

Mo, and Seral

Certitiad that I, Ripu Daman Kumar  duly ap wointed 08 proand
2 2 | Pradesh v

Safery and Standards Act, 2006 (34 of 2006) § ki
oS e T =2 - '. ‘. - . - ) '“r “““"(hb‘ .
Safeny Qfficer, Distt, Shimla_(1LP)a sample of = Paawa! Gold Desi Ghee
No, S{R)-01 2001 the Dcs\gnmt\l_oﬂ‘wn—»m“‘ Disu Ghimla 1.1 on 04,01,

ceeive
“hearing, Code
20254 for analysis,

]’l“\ \‘\\“d"i‘)" \\f _\‘l“alg on ‘hc L‘l\l\lﬂillt‘r n“d "‘L‘ outer cov c[i“!: on lt‘t‘cipl wWils 8 '“”“\\'H:‘
The sample is properly sealed and fagtoned and that 1 found the senl intact and  unbroken
The seal fixed on the container and the pyger cover of the sample taltied with the specimen

impression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Officer.

1 found the sample to be “Ghee™ falling under regulation No. 2.1.8 of The Food Salety .'m'd
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 06,11,2025 and completed
on 14.11.2025) and the result of its analysis is piven below:-

Analvsis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

The contents of the sample received in a sealed original pack.

(i1) Physical Appearance:-

Free from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreta, mould growth and other extraneous matter




| . Quuliiy

. No. Charncteristics
|

{

‘1

\ Lo | Testforthe

presence
objectionable
Cxtraneous matter

2 \ Moisture

v

Naie of methg

3. \ Free Fatty acids as
Oleic acid

1

| 4. | Baudouin test

| 5. | Test for Starch
6. Butyro-

\ refractometer

\ reading at 40°C

Added colouring
matter

Ogini‘on'-The Labelling of the sample of “Daawat Gold Desi Ghee” contravenes regulation no.

belling 1€ uirements ‘
Display) chulliltfons.g 2030 as trans fat cotent is not declared Hence.

5.3 (b)GiE)

. : Re
of test used el Prescribed Standards - \
(n) As per Food Spfety und
Standards (Faod Product® \
Standards and Food Addiives) |
Regulntions, 2011
B (h) Ax per lnbel declnration 107 |
0 '—M'um:nﬂb'(’l"i""‘l and - proprictary food
microscupit‘l\l Nepative | Negative \
method ':1
““wf‘;’é‘/\l Miimui] 0.13% o th 50 \
M‘EU?QS,‘S 13% | Not more than 0.5% |
-do- C0.22% | Not more than 2%
T do- | Nepative | Negative |
i | Negative | Negative '«
-do- 430 | 4010 44 '\\
S I———
-do- ‘Absent | Abscnt
e e [Nelmthan 5% \

ander The Food Safety And gandards (Labelling and
Hence, this samplc of

1d Desi Ghee” 15 misbranded.

«Daawat Gold Dest .=

signed this 17" _day of November, 2025.

Address: - The Designated O{‘ﬁcq{-’f |

- i HP) | .
Distt. Shimla ( | Officer, Shimia

O/o the Chief Med

Distt. Shimla (H.P)

¢r; This report yefers

jcclaim .
. Lory €an pmwd:‘ pESUr

of the labord

PR U
¢ g-‘ﬁg{%imwsg

R “Hj mgghhlﬁ-l’rﬁd’ésﬁ”“
e g \\ C.T.L.Kandaghat 1\
: Wye bere?

¢ \\
3 !

only to this particular sample submitied for tesung. Report shall not be reproduced except in full without approval
ance that parts of a report are not taken out of context

+oefnd of the report***



