Subject: -

Sir,

~——

ctandards of FSS Act. 2006 is as under:-

Through e-mail

No. MCS/DO/General/FSSA-2025 -—13l+
Health Safety and Regulation
Municipal Corporation Shimla

The Director

Health Safety and Regulation

Himachal Pradesh

Dated 3 /o._?} Q*’:’l 6

Shimla the

Regarding of f'ml analysis of Food Samples fot ncl non-conforming to the
standards of FSS Act. 2006 to be placcd on ofiicial website.

This is with referenéc to letter no. HSR-H(F?»‘fx'.\OSB/ZOZO-CTLQO] 3Vol-
[11-7727-28 dated 30- Ol 20'76 on the subject cited above.

—

In this regard, the details of Food Samples ivund non-conforming to the

| S No. Sample Name Datc of liftine  Dlace of collection
Ol Galgal Pickle 27-08-2025 hotta Shimla

1ﬁ Honey ___2_7_-0_8-2()25 —i_ (‘hotta Shimla

103 Litchi Squash 28-08-2025 . “Subji Mandi Shimla
04 [ Cow Milk (Packed) 7 [29-082025  ioileuganj Shimla
03 Kishmish N 10-09-2025 Vot Shimla
o6 Sp\,ual Bikaneri Feni l’dtl\cd 09-10-2025 Potu Shimla

07 “Milk Cake (1. (Loose) 09-10-2025  1tow

Submitted for vour kind information and necessuy action please.

i+ as above (07 pages)

i

Yours fanthtuily
v (AJ\AQZM\’% : \'r'\...JQm y)

A,\s}\L AT ‘WWIQ&M’IDU (FS)
-Cum- Lvienated Officer
MC S



Through e-mail

No. MCS/DO/General/FSSA-2025 1 317~
Health Safety and Regulation
Municipal Corporation Shimla

To
The Director :
Health Safety and Regulation
Himachal Pradesh
Dated ©3/03/] 2°2 £ Shimla the
Subject: - Regarding of final analysis of Food Samples found non-conforming to the
standards of FSS Act. 2006 to be placed on otticial website.
Sir,

This is with reference to letter no. HSR-H(FS$A988/2020-CTL-2013Vol-
[11-7727-28 dated 30-01-2026 on the subject cited above.

In this regard, the details of Food Samples tvund non-conforming to the
standards of FSS Act, 2006 is as under:-

Sr. No. Sample Name Date of lifting —‘1 Place of collection 1
0l Galgal Pickle 27-08-2025 B ';*’L‘hotta Shimla \
02 [Honey 27-08-2025 | Chotta Shimla \
03 Litchi Squash 28-08-2025 B l_\_f'h“ Mandi Shimla

()4 Cow Milk (Packed) 29-08-2025 ‘ leulgam Shimla

03 Kishmish 10-09-2025 | - Tow Shimla
06 Special Bikaneri Feni Packed | 09-10-2023 ~ Tow Shimla
07 Milk Cake (Loosc) 09-10-2025 | Touw

Submitted for your kind information and necessarv action please.

Encls: as above (07 pages) Yours faithfully

M\oml\q
l\- \I'\_‘QU\., 1o k )

o Micer:
A,ml e nmissipner (FS)
-Cum- Desienated Ofticer
MCShinita.




FORM VII A

(Report of the Food Analyst)

Report No.0495

f\:(l)tll]l::if‘cllhf\t l,l lepu Daman Kumar duly appointed as Food Analyst under ‘h_c pyovi‘sions OF
S \“[1- ~_\ 'am_‘ Standards Act, 2006 (34 0f 2006) for Himachal Pradesh received 11'9{“ D—‘—
'1?;.'_.4--»;“‘_!_1155 Food Safety Officer, M.C., Distt, Shimla (ILP.) a sample of “Qﬂl&@l—m‘c—!ic—

caring Code No. and  Serinl No. MCS- 768 of the Designated Officer of M.C., Distt. Shimia
(H.P) on 28.08.2025 for analysis, T

The conditi ; , . , s ,
¢ condition of seals on the container and (he outer covering on receipt was as follows:-

I'he sample is properly sealed and fastened and that I found the scal intact and unbroken.

The scal 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 “Pickle” falling under regulation No, 2.3.43 of The Food Safety zm.d
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was

a condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (started on 20.08.2025 and completed on
12.09.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analysis Report:

(i) Sample Description:-

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

(i1) Physical Appcarance:-
Free from dirl, insects, larvae, rodent excreta, mould growth and other extrancous matter,




Quali
ality Characteristics

Name of the method of
the test used

1

Result Prescribed Standards :-
(a) As per Food Safety and\\
Standards (Food Products Standards
and Food Additives) Regulations,
2011
(b)As per label declaration for
roprictary food

M?Croscopical and | Negative r'::legpativerv

microscopical method

Te

i st for the Presence of dijrt
nsects, mould growth anc;
other éxtraneous matter

Added Col .
ouring matt
o FSSAI Manual method Absent \ Free from synthetic food colours

Test for Mineral Acid o e e

Trichlorfon d
Chlorpropham : :dz: ]I:IHI;
Phorate do

Ethion =

Pyriproxyfen o

: FFenpropathrin =
10. Fipronil .

11. Pendimethalin -do-
12. Permethrin -do-
13. Chlorfenapyr -do-
14. Quinalphos -do-
5 [Tradmetam [ e
labelling

The labelling of the sample of “Galgal Pickle” contravenes Regulatio_n no. 5.8, 5.9, & 5.10 a labe
der The Food Safety and Standards (labelling and Display) Regulations, 2020 as the unit sale price as

g i i i cpiry d ) t mentioned on the
y -olog 2009,Lot/Code/Batch identification and Use by/ Expiry date are not me d on
pay e Meteclgey oo hall be declared on the label. However, expression “Best

ion No. 5:10 (a) “Expiry/Use by” s . on “Bes
label, & o7 5 RegUIBUOI:j as optional or additional information. Hence, this sample of “Galgal Pickle™ is

before” may also be use

QOpinion: -

Misbranded.
2 ALY
i ' I dz tember 2025 A N
Gigned this 12" da of SeptemOoct, ,‘/"’T';\\ 1—58‘?9@}‘.?}5’F‘;a\'m:‘.‘;\
./f. A08 Ay N Himachal Pra_d;shm .
VAT Y (C L, Khndabhat:

W .
X P
A -

Address: - The Dcsignai“-‘d'O]fﬁcm;l;“)-" e 1
M.C., Distt. Shimia (v SRR MV R
O/o the Director, Heglth Safety & {%gulaﬂon,, v

H.P. Shimla-02 \}7:' L s S

\*.‘.f(;,‘ LA
:: P /'_' boeww “ngj)\e\\:,‘/‘
SUANDRZ A

g s g

d for testing. Jteport shall not be reproduced exeeptin full without approval

10 this particular sample submitle .
wken out of context

his report refers only ‘ |
ce that parts ol a reporture not

Disclaimer: T
e qssurian
of the laboratory can provide assut I

. ‘b
wasnd of the report®”



FORM VII A

(Report of the Food Analyst)

Report No.04vgq

k \‘l-litl\‘\i ll\\” ]. 1 l‘lll 8 [8 L J l l, I,rh rece
1 O \\\‘t\ ‘\ \“‘\i b‘]l](l\"l O J \w “ ( " S ¥ : \ | | \| | ‘“ ‘

— == \ l:\‘\\(i Sz oty 3 A PRy ~ . Ny
Code No. ”“\i“kqufij]—]‘L\x‘hlLli_Q““‘L:lT'J\l'("‘ Distt. Shimla (I1.P.) a sample of “Honey™ bearing
28.08.0025 f —2thal No. MCS- 769 of the Designated Officer of M.C., Distt. Shimla (H.P’) on

NS
2025 for analysis.

The

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

Thc _seal fixed on the container and the outer cover of the sample tallied with the
specimen umpression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Ofticer.

[ found the sample to be “Honey” falling under regulation No, 2.8.3:1 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 29.08.2025 and completed
on 12.09.2023) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

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

(i) Physical Appearance:-

om dirt. insects, larvae, rodent excreta, mould erowth and other extraneous matter.

Free i1

P.T.O



S, Quality Characte

vistics Nume of the method of [ Results | Preseribed Standards - 4 Standards
o erlfood Safety and < .
the test nsed (n) As p ' s and Food
(FFood  Products .Smndarl 15 :
foa) Repulations, 20
Addiliyesy R l,l ’- declaration  for |
(b) As per lahel )
—_— proprictﬁry food ‘
I Test for the presence of dirt, | Macroscopical and | Negative | Negative l
mseets, mseets debris, Fregments, | microscopical method \
(\I‘ bees, picces of bees bags, grains |
ot sends, mould growth and other |
| Sxtrancous matter . T \
;wﬁo(} FSSAI Manual method 1.42% Not Less thanGS. T |
3. | Total Reducing Sugar -do- 75.15% | Not Less than 65.0% by mas —
4. Total Ash “do- 0.36% Not more than O.Soo by —r
5. | Acidity “do- 0027% | Not more than 0.2% by weig B
0. Sucrose =do: 4.16% Not more than S%OI,Jy mass —
7. | Water insoluble malter -do- 0.0138% | Not more than 0.1% =
S. Acid Insoluble Ash -do- 0.011% == J
9. | Moistare -do- 22.6% Not more than 20% J
10. | Test for presence of ACM -do- Negative Negative J
11. | Trichlorfon -do- ND 10ppb l
12. | Chlorpropham -do-, ND 10ppb }
13. | Phorate -do- ND 10ppb |
14. | Ethion -do- ND 10ppb l
15. | Pyriproxyfen -do- ND 10ppb |
16. | Fenpropathrin -do- ND 10ppb 4]\
17. | Fipronil -do- ND 10ppb
18. | Pendimethalin -do- ND 10ppb J
19. | Permethrin -do- ND 10ppb \
20. | Chlorfenapyr -do- ND 10ppb ;1\
21. | Quinalphos -do- ND 10ppb |
22. | Triadimethalin -do- ND 10ppb \
Opinion: - The labelling of the sample of “Honey”

Signed this 12" day of September, 2025

Address: - The Designated Officer

M.C., Distt. Shimla (H.P.) T
O/o the Dircctor, Health Safety & RCQQMiDn
\ k)

[P, Shimla-02

Dusclaimer Thas report refers only 1o this parti

ofthe laboratory can provide assurance that pars

L e
\i
ol S
g i
W .

St

N\
\

cular samplg submitted foy leating

ofarepoit urg po

contravenes Regulation no. 5.8, 5.9
requirement under The Food Safety and Standards (labelling and Display) Regulations,

per Legal Metrology Act, 2009, Lot/Code/Batch identification and Use by/ Expiry d
label. As per the Regulation No. 5:10 (a) ,“Expiry/Use by” shall be declared on the |
before™ may also be used as optional or additional information. Hence, this sample

,

ST PR ¥
e
: \

: "n)

/\‘/ 4 : y“\ll’\ P
ANDAL
Reportshull not be e
Cluken out ol contest

L] ] B
"**Und ol the (epor(*ee

» & 5.10 a labelling
2020 as the unit sale price as
ate are not mentioned on the
abel. However, expression “Besgt
of “Honey" is Misbranded.

Fong Maalysy
"9, Himach\

A

INPradesh

(.7, \Fol,

\nalyst,
{ lunuc\l\hrl\\imzl‘ésl\
C.T.L. Kandaghat,

Produced SSeeptine il withou approval

an
ird
ns



FORM VII A

(Report of (he Food Analyst)

Report No.0408
I (

kﬂ,‘cx'tiﬁcd that 1, Ripy

I\\Ooq L\‘MN-\) L Smlnd{lj?ll:];l\n Kumar duly appointed as Food Analyst under the provisions of

} mn}_bmﬂuﬂk&‘md Sam. OCl‘,‘Z()O() (34 ol 2000) for Himachal Pradesh received  from Dr,

o o W\LM_MC Distt. Shimla (H.P.) a sample ol “Litchi_Squash”
1d_Serial No. MCS- 771 of the Designated Officer of M.C., Distt. Shimla

—

(H.P) on 28.08.2025 for analysis

The conditi
1tion of seal ;
s on the container and the outer covering on receipt was as follows:-
The sample i
c : aye 5
pie1s properly sealed and fastened and that I found (he seal intact and unbroken.

The . |
Sp;ciieal .ﬁxefi o the container and the outer cover of the sample tallied with the
1en impression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Officer.

2.3.21 of Food Safety and

ISIfO‘;nthhc sample to be “Squash” falling under regulation No.
fm 31 s (FPOd Pl‘oduct§ Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was in
a condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (analysis started on 29.08.2025 and completed

on 12.09.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-

f the sample received in a sealed original pack

The contents 0

(ii) Physical Appearance:-

arvae, rodent excreta and mould growth.

Free from dirt, Insects, ]




LS

|
\
|
1
[
\

£ -\\
£l sr. Quality cﬁmrﬂkmﬁ
No. ristics Noma T ————— - o
tl "me of the method of T Result Prescribed Standards :- \
V8 tast usd (a) As perFood Safety and '
Standards (Food Products
Standards and Food Additives)
Regulations, 2011 |
(b)As per label declaration for |
& | Test § proprietary food ]
or the n
— Presence of dirt, Macroscopical and | Negative Negative J
‘ » mMouldgrowth  ang microscopical method
| other extraneous matter |
| 2. Test for "
— Sugar FSSAI Manual method 43.60% 42% as per label claim l,
| 3. Tot ; 1
t4\ al soluble solids % -do- 43.63% Not less than 40.0% 'i
. Acidity expressed as Citric -do- 0.81% Not more than 3.5% ——\
| Acid ;
5 .
S, Added Colouring matter -do- Absent With or without permitted
natural or synthetic food colours
L___'l’l‘ichlorfon G- D LOpph \
7. | Chlorpropham -do- ND 10ppb l
“8. Phorate -do- ND LOppb J
9, Ethion -do- ND LOppb
16 Pyriproxyfen -do- ND LOppb
L, Fenpropathrin -do- ND 10ppb
12, | Fipronil -do- ND 10ppb
13, _‘ Pendimethalin -do- ND 10ppb ]I
]_ia. -Tl’crmmhrin -do- ND 10ppb
““15‘——}-(,'Illorl'cn:!)_\:r_“ -to- ND 10ppb
716, —] Quinalphos -do- ND 10ppb
}—17, ] 'l'ri:ulimcllmli{l-ﬂ -to- ND 1m»h

Opinion: - The labelling of the sample of *Litehi Squash” contravenes Regulation no. 3.8, & 5,10 a labelling requirement under
The Food Satety and Standards (labeling and Display) Regalations, 2020 as the unit sale price as per Legal Metrolopy Act,
2009, Use by LExpiry date are not mcnlinnu} lnzllhu label, As per the ch\.xlnlmn No. S.:}O :n‘;-};,\[,;r-\.,ugc by” shall be declared
o the label However, expression “Best before™ nay also be used as optional or additional information. enee, this sample of
“Litehi Sguash™is Mishranded.

- e A
Signed this 12t (111)’&1_,‘5.“1?.‘.‘4‘.‘!1197_:__20.2.5_ S Bt S S
* ‘ - g i = = ’ ¢ i\ .- v
‘ e e YA, oot ' lfﬂl_\st Vst
/ . ' -y liul“l\}:‘hil\ P;‘m]cshj" .
¥, A Mmaglol Bradssiyo g
/ " e L\ [LL, Kandaghat,
Address: - The Designated Offieer § =8 ) g M e landaghat
N CL, Distt, Shimla (FLP) U - -
0o the Director. Health bu!cl)'\& Regulation, | » 2 ,
) ;‘l l.l_“") “. ‘I. v ; Ao
P Stamla-00 gt S ;
N iie L _\‘\ /
N (O v vt v‘. k¥
N 4 NS
T K,‘-‘N\
‘\,‘- -
1ys. fmer. Thisrepontre fers only tothis patticular sample submined for testine Report shudl not be reproducad excepan full without approval
{ re laharstiny can prevido dssuiiiee that pans aFareport are not taken vut of conteat i

“**Iud orthe reportr=

—_—



FORM VII A

(Report of (he Food Analyst)

Report No.0513

Certified ]y y:

Food Sﬂlb(\"l.t li 1‘\'||)u Daman Kumar duly appointed as Food Analyst under the provisions of
Sunil Sharn —.”r]:( b[m.](k”ds AE[’ 2000 (34 o[ 2006) for Himachal Pradesh received from Dr.
sunil __.t_,_,!_Jsla,_(l(@MLMMQLLDﬁL Shimla (H.P.) a sample of “Cow Milk (Packed)”

L arme O \ ) . :
Y{ [l)mc '(:i),d& *E'(LEL'JL‘SQUMCS- 775 of the Designated Officer of M.C., Distt. Shimla
\i.E)on 28.08.2025 for analysis,

'l‘l o B @ . .
i€ condition of seals on (he 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 scal fixed on the container and the outer cover of the sample tallied with the
specimen unpression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Officer.

I found the sample to be “Cow Milk” falling under regulation No. 2.1.2 of Food Safety apd
Standa}'ds (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations, 2011. The sample was In
a condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (analysis started on 30.08.2025 and completed

on 09.09.2025) 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 along with orieinal pack

(11) Physical Appearance:-

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




ample of “Cow Milk

£
4';
'[:r [ Quality 2 e A
No. Charactert Name of method of ' T —
{ e ‘I'Is G ( V& T Al —
| tevistics toest uged ll Results Prescribed Standards :- 1.
| | (a) As per Food Safety and w
| Standards (Food Praducts ‘
Standards and Food Additives) |
{ Regulations, 2011 ‘g
— .i R (b) As per label declaration for
| Tost for e g prictary food |
| fes the presence e —— proprictary fooc |
of  dist 1 resence I\/I'acxosa.opxcul and | Nepative | Negative |
1 ) insects, | microscopical method :,
mould growth  and !‘
| Other extraneous | |
| mater
2. | Milk Fat | I
| Fat FSSAI Manual 3.5% Not less than 3.2%
p—— Method
3. | Milk soli : I
e oo, 5T6% | Notless han8:3%
§. ! Tle h?l starch -do- Negative | Negative ——————
. est for cane sugar | -do- Negative | Negative
" [ T = ___________———f—’__—'———"‘"‘
6. | Test {or extraneous -do- Negative Negative '\
; | urca r
7 » . /—-’- =
| 7. | Test for Neutralizer -do- Negative | Negative t
{ S. | Test for Sucrose -do- Negative | Negative g
‘ 9. | Butyro-Refractometer -do- 42.0 40-44
. reading at 40°C
, 10.| Added Colouring -do- Absent Absent
‘ Matter
! 11.| Total solids% -do- 12.66% | -—- ]

(Packed)” contravenes Regulation no. 5.8

“Opinion:- The labelling of the s
Jabelling requirement under The Food Safety
2020 as declaration regarding, unit sale price
on the label. Hence, this sample o

e

Sjened this 10" da of September, 2025
ed this 10" day of SepIEMBEL. =22

and Standards
as per Legal Metrology Act, 2009, is not mentioned

f“Cow Milk (Packed)”is misbranded

=~
o o~ ¥ .
co0a ‘k’/\\

(labelling and Display) Regulations,

Fafdd diantlyst

/\\G.‘_...._ 08 .

5\‘_.-' /-m\ H@}j{%&i{&h}il?ﬁ&'é?b

(=A1 =) .G-T.L, Kandaghat.

Address: - The Designated Offic 'E?(.]‘) : F‘- A - G l\ﬂ“&!ﬂ%dt
M.C. Distt, Shimla (HIEY (365 7%
O/o the Director, chlli\\%ﬁcty & Iiégtllat_ioly,-‘/
H.P. Shimla-02 NS 7
N ‘L'!IZ:. ,'-:_‘!Trj" Y ft P 4

cluimes: Thistepon yefers only &

{ the babo cun puovide

svefnd of the repo

» this particular sample submitted for testing. Repo

rt shall not be reproduced except in full withoutappray al

gssurance that pans of a report are not 1aken out of context

e

n



Report of '
Report ol (he Food Analyst)

Report No.05582

. ) l\“) 1 [§ ) cC
: ) . |\ . ¢ l\‘l" ¢ g i ‘ ' | |
| ‘)\l \ HICCI', M.C., DiSll. S‘lillllu’l (II-I -) a J“"””[)IL‘, Or “_lSi‘_____’———— ;l“ni';h.’——-—Y k ca l ‘;/’

Code No and  Seri
‘ & cerial N \ : + Distt. Shi ’
11.09.2025 for aﬂa\ysis,o' MCS- 785 of the Designated Officer of M-C-, Distt, Shimla (H.P) 08

The conditi »
1ONn ¢ . . =
of seals on the container and the outer covering on receip! wasg as follows:-

The sample is properly sealed and fastened and that [ found the scal intact and unbroken.

The .sea\ 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 “Raisins” falling under regulation No. 2.3.47:2 of The Food Safety "”‘_d
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food Additives) Regulations. 2011. The sample was 10
2 condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (analysis started on _1__1__9_9_._2_9_?;5_and completed
on 18.09.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analysis Report:

(1) Sample Description:-
The contents of the sample received in a sealed original Pack.
(i1) Physical Appearance:-

fice from stones. dirt. cla insccts, rodent excreld and other objectionable extraneous matter.




[ Quality

Clmmcteristics

i f Test for the pre

[ dirt, dust,insecl
growth and o)
EXtraneoys Matter :
2. l Moisture

3. Damaged Raisins

=
sence of.

S, mould
er

Sugared Raising

4
5]

‘\ﬁ--\—-\.
Opinion: - The labelli

5.9, & 5.10 labellin
Regulations, 2020 a
License number, Net
identification, man

Damaged and Sugared

Signed this 19" day of

S |
Added colouring matter

g requirement under The Food Sa
s complete address of manufactyr

ufacturing Use by/ Exp
does not conform to standards |
Standards (Food Products Standards and Food

Name o l‘lﬂ;‘

——
Method of e
test used he

—

.

Reo—————ou
chsulls Preseribed Standards

() AS per Food Sy fety and
Standards (Food Products
Standards and Food Additives
Regulations, 2011

(b) As per label declaration fo,
proprictary food

Negative

———— |

Macroscopical and
microscopical methol

FSSAI Manual Method
_do-

-do-

Negative

13.72% Not more than 15.0 %

19.18% Not more than 2.0 %

18.10 Not more than 15.0 %

-do-

Negative Absent

ng of the sample of “Kishmish” contravenes Regulation no. 5.6, 5.7, 5.8,

fety and Standards (labelling and Display)
er or marketer or packer, FSSAI logo and
Quantity, retail sale price, Consumer Care details, Lot/Code/Batch
iry date are not mentioned on the label. The sample
aid down under Regulation No0.2.3.47:2 of The Food Safety and

Additives) Regulations, 2011 with respect to

Raisins. Hence, this sample of“Raisins”Ais Misbranded & substandard,

September, 2025 v

W,

Address: - The Desigﬁa\
M.C., Distt! @l

O/o the Dir‘{él

oy, Health,
H.P. Shimla\02.”
\\.f

Food Analyst
Himathal Pladesh

'(k ncl 4 PN } !@(Tﬁlll\(l‘(aﬁd aghat
o : ’ 4 ~ T ’ N
e Eguiiteny S/ C.T.L Kandaghat
\I\‘\' P ', L/‘,

ted Officer, 1
LS

erla.(rl‘l:l’.)_ St

Safely &R¢

%/

- TN
o) f o

N

gulation,

1t} /‘_’ ‘esk o\ e
L 7
. h - l \ o
"‘~.‘_" {ND
[nselumer Thisreportrelers only to this parucalar sumple subnngieg lor esting Report shall not be teproduced exeeptin tull without ap I
e arts ol a 7 ! ! Approsa
f the Leboratory can provide assurance that parts of o repary gre nattken out of contexy SERRIaN
() .~ L be -

UEN of e Tepore s
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FORM VII A

(Reportof the Food Analyst)

Report No.0821

Certificd that I, Ripu Daman Kumar du] '

: - e 1 y appointed as Food Analys( under the Isions

i vm: iiml.\ dnlq Sliansdafxds /(\)Cl, 2000 (34 of 2006) for Himachal Pradesh rccc]jbvsﬂovflrséor:"ffrr
suntl siirma,_tood Salety Officer, M.C., Distt. Shimla (H.P.) : | =l Bikangsi
i (Paclod) : e : d (H.I7.) a sa f “Special Bikane
Feni (Packed)™ bearing Code No. and Seria] N Dol TN
reniitacke . € al No. MCS- 797 of tl n: Bl
Distt. Shuimla (H.P) on 10.10.2025 for analysis. o1 the Desienated Officerof M€

['he 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 ‘scal fu;cd on the container and the outer cover of the sample tallied with the
speciumen umpression of seal separately sent by the Food Safety Officer.

[ found the sample to be “Proprietary Food” félling 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 been analysed (analysis started on 10.10.2025 and completed

on 18.10.2025) and the result of its analysis is given below:-

Analvsis Report:

(i) Sample Description:-

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

(i) Physical Appearance:-

Free from dirt, insects, larvae, rodent excreta, mould growth and other extraneous matter.
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FORM VII A

Report of the

I'ood Analyst)

Report No.0823

Certified that 1. Ripu D« .

i-'(:od Safety and S\tapn]dzl)l'f:i??cfuzlggl dﬁuly Q‘PPOi"ted as Food Analyst under the provisions of

Sunil Sharma. Food Safety Ofﬁ) . I\G (34 Qf 2005.) for Himachal Pradesh received from Dr.
cer. M.C.. Distt. Shimla (H.P.) a sample of “Milk Cake (Loose)”

bearing Code No. and Serial No. MCS- : -
(11.P) on 10.10.2025 for analysis, . MCS- 799 of the Designated Officer of M.C., Distt. Shimla

[he 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 Safety Officer.

[ 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
2 condition fit for analysis and has been analysed (analysis started on 10.10.2025 and completed
on 18.10.2025) 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,

(ii) Physical Appearance:-

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