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specifically deny each and every averments made by the
complainant/F.S.0. in the complaint/application filed before

this Hon'ble Court. It is submitted that the present
complaintmade by the Food Safety Officer is bad in the eyes

of Law as the same is in violation of the statutory and
mandatory provisions of the FSSA. Therefore, the present
complaint is not maintainable and liable to be dismissed in
limine with cost on the following grounds. That in
accordance to Section 46 (3) of the Food Safety and
Standards Act, 2006 read with Rule 2.4.2 (5) the Food
Analyst is under obligation and is required to analyze the
sample, sign and send its report within a period of 14 days
from the date of receipt of the sample and in case the sample
could not be analyzed within the stipulated 14 days then as
per the proviso to Rule 2.4.2 (6) of the Food Safety and
Standards Rules, 2011 the food analyst has to inform the
Designated Officer and the Commissioner Food Safety giving
reasons and specifying the time to be taken for analysis, but,
it seems that the Ld. Food Analyst has completely failed to
appreciate and adhere to the above mentioned provision of
law.Interestingly, in the instant case the sample was drawn
by the Food Safety Officer on 30.08.2024 and the same was
received for analysis by Food Analyst on 05.09.2024
meaning thereby that the Food Analyst received the sample

for analysis 6 days after alleged date of sampling which is

30.08.2024. Further, as per the content of the Food Analyst
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report, the alleged sample was analyzed from 05.09.2024 to
26.09.2024 and the report of the same signed by the Food
Analyst on 27.09.2024. However, with the given facts Food

i Analyst took 22 days to analyze the sample which is way
‘ beyond the stipulated time period.” gFEel UR SUdEl
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