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Ms. Praveena Gautam Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Fol |l owi ng our order dated Novenber 26, 2013, the officers
who are in-charge of the Food Safety and Standards in the States
of NCT of Delhi, Utar Pradesh, Rajasthan and Haryana appeared
bef ore us and expl ai ned various steps they have taken to inpl enent
the provisions of the Food Safety and Standards Act, 2006. Rest
of the States have not responded. W notice that States like
Madhya Pradesh, Punjab, etc. are not parties to the wit petition

We have been taken through the statistics filed explaining the
nunber of inspections sonme of the States have conducted in various
pl aces.

We are not satisfied with the materials made available as
well as the steps taken to prevent adulterated mlk and nmilk
products in their respective States. W find from an Article
dated February 17, 2012 published by a Voluntary Consurner
Association (VOCE) that synthetic mlk is prepared by mxing
urea, starch/ blotting paper, glucose/sugar, caustic soda, refined
white paint, detergent or shanpoo and the practice is going
unabatedly. The article also says that the characteristic white
colour of the nmilk is achieved by adding white paint while

refined
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oil is used as a substitute for mlk fat. It also states that
urea, starch and glucose are added to nake up the Solid Not Fat
(SNF) conmponent and sweet taste of the mlKk. The article
hi ghlights that the consunption of the synthetic nmilk is hazardous
to health as urea and caustic soda are harnful for heart, |Iliver

and ki dneys and also lead to cancer. This state of affairs is
very al arm ng causi ng serious health hazards.

W notice that in many of the cases, even t hough
prosecuti on has been | aunched, the maxi mum sentence is only six
nmont hs i npri sonnent. Taking note of the seriousness of the

of fence, the State of Uttar Pradesh has anmended Section 272 of the
I ndi an Penal Code wherein adulteration of food and products is
treated as a serious offence, the sentence of which is now
enhanced to inprisonnent for I|ife and also fine. Simlar
anendnment has been made in the States of West Bengal and (di sha.

Consi dering the seriousness of the offence, it is inportant
that simlar amendnents are to be nmade in other States as well

The officers who are present in Court indicated that during
the festival season, for e.g. Diwali and Dussehra, they wused to
conduct | arge-scale inspections, but the outcone of the cases
booked and the provisions under which they have been booked do not
find a place in the affidavits filed before this Court. Taki ng
note of the seriousness of the situation, we are inclined to give
the followi ng directions:

A) States of Madhya Pradesh and Punjab are inpleaded as party
respondents to these proceedings. A copy of the wit petition be
served on the standing counsel for the
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respective States, who shall file a detailed affidavit, as
indicated in this order, on all aspects of the matter. Regi stry

is directed to show the nanmes of the standing counsel in the Cause
Li st.



B) Article dated July 17, 2012 indicates the detailed study
undertaken by the Voluntary Consuner Association (VOCE). In such
ci rcunst ances, we suo noto inplead Vol untary Consunmer Association
as one of the petitioners to render its assistance to the Court on
t he subj ect.

C) The States of NCT of Del hi, Utar Pradesh, Rajasthan, Haryana,
Madhya Pradesh and Punjab would file a detailed affidavit of the
nunber of cases which they have booked wherein synthetic materials
have been added to milk and nilk products and sold in the narket.
They shall also give the details of the results of such inspection
wherein they have identified adulteration of mlk and nmilk
products by using synthetic materials. They shall also furnish
details of the nunber prosecutions they have Ilaunched in the
aforesaid types of <cases and how nany of them resulted in
convi ction.

D) The concerned officers would also furnish the details of the
i nstances where spurious mlk and mlk products were destroyed by
them during festival season after seizing them They shall also
gi ve details of nunber of cases booked by them and the nunber of
cases pendi ng before various Courts.

E) Union of India as well as the Food Safety Authority would also
file a detailed affidavit of the nunber of cases
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they have come across with regard to adding synthetic nmaterials to
m |k and mi |k products and what action various States have taken
after they have detected such adul teration.

Put up on January 30, 2014 at the top of the Board.

The personal presence of the officers, as directed by this
Court by order dated Novenber 26, 2013, is dispensed with for the
ti me being.
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