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Calling for Action on Canal Water Pollution
Historical summary for the blog preview. This is not the original progress report or an official
decision.

Source and scope
HRPF Progress Report 2024 Revised. Section on contamination of canal freshwater in Mandi
Bahauddin. The account describes actions and an ongoing complaint at the time of reporting; it
does not verify present water quality.

The environmental concern recorded
The 2024 report attributes canal-water contamination to sewage discharge and the disposal of dead
chicks by poultry farm owners. These are the reported concerns in the supplied source, rather than
findings from a new water-quality test.

The account matters because it concerns the condition of a shared natural resource. An advocacy
article can explain the concern and the response sought, but it should also identify the date and
basis of the claim so readers do not mistake a historical report for a current environmental
measurement.

Engagement with environmental authorities
HRPF’s report says the Foundation raised the issue with the Secretary of Environment Punjab and
the Director General of Environment. It records a direction from the Deputy Director of the I&S
Department to the Assistant Director of Environment in Mandi Bahauddin to address the matter.

According to the report, senior officials were informed, show-cause notices were issued to
approximately 136 poultry farm owners across the district, and some cases were referred to the
Punjab Environmental Tribunal. The number and actions are attributed to the 2024 source; they are
not presented as newly verified figures.

Further documentation and the Ombudsman complaint
The report also describes videos concerning sewage and city waste being discharged into the
canal. It says HRPF raised the matter again with senior authorities and filed a complaint with the
Provincial Ombudsman Regional Office in Mandi Bahauddin.

The source describes that complaint as being pursued with detailed documentation at the time of
the report. This article preserves that historical timing. It does not claim that the case remains open
today, state a final decision or infer a current enforcement outcome.

Reading the outcome with care
Notices and referrals document a response to an issue. They do not, by themselves, establish that
the canal became free of pollution. The supplied account does not provide a final water-quality
assessment or a record showing that all sources of contamination were removed.

Future updates should identify their own source and date. This approach allows the article to
explain HRPF’s advocacy while leaving room for verifiable follow-up, rather than filling gaps with
assumptions.

Photographs and publication date



Photos are illustrative HRPF archive images, not verified case photographs. The website
publication date is the date this summary was published, not the original incident date. Private
identifiers and unverified individual allegations are omitted.


