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LISA GILL, J.
The petitioner has challenged order dated 20.04.2017

(Annexure P-2), passed by the District Magistrate, Panipat, prohibiting the
operation of poultry farms within 500 meters of the residential zone.

It is pleaded that the petitioner's poultry farm does not fall within
district Panipat and is situated within district Karnal, therefore, no action
can be taken against the present petitioner on the basis of impugned order
dated 20.04.2017 (Annexure P-2).

As per the reply filed on behalf of respondents no.4 & 5
through Naib Tehsildar, Madlauda, District Panipat, it is mentioned in para
4 of the preliminary submissions and para 13 of the reply on merits that no
action is being taken against the premises/poultry farm of the present
petitioner, pursuant to order dated 20.04.2017 (Annexure P-2), which in any
case is confined to district Panipat.

In this view of the matter, learned counsel for the parties
submit that this writ petition is rendered infructuous.

Petition is accordingly disposed of as infructuous.
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