IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 29™ DAY OF JULY, 2022
BEFORE
THE HON'BLE Mrs. JUSTICE K.S. HEMALEKHA

WRIT PETITION No.19337/2021 (GM-POLICE)

BETWEEN:

SRI. SOMASHEKAR
S/0. T. JAYRAM,

AGED ABOUT 47 YEARS,

R/AT NO.1718, 5™ CROSS,

SANJIVININAGAR,

SAKARNAGAR POST,

BANGALORE - 560 092. ... PETITIONER

(BY SMT. SHREYA SHASHIDHAR SHETTY, ADVOCATE FOR SRI
MAHESHA P., ADVOCATE)

AND:

1.

STATE OF KARNATAKA
REPRESENTED BY ITS

SECRETARY TO HOME DEPARTMENT,
VIDHANA SOUDHA,

THE COMMISSIONER OF POLICE,
BANGALORE CITY,

INFANTRY ROAD,

BANGALORE 560 001.

THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF POLICE
YELAHANKA SUB-DIVISION,

YELAHANKA,

BANGALORE - 560 063.

THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF POLICE
BANGALORE NORTH EAST DIVISION,
ABOVE AMRUTHAHALLI POLICE STATION,
AMRUTHAHALLI,



BANGALORE - 560 092.

5. THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
KODIGEHALLI POLICE STATION,
KODIGEHALLI,

BANGALORE 560 092.

RESPONDENT NOS.1 TO 5 ARE

REPRESENTED BY

GOVERNMENT ADVOCATE

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA,

HIGH COURT BUILDINGS,

BANGALORE - 560 001. ... RESPONDENTS

(BY SRI KIRAN KUMAR, HCGP FOR R-1 TO R-5)

THIS WRIT PETITION IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226
AND 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA, PRAYING TO CALL
FOR THE RECORDS WHICH ULTIMATELY RESULTED IN OPENING
A ROWDY SHEET AGAINST THE PETITIONER; AND DIRECT THE
R-2 TO R-5 TO DELETE THE NAME OF THE PETITIONER FROM
THE LIST OF ROWDY SHEET MAINTAINED IN THEIR RECORDS
AGAINST THE PETITIONER.

THIS WRIT PETITION COMING ON FOR PRELIMINARY
HEARING, THIS DAY, THE COURT MADE THE FOLLOWING:-

ORDER

Learned counsel for petitioner in this petition is
seeking a writ of mandamus directing respondent Nos.1 to
5 to delete the name of petitioner from the list of rowdy-
sheeters maintained in the records of respondent Nos.2 to

5 against the petitioner.



2. Learned High Court Government Pleader has

filed a memo along with the documents showing that the

name of the petitioner has been deleted from the records

and the relevant portion of the order reads as under:
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3. The memo is placed on record and the

documents produced by the Ilearned High

Court

Government Pleader for respondents is not disputed by the

petitioner.



4. In view of the said memo filed by the learned
High Court Government Pleader for respondents, the

petition is dismissed as having become infructuous.
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