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TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

: PRESENT:                                                `Q`.
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K SURESH REDDY
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Boya sake Ramesh,  S/o Late,Mallobulesu, Aged  37 years,  D.No 2-92B,
•     .   €.

Kandukuru village, Ananthapuramu  Rural Mandal, Ananthapuramu.
-\-?

...Petitioner/Appellarlt No.2/Accused  No.3

-'£|,     r+      h     `

The  State  of  Andhra   Pra`¢eshj-`Rep.by  its  Public  Prosecutor  at  High

Court, Amaravathi.             "

I   -.    +.=

... Respondent

Petition  under  Section  528-i-`*oE BNSS,  2023  and  Under  Section  482  ot-

Cr.P.C is `filed    praying  that  in  the .~circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit filed  in

support  of  the   petition,   +lhe   High,`Court  may  be   pleased   to   direct  the  jail

authorities of central Jail,  Kadapa` ±o, respect the religious rights and  beliefs of

the petitioner / Appellant No.2  in 'resp'elct of un-cutting  his hair and  not to force

him to get hair cut in the interest of i-ri-Sijce,  equity and good conscience or else

the  petitioner/Appe+lant  No.2  wj!i'-;;d6|` Subjected  to  severe  hardship  as  his  long

Practice of un-cutting  his  hair aslan  offering to  Lord  Siva would  be distrupted,

pending disposal of CP`LA No.   691  of 2024, on the file of the High Court.
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nlg±9Lln   Place   Of   ffDistric€   Jail,   Kadapa",   E€Cehtral   Jail,   Kadapa"   is

amended as per the courtJs order dated  o6.08.2025  in  lA.No.2 of 2025 in

CRLA No.691  of 2024

Counsel for the Petitioner :Smt. C. VASUNDHARA REDDY

{counsel for the Respondent .-EuBLIC PROSECUTOR

iL=-

tThe,rCourt made the following ORDER

ff This application is filed by the 2nd appellallt/A.3 under Sectiom 482 ,

Cr.P.C   (Section   528' of  BNSS,   2023)   seeking   a   direction   to   the   Jail

Authorities of Central Prison, Kadapa, to respect the religious rights and
beliefs of the petitioner in  respect of cutting  hair and not to force him to

get hair cut.
2.        Heard    Sri    A.Eswara    Sai,    learned    counsel    representing    smt

;C.Vasundara    Reddy,    learned    counsel    for   the    petitioner    and    sri

4ivI.Venkata  Ramana,  learned  AciditionaI  Public  Prosecutor  representing

ithe respondent-state.
3.        Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner

is  a  Brahmin  and  was  rendering  the  duties  of 'poojari'` in  a temple.  Fop

the past 18 years, he has kept his hair uncut due to his religious beliefs.  :

The petitioner/A.2 was found guilty of the offences under sectionsj

148, 302 read with  120-B, 302 read with  149 lPC and Section 25(1B) (b) of

Arms  A.ct and  sehtenced  to  undergo three years  rigours  imprisonment

and   to   pay   fine   of   Rs.5000/-,   in   default,   to   undergo   suffer   simple

i.mprisonment  for. one  month  for  the  offence  under  section   148  lPC;I-
urther  sentenced  to  undergo  ILIFEl  imprisonment  and  to  pay  fine  of

Rs.10,00O/-, in default, to undergo simple imprisonment for three months

for the offence under Sectiom 302 read with  120-B IPC; further sentenced`

to undergo 'LIFE' imprisonment alld tO Pay fine Of Rs.10,000/-,  in default,-

to undergo simple  imprisonment for three months for the offence unde+
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further sentenced  to  undergo three

years  rigorous imprisonment and,to`.pay fine  of Rs.5000/-,  in' default, 'to-`
.     I     I

undergo   simple   imprisonme.nt,`',foF`-`` 6ne   month   for  the   offence   iJnder`
-_     -9I.a

Section 25(1 B) (b) of Arms Actd
I->                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       ;  rf;I.; I.,.,I,_:-i     -I.

4.         Learnec!  counsel  for tn,ef`.p`?`€.it.ipner would  submit that as  per  Rule

256 of Andhra  Pradesh  Prison...R.u!es, the Jail Authorities shall  not insist

that the petitioner cut hair.

5.        ln this connection,  it is relevant to mention'Ru[e 256 of the Andhra
.I.i   .

Pradesh Prison Rules, which reads as follows:-

ff256.    (1)     Every    m;Ie:.'`-btisoner    sentenced    to    rigorous

imprisonment for a  [ong6T+I+'t6'r-in than one month sha[[, on final

confirmation   of  the   seh`t-e~`ri`'ce,   or   expiry   of  the   period   of

appe`al without an appe_I-?i:tri'aving  been  preferred (provided the

unexpirad   term   of  sueh`,:':prisoner's   sentence   at   that   time

exceeds one month), h,agivLa'`:.t`be hair 6f his head cut or trimmed

only  to   such   an   extent,land   at   such   times,   as   may   be

necessary for the  purp'6§e'S+of hea[1:h  and  cleanliness  unless

he desires that it shou[dibe''tut shorter.

(2)  Hindus  sha[[  be  a[[ovied to  retain  the tuft or top  knot,  the

size of which  shall  be  15 6ini ''[ong  and  7.5 cm.  in  diameter as

nearly  as  possible.  The::b-'6``a'+d  and  moustaches  of  all  such

prisoners shall  be either'`Srilady6d or€[ipped  c[ose[y, the beard

of  Muslims  being  left £l3:5'l,`ja'in-.  in  length.  The  Sikhs  shall  not

have  their  hair  cut  or'Fe`m6ved  I-n  anyway  except  On  Purely

medical grounds on  the;lwifi'iten  orders of the  IVledica] Officer.

Any  prisoner  abusing  thi`s`:`'concession  or whose conduct  is
'`l

unsatisfactory shall  be-ti'-6{pJL-rived  of the  same  for such period

as 1:he Superintendent a-6'-'gri's fit["
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6.        Learned  counsel  for the  petitioner also  relied  upon  the Judgment

of the  simgle Judge  of the  Madras  High  Court  in  w.p.No.(MD)  No.21259

of 2024, dated 12-09-2024.

sri  Marri  Venkata  Ramana,  learned  AddI-tiOnaI  Public  Prosecutor,

fairly conceded the above legal position.

7.         A  pla]-n  reading  of  Rule  256  (1)  and  (2),  makes  I-i  Clear,  PendI-ng

9PPeaI, the Jail Authorities shall  not insist that the convict shall cut the
hair.  However,  the  petitioner  sha"  retain  tuft  or  top  knot  hair,  and  the

petitioner   should   also   ensure   hygienic   conditI-OnS   WI-thOut   Causing

inconvenience to the inmates.

8.        ln   that   view   of   the   matter   and   gI-Ven   the   above   facts   and

circumstances, I.A.No.1  of 2025 is allowed."

SD/-K. SRINIVASA RAJU
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ASSIST,AgelSTRAR

For ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

1.   The Principal  DistrI|Ct and Sessions Judge, Ananthapuram,

2.   The Superintendent, central prison, Kadapa.

3.   One CC to  Smt. C. VASUNDHARA REDDY Advocate [opuc]

4.   Two CCs to Public Prosecutor (AP)   High  Court ofA.P., Amaravati
[OUT].

5.  One spare copy
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DATED:06/08/2025

ORDER

IA.NO.1  OF 2025

j'N

CRLA.No.691  of 2024

IA.NO.1  OF 2025 IS ALLOWED
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