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 IN  THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 
               A.B.A. No. 5521 of 2025         

Sheru Bhuiyan @ Sheru Bhuiya aged about 40 years, 

son of Bigal Bhuiyan, resident of village- Karamtand, 

P.O. & P.S.-Telaiya, District- Koderma. 

       .....  … Petitioner 
        Versus 
The State of Jharkhand. 
       .....  … Opposite Party 
    --------  
CORAM    : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE  SANJAY KUMAR DWIVEDI 
    ------ 
For the Petitioner  : Mr. Randhir Kumar, Advocate.   
For the State  : Mr. Shree Prakash Jha, A.P.P.    

------    

             05/   18.09.2025 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned A.P.P. 

for the State.  

 2.   The petitioner is apprehending his arrest in connection with 

Telaiya P.S. Case No. 82 of 2024, registered for the offences under 

Sections 270, 272, 273, 290 and 34 of Indian Penal Code and Section 

47(a)(f) of Jharkhand Excise Act, pending in the Court of learned 

Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Koderma.  

 3.   Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that 

the petitioner has been falsely implicated in this case and allegations 

are made that 1000 liters of country made liquor was recovered from 

the house of the petitioner, which is not correct and in the seizure list 

only 540 liters of liquor was found mentioned. He submits that there is 

no independent witness to the seizure list. 

 4.  Learned A.P.P. appearing for the State has opposed the 

prayer and submits that from the house of the petitioner, 540 liters 

country made liquor has been recovered, which is evident from the 

seizure list itself.  

 5.  Considering that there is direct allegation of recovery of 

540 liters of country made liquor from the house of the petitioner and 
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that is also apparent from the seizure list, I am not inclined to provide 

the privilege of anticipatory bail to the petitioner. As such, his prayer 

for anticipatory bail is rejected.  

  

           (Sanjay Kumar Dwivedi, J.) 
                 Dated:-18.09.2025 
       Amitesh/- 

   


