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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1928 OF 2025

Surekha Suresh Kolekar …..Petitioner
Versus

The State of Maharashtra
and others .….Respondents

-----
Mr. Gajanan M. Savagave, Advocate a/w. Abhiman D. Patil for
the Petitioner.

Ms. M.M. Deshmukh, APP for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3-State.

Ms. Tanvi G. Tapkir, Advocate for the Respondent Nos.4 & 5.

Mr. Anand Patil, Advocate for the victim girl.

PSI S.R. Jadhav, Sangola Police Station is present.

-----

CORAM :  SARANG V. KOTWAL  &
  S.M. MODAK, JJ.

DATE     :  02nd MAY, 2025
P.C. :

1. Vide order dated 21.4.2025, we had issued notice

to the Respondents.  Pursuant to the notice, the Respondent

Nos.4  &  5  have  received  service  of  notice  and  they  are

represented by learned Advocate Ms. Tanvi Tapkir.
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2. The Petitioner’s daughter is also present before us.

She,  as  of  today,   is  around twenty  years  of  age.   The  FIR

mentions her date of birth as 13.11.2005. According to learned

counsel Shri Patil, who represents the Petitioner’s daughter, her

date of birth according to the Aadhar Card is 13.11.2004. In

any case the Petitioner’s daughter is an adult as of today. She

stated before the Court that she does not want to go back with

the  Petitioner  who is  her  mother  and with  her  father.   The

Petitioner and her husband are also present in the Chambers

before us.

3. The Petitioner’s daughter, who is an adult, does not

want to go back with her parents, but, would rather stay with

the  Respondent  No.5’s  daughter-in-law  Laxmibai.   We  have

noted the Petitioner’s daughter’s wish in this order.

4. Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  Petitioner’s

daughter, learned counsel for Respondent Nos.4 & 5 and also

learned counsel for the Petitioner jointly make a statement that

the learned counsel will sit together and try to find a amicable

solution to the dispute between the two families.  
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5. Considering  this  statement,  today  we  are  not

disposing  of  this  Writ  Petition.  We  are   only  noting  the

Petitioner’s daughter’s wish in this order. The matter be listed

for further consideration on 1.7.2025.  Till then, as submitted

by learned counsel for the contesting parties, they may explore

a possibility for finding an amicable solution. 

6. Stand over to 1.7.2025. 

( S.M. MODAK, J.)                          (SARANG V. KOTWAL, J.)

Deshmane (PS)
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