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MEENU RATHI .....Petitioner
Through: Mr. Shashwat Sarin & Mr. Varun

Chopra, Advs.
versus

FEDBANK FINANCIAL SERVICES LIMITED & ORS.
.....Respondents

Through: Ms. Taniya Bansal, Adv. for R-1.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASMEET SINGH

O R D E R
% 06.02.2026
1. No reply has been filed by respondents.

2. Mr. Sarin, learned counsel for the petitioner, presses for an interim

stay.

3. In the present case between 26.11.2022 and 20.12.2023, the petitioner

and her late husband availed three loans against their sole residential

property aggregating to Rs. 1.20 crore for reconstruction purposes. The

respondent no. 1 informed the petitioner that the loan sanctioned was

contingent upon purchase of insurance policy resulting in payment of

cumulative insurance premium of Rs. 2.62 lakhs. The husband fell ill and

unfortunately passed away on 19.02.2024.

4. As per Mr. Sarin, learned counsel for the petitioner, once the husband

of the petitioner passed away during the insurance policy, the respondent

nos. 2 and 3 were required to process the claim towards clearing of the loan

taken by the petitioner. On 27.09.2024 the respondent No. 3 repudiated the

claim on the account that the husband of the petitioner suffered critical

illness within 90 days of the insurance policy, a fact which was concealed by

This is a digitally signed order.
The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.
The Order is downloaded from the DHC Server on 12/02/2026 at 14:17:19



the respondent No. 1 which continued to deduct EMIs from deceased

borrower’s account.

5. The details of the loan and the insurance policy are as under:-
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6. The respondent No. 2 (Aditya Birla) has till now not processed the

claim of the petitioner.

7. Mr. Daksh Batra, appears for respondent no. 1 along with counsel Ms.

Taniya Bansal and states that till the counter affidavit is filled and brought

on record, the respondent no. 1 bank shall neither insist on the EMI nor

charge late penalty.

8. In the meantime, fresh steps be taken to serve respondents no. 2.

9. The short note handed over in Court today is taken on record.

10. List on 16.02.2026.

JASMEET SINGH, J

FEBRUARY 6, 2026/NG
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