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In the first round a request has been made on behalf of Sri V.K.S.Bisen, learned
counsel for appellant that the appellant wants to appear in person and, therefore, the

appellant be permitted to argue the appeal.

Since the counsel for respondent was not present, the matter was directed to be

taken 1n the revised list.

In the revised list, Sri Saghar Mehdi, learned counsel for respondent raises
objection with respect to the gentleman, who wants to argue the appeal in the
capacity of appellant as her husband and submitted that as per Section 56 of the
Act, 2016, the husband does not fall in the definition of authorized representative

and, therefore, he cannot be permitted to argue.

Since the appellant is interested in arguing the matter in person, we permit the

appellant to argue the matter in person on 29.04.2024.

List this appeal for hearing on 29.04.2024.
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