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At this stage the learned co8unsel for the plaintiff
submits that the will can be marked subject to the
objection. Other side heard on this point. After taking
the submissions made by both the counsel on record at
this stage it is pertinent to mention hear that mere
marking of will does not dispense with its proof.
Further the propounder of the will has to examine one
attesting witness in light of section 68 of evidence act.
So therefore the will is marked and it will be

admissible only subject to proof of examining one




attesting witness. So therefore with this observation the

will is marked Ex. D 4.
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