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ns1

Valid contract : Valid contract means

contract in which all Essential Elements

are present

void contract : A contract which

is Enforceable by law become void

when it ceases to be Enforceable

①. When bothparty are under mistake

of Fact then such contract is void

② As por See 27
, Aguement in

Restraint of Trade is void which

means Every agement in which

a person is restrained from carrying
out lawful track

, Busin $ profession
is void.

In case of sale of good will , Restruction

are valid onlyIf Reasonable

In given case contract will be void



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

By CA Indresh Gandhi 

③ In case of supervening impossibility
contract will be void.

In given Casa Mr X agement
with Publish Will be void one

X dis .

2

Act Applicable : Sie 7 of ICA 1872

provision

①
. Acceptance is validonly when it

is absolut and un qualific and is

also Express in some usual I Reasonable

mannur unlu proposal presumbes about

any manner

② If proposal presumby manner then

ItMust b A cepted accordingly
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Ans 3
-

As per Indian contract act 1872
,

Acceptance to an offer cannot be implied

by may silence of the office even

If It is Expressed in offer

Offer should not contain a turn

not compliance of which would amount

to acceptance .

The Acaptanc must be made within

time prescribed In offer. If Acceptance
is made after time is prescribed
in offer then it will not amount

to valid acceptance

conclusion :

In this case % B do not reply
toA within a wellIt cannot be

termed as valid acceptance.

If B Replic to A after one

week C tim limit] it will not
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amount to Valid Acaptany as

offer lapses.

AnsA

Act Applicable" Indian contract Act 1872

provision

① . An ITO is different from offer ,
It is an act Precedent to offer

② An acaptanc of Ito doe not

amount to contract rather offer
energy from negotiations.

③. guotations ,
menu card

⑨
Advertisement

ar not offer rather ITO

⑦ Ito monly Invite other party to

make offer
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Analysis :

In given ease Rahul Reachy shop
and sucts washing machine having
Perce of 15000 With 3000 discount

.

Rahul Forms Shopkupe to give
machine at 15000 to which sk

Refuses as discount was alreadyExpired.

In this case we can conclude

that since pr tag is only ITO
and not offer Rahul cannotForce

Su to sur machine at 15000.
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Ans 5
-
-

Act Applicable" see 25 (1) of ICA 1872

Provision :

① A contract without consideration

is void

② However the are certain Exception
to this Rull

-> Agrument between Natural love and

affection :

contract will be valid Even without

consideration provided following conditions

ame satisfied

a) . poutin stand in Mean Relationship

b) contract should beRegister .Under

law

e) contract must be in writing
a) Partly must have made contract

having Natural loveI affection
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conclusion :

In given case contract between

Cali a Ramah is valia and can

be Enforced In court of law as

It Falls under Exception of NO

consideration NO contract

As
-

Act Applicable : sic 25 (3) of ICA 1872

provision

①
. When there is de aguement made

In muting and signed by Debtor or

by agent to pay wholly or in

part a time Barred debt an agement
shar be binding and Enformable even

though there is no consideration
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conclusion :

In given eas her y gave loan to

me a for so1 to which a defouled
and Debt become time Barred

Mr " Now agene to settle amount.

Mr a will be bound if he comply
with above muntional condition.

&7

Act Applicable : Suc 2(d) of ICA 1872.

provision

① . consideration may procce from
promise or any other person who

Is not party to a contract.

② Turne" when at Desire of the promisor
,

promise or any other person doo

something" such act is consideration
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③.

cas law : Chinnaya
VS Rammaya

Fact of case :

D
conclusion :

In given case
,
Reemas contention

is not valid. Sawant can claim

amount from nur
.


