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A eemé CASES DEEMED AS QUASI CONTRACT
If someone incapable of contracting
(like 2 minor or lunatic) is provided A supplies necessaries to B, a

with necessaries suited to their life, | lunatic or minot. A is entitled to

—_—

A person who is interested in paying Bound by law L?,ﬁq\
Payment by an off a debt that another person is To protect the other
interested person legally bound to pay is entitled to be party

* v reimbursed by that person. Non-gratuitous

ﬁ il Owner
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Obligation of a person
enjoying benefits of a
non-gratuitous act

\va"llcnlawfu]l)r does &+ £0,000 xg = 20,000

something for another without

intending it to be 4 free service, and

the other person benefits, the
beneficiary must pay compensation or

return the thing.

A leaves goods at B’s house by
mistake. B uses the goods as his

own. B must pay A for them.

Judgment

ﬁse Law ) Key Points Facts

K, a government servant,

\L 1. Non-gratuitous act was reinstated after being
Shyam Lal vs. |2. Enjoyment of benefit = | compulsorily retired. He was

State of U.P. 3. Compensation for paid a salary without any

benefit enjoyed wotkwhile the government

appealed.

The appeal favored the
government, and K was
directed to return the
salary received during the

reinstatement pcriod.




A person who'finds someone else's

. H finds a diamond and gives it to
goods and takes them into custody

Responsibility of finder F for safekeeping. When the

must take care of them like a prudent
of goods

owner isn't found, F must return

erson and return them if the owner .
P the diamond to H.

1s found.

Caw 1. Finder of goods H found a diamond in' F's | Fwas required to return
Hollins vs 2.(Responsibility of finder | sshop andigaveit to Ffor |thediamond té H, as

a

’/
Howler
— (|finder when owner is not |¢was found. The true owner | against everyofie except

3: Return of goods to safekeeping until the owner | had the right to retain it

found could not be traced. the true ownet.




Money paid by mistake
or under coercion,
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Any money paid or goods delivered
by mistake or under coercion must be

rcpaid or returned.

T was fined for not having a tram
ticket. He later sued for recovery,
claiming the fine was extorted.

The suit was decided in his favor.

Shivprasad vs.
Sirish
Chandra

Sales Tax
Officer vs.
Kanhaiyalal

1. Money paid by mistake
2. Recoverability of money
paid under mistaken belief
& 20,000
oV- R Qéﬂd,

Payment was made under a

mistaken belief concerning a

{municipal tax.

The payment was

dccmc

—
Payment ()( sales taxj‘nadc

under a mistaken
understanding of the lease

terms.

The Supreme Court

affirmed that the

payment was{gecoverable.

Trikamdas vs.
Bombay
Municipal
Corporation

1. Money paid under

<
[coercion) — o 6!“9'2
2. Interpretation of
coercion (including

extortion)

T was fined for traveling
without a ticket on a tram.
He claimed the fine was
extorted and filed a suit for

réCo vcry.

The suit was decreed in
favor of T, and the court
ruled the fine as

extortion.
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