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          Social and domestic agreements and commercial agreements are the different types of agreements that fall under the common understanding of the aim to establish legal relations. Each composition has an associated presumption that can be refuted by contradictory evidence. Although, the term "presumption" is not being used in this specific case in its technical evidential sense because a rational individual would have anticipated that this agreement would have legal repercussions. The case of Blue v. Ashley [2017] raised the issue of the desire to establish legal relations. According to Mr. Blue, Mr. Ashley verbally promised to provide him £15 million if the share price reached the critical £8 mark. The share price did in fact rise to this point. The pay-out was subsequently demanded by Mr. Blue from Mr. Ashley, who was said to be a party to a legally binding contract, according to Mr. Blue. In the High Court, Mr. Justice Leggatt rejected Mr. Blue's lawsuit, stating that a night of drinking in a bar was an odd setting for conducting formal contract discussions.
      	The law relating to the intent to make legal ties in the case of non-commercial agreements is complex due to the difficulty in distinguishing between social and domestic arrangements and the desire to be able to enforce some agreements even if they have a social or domestic nature (Saintier, 2021). A husband and wife agreed to go to another country and split the cost of their individual monthly living expenses by £30 in the case of Balfour v. Balfour [1919]. The promise was not, according to the Court of Appeal, legally binding because there had been no purpose to establishing a formal relationship. Thus, according to Merritt v. Merritt (1970), if the maintenance agreement had been made after the marriage had ended rather than before when the relationship between the parties was amicable, it would have been enforceable even if it had been engaged between husband and wife. According to Lord Denning MR, when parties are not getting along but are instead split or about to separate, they are keen negotiators and want everything to be clear-cut (Saintier, 2021).
      	Social and domestic agreements carry the biggest presumption against the purpose to establish legal ties, but courts have occasionally been ready to uphold them based on elements including the terms' clarity, seriousness, and reliance. In Jones v. Padavatton [1969], the plaintiff attempted to sway her daughter to pursue a different line of work by offering to cover her daughter's tuition and give her a living allowance while she pursued studies to become a lawyer. The mother and daughter eventually left after numerous failed examination efforts, and the mother then attempted to evict the daughter from the home. Due to the lack of an enforceable contract between the daughter and her mother, the Court of Apres Danckwerts majority and Fenton Atkinson LJ concluded that the daughter had no right to remain in the home. Salmon L concurred with the overall judgment, although for various reasons. He stressed the daughter's dependence on the promise by giving up her stable and profitable employment in support of his claim that the arrangement was intended to have legal force and that this time period had passed in order to ensure the mother was entitled to possession of the home (Saintier, 2021).
      	Similar issues may arise in agreements other than those between parents and children and husbands and wives, in regular social arrangements. Similar to the last example, the presumption is against a finding of an intention to establish a legal relationship, albeit this can also be refuted by opposite evidence (Richards, 2009). The idea of mutuality, as in Simpkins v. Pays [1955], is a significant factor that may play a significant role in this situation. The claimant, a paying lodger, resided with the defendant and her granddaughter in the defendant's home, which she owned (Richards, 2009). The three routinely participated in and contributed to a competition in a Sunday newspaper. The entry was chosen after a week, but the defendant refused to provide the winner with his portion of the reward. Seller J ruled that the claimant was entitled to his share, asserting that there was sufficient mutual consent to create a legally enforceable agreement to split any prize that could be won. Seller J decided that the claimant was entitled to his portion. An agreement to split awards or competition winnings among family members, acquaintances, or co-workers would not be sufficient to disprove the inference that there was no intent to be legally bound (Richards, 2009).
      	In conclusion, although there is a strong policy against courts interfering in social and personal matters, and it is improbable that even an express statement to the contrary would be conclusive of an intention to create a legal partnership, the courts still occasionally override the assumption (Saintier, 2021). Although the conditions can be a little elusive, factors like harmful dependency, certainty, and the gravity of the agreement and its terms can offer some insight (Saintier, 2021).
 
         Moving on to the next context, the agreements are made within a commercial or business context. Contracts' primary economic function is to promote exchange, and it is daunting to challenge the assumption that such contracts contain intentionality. Advertising can be viewed as a sales gimmick or a promissory statement, yet if there is proof of a desire to be legally bound, it may be possible to prove that an advertisement constitutes a promise. When Esso offered complimentary World Cup coins in exchange for four liters of gasoline in the case of Esso v. Commissioners of Customs and Excise (1975), the Commissioners of Customs and Excise asserted that the coins were liable to purchase tax (Elliott and Quinn, 2011). It was questioned whether the distribution of the coins met the legal definition of "goods for general sale" and was therefore offered for sale in accordance with Esso's commitment to providing the coins to consumers. The judge ruled that Esso sought to establish a legal obligation to provide the coins. Yet, Lord Russell and Viscount Dilhorne thought the coins were a gift (Saintier, 2021). The goal of such an arrangement was not to establish legal links, and the coins had minimal inherent values. Lords Simon and Wilberforce came to the contrary conclusion since the agreement was established in the context of commercial connections (Saintier, 2021). According to Lord Simon, whether or not the parties actually bring a lawsuit to enforce the agreement cannot be a deciding factor. Atiyah (1976) made a compelling argument that a lack of interest in litigating and the importance of the transaction are not signs of a desire to create legal links (Saintier, 2021).
     	The case of Edwards v. Skyways [1969] is comparable to the ones above. The airline business and the British Airline Pilots Association negotiated an agreement for the airline company to give each pilot a "ex gratia payment" equal to the firm's pension fund contribution, but the claimant elected to quit the company and pursue the payment of his compensation (Richards, 2009). It was raised whether or not the agreement between the airplane company and the association to pay employee contributions was meant to create legal relationships and obligations. The Queen's Bench Division claimed that the employer failed to show that the agreement was not intended to create a legal relationship. The burden of proving that they specifically intended to forego forgoing the creation of a legal obligation in favour of a merely moral agreement rests with the party refuting this presumption (Richards, 2009).
 
      	A "honour clause," which disclaims the jurisdiction of the courts and declares that the agreement is enforceable only on the basis of honour, can also be used to counteract the assumption that a legal relationship was intended. Crompton and Brothers Ltd. v. The Rose and Frank Co (Saintier, 2021). An exclusive agency agreement between the American and English companies was made in 1913, but it was not enforceable and did not impose any duties. The issues that arose were whether the 1913 sole agency agreement was an enforceable contract and whether the orders were valid sales contracts. The Court of Appeal determined that the contract was invalid, and as a result, no legal action could be based on it. A majority of judges also ruled that acceptance of orders and their issuance did not create enforceable contracts for their fulfilment  (Elliott and Quinn, 2011).
 
       	In other cases, the court had to do a more thorough investigation of the case before deciding what might be held. The 1989 case of Kleinwort Benson Ltd. v. Malaysia Mining Company Berhad is a fascinating example. To finance its London-based subsidiary trade company, Malaysia obtained a cash loan from merchant bankers. The bank then increased the facility to £10 million (Poole, 2014). The Malaysian business asserted that the letters were not meant to impose any legal responsibilities (Poole, 2014). It was questioned whether the assertions made in the letters were intended to create a legally binding agreement for upcoming payments. The Court ruled that it must assess whether the parties meant and understood the statement to be a binding legal promise regarding future behaviour to establish legal relations with the payment in the absence of an expressly expressed intention to do so (Saintier, 2021). The information in this comfort letter was essentially a policy statement, not a promise. This was obviously a commercial transaction. As a result, the presumption of an intention can be disproved in circumstances involving comfort letters when the wording does not amount to a promise. This could lead to minor variations in the comfort letter's wording (Saintier, 2021).
 
       	In the ERDC Group Ltd v. Brunel University [2006] case, the claimant also advanced with the design of the works in accordance with a letter of appointment and submitted a bid for the construction of new sports facilities at its Uxbridge campus using the JCT Standard Form of Contract with Contractors Design (Poole, 2016). As the job was nearly finished, the claimant refused to sign and stated that they would only continue working in accordance with the JCT Valuation Regulations on a quantum meruit basis. The Court ruled that there was a clear desire to establish legal ties and that work completed before the previous contract expired should be evaluated and valued as though it had been done so. Quantum meruit was the foundation for payment after September 1, 2002, however, the claimant argued that this would be done on a cost-plus basis (Poole, 2016).
 
       	Lastly, it could be difficult to distinguish between social, domestic and economic contracts. The Court of Appeal avoided making this choice in Edmonds v. Lawson [2000] and instead focused on the unique circumstances surrounding the presentation of a pupillage offer in chambers (Saintier, 2021). The claimant became a worker under the Act after the judge determined that the offer of pupillage was a contract of apprenticeship and that the presumption of purpose to form a legal relationship applied (Saintier, 2021). Chambers argued that the pupillage offer was not a valid contract that could be enforced. Even if there had been a binding contract since there was the necessary intent to enter into legal relations and the agreement was backed by consideration, this was not an apprenticeship contract, hence the claimant did not meet the requirements to be considered a "worker" under the 1998 Act (Saintier, 2021).
 
      	Last but not least, courts may find that there was no reason to establish legal connections when agreements are made within public agencies or those that undermine the public interest. Even if a contract seems to be enforceable, a court may decide that no contractual connection exists. This may occur in a variety of ways, including by causing unjustified public expenses, undermining the intent of Parliament, and impairing public sector operations. In the case of Triefus v. Post Office (1957), the plaintiff demanded compensation after the defendant misplaced two mail packets. The attorney representing the Plaintiff agreed that the Defendant couldn't win the case and allowed it to be decided against him and dismissed as a result. The Robinson v. HM Customs & Excise [2000] case involved R, who owned a business that repaired cars, and B, one of his clients, who offered smuggling in exchange for sizable payments. R consented to permit B to keep a vehicle on his property, as well as to permit the cops to take documents out of the van and install a tracking device. B was stopped at Dover at the end of May, and three-quarters of a tonne of cannabis was taken into custody along with the driver.
      	To sum up, the desire to create legal relations is a fundamental component of any contract. A contract is not enforceable if the parties did not intend for their relationship to be one of law.
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