Question A
The rule of privity of contract and its meaning is that no one other than the parties involved in a contract can bring a court action to enforce the contract. Only the parties to the contract are bound. Case law which would enforce this rule would be Tweedle v Atkinson (1861). The contract (rights of third parties) acts 1999 were brought in by royal assent on 11th November 1999, it will enable third parties to enforce contractual terms in certain situations. It was applied to contracts made on or after 11th May 2000. Under the act, people who were not parties to the contract could now sue in two situations, first one being the contract has to expressly provide that they may do so or, secondly the contract purports to confer a benefit upon them, unless the parties did not intend it to enforceable (Elliott and Quinn,2017). One clear problem with the doctrine of the privity of law occurs when a person from a contract party buys something on behalf of others, example would be a father paying for a holiday for him and his family. The problem was address in the Jackson v Horizon holidays ltd (1975) case. The claimant had paid for a holiday for himself and his family which turned out a disaster and the holiday company were in fact in breach of contract. Mr Jackson had no problems in regards to his defects to his own holiday as he was party to the contract, however his family clearly had a bad experience too and so the question was could he claim their losses too? .The rules of privity at the time would suggest not but the court decided that he could, it was said that the case should be based on the fact that the loss of enjoyment by his family was a loss to Mr. Jackson and it was a loss to him of there enjoyment that should be compensated (Elliott and Quinn 2017). 
Question B 
Consideration is the price for which a promise is bought, it must be something of value and something that the court recognises as amounting to consideration (Poole,2014). The doctrine of consideration is defined in terms of either a detriment of a promise or the benefit to the promiser. In case law Currie v Misa (1875) consideration is defined as valuable consideration in the sense of the law may consist either in some wright interest, profit or benefit belonging to one party or some forbearance, detriment, loss of responsibility given, suffered or undertaken by the other (Richards,2019). There are two main types of valid consideration the first being executed consideration – This is where a party performs their part of a contract at the time of entering. 
The second being executory consideration – This is when the parties exchange promises to do something in the future. Consideration that is completed before a promise is made is known as a past consideration and will not support a valid contract according to the rule in English law, past consideration is no consideration. If a party makes a subsequent promise to some action carried out by the other party then that promise can then only be an expression of gratitude, a gift an nothing more. There for past consideration cannot amount to good consideration as it would not hold up in court. In the case of Roscorla v Thomas (1842) the court made a decision that the claimant could not be sued because the statement regarding the horse was made after the sale was fully completed, Had the defendant made the exact promise before the sale then the defendant would have had a valid claim. The promise was made after the sale, the claimant was not able to provide any consideration hence not be able to make to claim (Liuk,2017).

Question C
In the case law of Cutter v Powell (1795) there are three exceptions to the performance rule that could have been considered had these been in place at the time due to the harness of the case (Richards,2016).
The first being voluntary acceptance of partial performance this would suggest that while a contract may not have originally intended to be severable, one party may later agree to accept and pay for a part performance from the other (Elliott &quinn,2017, p-308). This can be seen active in the case of Sumpter v Hedges (1898). This case was where a builder agreed to build houses and stables on the defendant’s land for a fixed price, this did not happen and he later abandoned the project, only completing part of the work. The defendant completed the work himself using the materials left at the property by the builder himself. The builder attempted to claim quantum meruit for works done and materials, the claim for the work failed and the defendant was not choosing to accept part- performance and finish the job himself, there was no alternative . however it was them upheld that the builder was allowed to claim for his materials left behind(mindy,2017).
Severable contracts are another example of the entire performance rule they are said to be where payments can become available at various stages of a contract throughout a person’s performance. Majority of contracts that show this are employment contracts, where employees will be paid monthly, weekly etc (Elliott & Quinn). The last one to look at could be prevention of performance by other party/ promisee. This is where one party will perform a part of the agreement made and is then prevented from completing the rest by some fault of the other party.  Quantum merit can then be used to claim the cost of works done. Most cases looked at here will show the innocent party can claim for damages for breach of contract, this may be higher in amount, however there are circumstances in which quantum merit is much more useful (Tedeschi,2016). A case law to look at here is planche v Colburn (1831). The claimant of this case was contracted to write a book on costume and ancient armour for a set fee. After he began writing the defendant decided to cease publishing the series of which the book was to form a part. The author was able to claim back some of the funds on quantum merit. Where it is clear not one party can perform without the others cooperation, rejection of such offer to perform will release the party to tendering performance from any further obligations (Tedeschi,2016).

Question D
 Arthur posted his advert of a watch within a ‘antique-tickers’ magazine for the price of £15,000. This was an invitation to treat which is a mere statement of price. Any offer that would be legally binding would need to follow the four main rules of a valid contract. That being offer, acceptance, intent to create legal relations and consideration. If you look at case law of Fisher v Bell (1960) This case is where the literal form of the offer to treat is at the forefront of the court’s decision as they are not offers in the technical sense but invitation to treat, the court applied the rule of statutory interpretation here and so was upheld. Every offer made would need acceptance from the person who has the item for sale before a valid contract could be in place, there would need to be consideration for a contract to be legally enforced this would require the presence of an offer and acceptance and then acceptance of the offer. There are two main types of considerations one being executed consideration where a party performs their part of the contract at the time of entering the contract. Then there is executory consideration this is when the parties exchange promises to do something in the future. Any consideration that is completed before a promise is made in exchange is known as past consideration and will not support a valid contract (Macintyre,2015).
Now to look at each individual offer to determine whether there were any valid contracts. The first person Ben, he wanted to purchase the watch , sent a letter saying he would purchase the watch for the full asking price on 4th may this is the offer. However Arthur does not receive that offer until a few days later. Once it is received there was no indications given that it was accepted and so between Arthur and Ben there is no valid contract until it is accepted by Arthur on receipt of receiving the letter. The postal rule is something to consider although this would only be valid for acceptance letters. In general the postal rule is that it is effective when it is posted (Macintyre,2015).  
On the 5th may Christine emailed Arthur offering £11,000, Arthur emailed back with a counteroffer of £13,000. When you make a counter offer you cannot go back and take it away this is shown in case law of Hyde v Wrench (1840) where the counter offer had revoked the original offer. Christine then made a counteroffer which offered Arthur £11,000 up front and the remaining £2000 at the end of the month on her pay day. This would be an example of executory consideration as she has made a promise to do something in the future. It would need to be established here if this were a counteroffer or a request for more information from Christine.  Arthur did not respond and so the next day on 5th may at 2pm Christine then emailed Arthur once again advising that she could now pay the full asking price of £13,000 in Arthur’s first counteroffer. This could amount to acceptance therefore making this a valid contract.  Arthur did not respond and so there was no acceptance from Arthur, Without an acceptance then there is no valid contract , no intention to make legal relations and no consideration. Based on Christine’s case you can see that there could be arguments for both a valid contract and a not valid contract depending on how Arthur would respond. 
On the 6th May at 11am Dennis emailed Arthur with his interest and his possible intentions of buying the watch. Arthur replied with the price that he was hoping to sell for , £13,000 and that was the price he would sell at, this would amount to an offer. Dennis then responds at 5pm agreeing to pay the asking of £13,000  and so there we have acceptance . But are there legal intentions and plause for consideration. Arthur would need to accept Dennis offer to pay the £13,000. As you may remember there are no contracts unless all parties agree. Also the terms of the offer must be sufficiently clear at this stage as this is merely just an offer and acceptance stage. However it would need to be establish if Dennis were to pay straight away because if he did not pay upfront then its executory consideration and classed as past consideration therefore would not support a valid contract. A contract can end at any point for a number of reasons, such as lapse of time, acceptance, death and rejection. When Arthur receives bens offer on the 7th may for the full asking price of £15,000, he could then reject Dennis offer and accept bens offer of the full advertising price. 
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