AI Statement
I acknowledge the use Chat GPT (https://chatgpt.com/) on 5 March 2026 to do research on my work using the prompt(s): 
1. Please provide information about breach of contract, postal rule, and unilateral contract. 
2. Please provide me with related case law based on the scenario.
[bookmark: _Int_t1DpR3BB]I confirm that I have not presented any AI generated text as my own work. I confirm I have copies of my drafts, notes, and other resources I used before, and after the use of AI tools which I may be asked to provide in evidence.

I acknowledge the use Lexis + (https://www.lexisnexis.co.uk/) on 7 March 2026 to find and generate relevant case law:
1. generate relevant case law.
I confirm that I have not presented any AI generated text as my own work. I confirm I have copies of my drafts, notes, and other resources I used before, and after the use of AI tools which I may be asked to provide in evidence.

I acknowledge the use QuilBot (https://quillbot.com/) on 7 March 2026 to find alternative words and paraphrasing my words:
1. Paraphrase my essay 
I confirm that I have not presented any AI generated text as my own work. I confirm I have copies of my drafts, notes, and other resources I used before, and after the use of AI tools which I may be asked to provide in evidence.

I acknowledge the use ZeroGPT (https://www.zerogpt.com/) on 7 March 2026 check on my AI percentage from the report:
1. Check my percentage of AI GPT .
I confirm that I have not presented any AI generated text as my own work. I confirm I have copies of my drafts, notes, and other resources I used before, and after the use of AI tools which I may be asked to provide in evidence.


This essay will examine and decide on each issue whether a legally binding contract was formed and whether any party may have a successful legal claim by applying relevant legal principles and case law such as Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co [1893] 1 QB 256 on unilateral offers, Hyde v Wrench (1840) 3 Beav 334 on counter‑offers, and Adams v Lindsell (1818) 1 B & Ald 681 on the postal rule. This scenario involves specific legal questions in different types of situations like whether a quotation email can be treated as an offer, how the postal rule works in this case, also how the unilateral contracts can be applied in the reward situations.	Comment by Zita Draper: Move this to your introduction and include your thesis. A thesis is the conclusion within the introduction
This scenario has three central issues in contract law whether legally binding contracts are created under English contract law. The first issue is whether a contract was created between Martha and Mario for her hotel renovation when Mario emailed a quotation and Martha response. However, Mario thought a contract existed and said that Martha had a breach of contract. The second issue is whether a contract was formed between Martha and Jonothan about quotation of £16,000 by letter from Jonathan for Martha’s hotel renovation, but the acceptance letter from Martha was not received to Jonathan. Lastly, the third issue from the scenario is about Marry and Martha, whether Mary is legally entitled to claim £200 for returning Martha’s missing cat.
[bookmark: _Int_vVY4LAjd][bookmark: _Int_6XPhkU13]The definition of an offer is a promise made by one party to another party in the contract on specific terms. An offer must be clear, specific, capable of acceptance and made with the intention of being bound by the acceptance (Burrows, 2011). Acceptance is the essential elements of a legally binding contract, it is the specific moment for the binding contract is created between parties. A valid acceptance must be aligned with the terms specified in the offer (McKendrick, 2025). Consideration is a fundamental element for an enforceable contract. It arises when one party is giving promises to another party, this means that there was an exchange of value between both parties (Chitty on Contracts, 2021). The last essential element is intention to create legal relations, it is the intention to form agreement to be legally binding and enforceable by the law (Poole, 2020).	Comment by Zita Draper: Ensure you are writing formally









There are four elements to create valid contracts and legally enforceable, such as an offer, acceptance, consideration, and intention to create legal relations (McKendrick, 2020). The first issue in the scenario is whether a contract was formed between Martha and Mario. First, offer is a formal proposal made by the offeror to the offeree (Beatson, Burrows and Cartwright, 2016). In the scenario, Mario, the owner of ‘’SOL RED’’ emailed Martha quoting £17,000 for her hotel renovation, this is not likely to be an offer but more to invitation to treat based on the case law Harvey v Facey (1893) AC 552, a statement of price is usually an invitation treat and it is not a legally binding offer. Second, acceptance is the final absolute agreement to the terms of the offer. In the scenario, Martha replied to Mario by email that she was considering the quote and would get back to him while looking into other quotes. It is clearly there's no acceptance from Martha, based on the case law Hyde v Wrench (1840) 3 Beav 334, acceptance must be clear, and the offeree must exactly agree to the offer. Third, consideration is value exchanged between parties. Theres no consideration in this case because there's no agreement, there's no promise was exchanged, and there's no contract was formed based on the case law Currie v Misa (1875) LR 10 Ex 153, the court defined that both parties must exchange something of value (Collins, 2018). The last element for the contract to be legally enforceable is intention to create legal relations, intention to create agreement to be legally binding. In this case, there is a likely intention to create a legal relation because Martha and Mario were having business discussion about the hotel renovation and they assumed that they intended a contract, but to create a valid contract it is still need an offer, acceptance and consideration, while in this case there was no clear offer and no acceptance as well consideration. Based on the case law Edwards v Skyways Ltd (1964) 1 WLR 349, the court said that in business agreements, it is generally assumed that both parties intend to create legal relations unless there is clear evidence otherwise. Based on the scenario, On the day that work is due to start Mario turns up to start the work. Martha expresses to Mario that she had not accepted his quote as she had not informed him of this. Mario expressed that this was not stated clearly and said Martha have breached the contract.Therefore, despite Mario thought a contract existed, in the eyes of the law, no contract was created and he has no right to claim a breach. Overall, a legally binding contract was not formed between Martha and Mario because there no valid offer, no acceptance, and no consideration even though there's a likely intention to create legal relations because it is a business discussion, but that is not enough to create legally binding contract. Therefore, even though Mario believed contract existed, no contract was created that recognized by the law and he would not have a claim for breach.	Comment by Zita Draper: Citation needed	Comment by Zita Draper: Citation needed	Comment by Zita Draper: Proof read your work	Comment by Zita Draper: Citation needed 
The second issue in the scenario is whether a contract was formed between Martha and Jonothan. Martha also contacts Jonothan who is the owner of Yellow Building Company via post, to ask for a quote for the work that needs to be done in the hotel. Jonothan writes and sends a letter to Martha for the quoting £16,000 for all labour and materials. In this case, there is a likely valid offer because Jonothan’s letter contains all necessary terms about quoting for the hotel renovations including the labour and the materials that can be states an offer because it is a clear written statement with definite terms (Cheshire, Fifoot and Furmston, 2017). Next is acceptance, there is acceptance in this case because she sends a letter back to Jonothan on the 16th of January 2026, accepting the quoting and asking him to start on the work on the 27th of January 2026. However, Jonothan never receives the letter and therefore does not show up on the 27th of January 2026. Based on case law Adams v Lindsell (1818) 1 B & Ald 681, establishing the postal rule which is when acceptance of an offer sent by post become effectives. The decision clarified that the acceptance is complete once the letter of acceptance is posted, not when it is received by the offeror. It is clarified that Martha’s acceptance letter is valid when she posted it even though Jonothan not received the letter. Under the postal rule, the contract becomes effective at the moment the acceptance is posted. There is a consideration between Martha and Jonothan when Martha promises to pay £16,000 for all labour and materials and Jonothan promises to renovate her hotel, it means there is something of value exchange between parties. Both parties having a will to make a legally binding agreement in the business deal between Martha and Jonothan to do renovation her hotel followed by a clear offer when Jonothan written quote in email also a clear acceptance from Martha by posted acceptance and consideration between parties where Martha promises to pay promises to pay £16,000 for all labour and materials and Jonothan promises to renovate her hotel. Overall, a legally binding contract was formed between Martha and Jonothan, because all four elements of contract are present including offer, acceptance, consideration, and intention to create relations.	Comment by Zita Draper: Citation needed - where has this information come from?

Lastly, the third issue in the scenario is whether Mary is legally entitled to claim £200 for returning Martha’s missing cat. Martha realises that her cat Midnight had not been home for 3 nights, she decides to put up missing posters which expressed that there would be a £200 reward for the return of Midnight. Based on the scenario, it is clearly that Martha’s poster is a unilateral offer which means a proposal that made to public that can be accepted through performance rather than a return promise (Poole, 2015). In the case law Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co (1893) 1 QB 256, a public reward can be a valid offer and accepted by performing the required act, it means that Martha’s £200 reward is a valid offer only if the person performing the action knows about it. Acceptance in unilateral contract happens when the person performing the requested act with knowledge of the offer (Elliott and Quinn, 2020). Based on the case law Williams v Carwardine (1833) 4 Bing 450, established an important principle in unilateral contract, it clarified that a person must know about the reward when performing the action to accept the offer. Since Mary returned the cat before seeing the poster, she did not accept the offer when performing act. However, in the unilateral contract consideration exists if the act is performed in response to the offer (O’Sullivan and Hilliard, 2020). It means that there's no consideration in this case since Mary did not know about the reward after performing the act which is returning Martha’s cat. Intention to create legal relations in this case is when Martha intended to make a legally binding promise to anyone who found and returned her cat and aware of the offer but since Mary was unaware at that time, there's no contract was formed. In conclusion Mary is not entitled the £200 reward from the Martha’s poster because she returned the cat before knowing about the reward also there’s no legally binding contract between Martha and Mary since there’s no acceptance when Mary did not know about the unilateral offer which is Martha’s poster, there's no valid consideration when the act was not performed in response to the offer but there is intention from Martha to intended a legally binding reward but only for someone who aware the offer.	Comment by Zita Draper: Citation needed 	Comment by Zita Draper: Citation needed	Comment by Zita Draper: Please see above comment






































This essay looks at the three problems that are raised in the situation as they relate to the four contract law elements. A legally binding contract will involve the four contract law elements of offer, acceptance, consideration and intention to create legal relations. These must be present in a contract for it to be both legally valid and legally enforceable (Andrews, 2021)

In the first scenario, no legally binding contract was formed between Martha and Mario. Mario’s email was only quotation, which in law, is normally treated as an invitation to treat rather than an offer (McKendrick and Bagshaw, 2022). Martha’s reply showed that she was still considering the quote, so there was no clear acceptance from Martha. Without a valid offer, acceptance, and consideration, which is the exchange value between one party to another party (McKendrick and Bagshaw, 2022). Although business agreements are usually presumed to carry an intention to create legal relations, in this scenario no intention was established. Therefore, there was no contract, and Mario would not have a cause of action for br each of contract.

The second problem is the argument that a legally binding contract was made between Martha and Jonothan. Jonothan sent an email quotation with a clear and specific price for Martha as an offer (Furmston, 2019). Then Martha posted a letter accepting the offer as acceptance which became effective under the postal rule even though Jonothan had not received it (Poole, 2019). Consideration has existed as Martha promises to pay £16,000 and Jonothan does the renovation work for her hotel. Furthermore, both parties had a clear intention to create a legal relation in this business agreement. A valid contract was formed between Martha and Jonothan because all four essential elements appeared in this scenario.

The final issue is Mary not legally entitled to claim £200 for returning Martha’s missing cat. Martha made a unilateral offer, but acceptance requires the offeree to know about the offer and perform the act in response to the offer (Cheshire, Fifoot and Furmston, 2017). Since Mary returned the cat before knowing the reward, there was no valid acceptance and consideration. Although Mary intended to create a legally binding reward, she is not entitled to payment because she is unaware of the offer. 












References 
1. Burrows, A. (2011) A Restatement of the English Law of Contract. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
2. McKendrick, E. (2025) Contract law. 16th edn. Oxford: Hart Publishing.
3. Chitty on Contracts (2021) Chitty on Contracts. 36th edn. London: Sweet & Maxwell.
4. Poole, J. (2020) Poole’s textbook on contract law. 15th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
5. McKendrick, E. (2020) Contract Law: Text, Cases, and Materials. 8th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
6. Beatson, J., Burrows, A. and Cartwright, J. (2016) Anson’s law of contract. 30th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
7. Harvey v Facey [1893] AC 552.
8. Hyde v Wrench (1840) 3 Beav 334.
9. Currie v Misa (1875) LR 10 Ex 153.
10. Collins, H. (2018) Contract law: cases and materials. 8th edn. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
11. Edwards v Skyways Ltd (1964) 1 WLR 349.
12. Cheshire, F., Fifoot, C. and Furmston, M. (2017) Cheshire, Fifoot and Furmston’s law of contract. 17th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
13. Adams v Lindsell (1818) 1 B & Ald 681
14. Poole, J. (2015) Treitel on the law of contract. 14th edn. London: Sweet & Maxwell.
15. Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co (1893) 1 QB 256
16. Elliott, C. and Quinn, F. (2020) Contract law. 11th edn. London: Pearson.
17. Williams v Carwardine (1833) 4 Bing 450
18. O’Sullivan, J. and Hilliard, J. (2020) The law of contract. 8th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
19. Andrews, N. (2021) Contract law in practice. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
20. McKendrick, E. and Bagshaw, R. (2022) Contract law: text and materials. 10th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
21. Furmston, M. (2019) Contract Formation: Law and Practice. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
22. Poole, J. (2019) Treitel: The law of contract (Student Edition). London: Sweet & Maxwell.
23. Cheshire, F., Fifoot, C. and Furmston, M. (2017) Cheshire, Fifoot and Furmston’s law of contract. 17th edn. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
