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[bookmark: _Int_iRlw0lhe][bookmark: _Int_QMWBLPSa][bookmark: _Int_U5OKWHZU]In this scenario there would have to be an offer and acceptance for Martha and Mario to make a contract, and offer and acceptance is “one party, the offeror, makes an offer which once accepted by another party, the offeree, creates a binding contract” according to (elawresources, N.D) and in the case of this scenario, Mario inspected the hotel and quoted £17,000 excluding the materials by email and, a quotation is usually an invitation to treat because he gave his offer after the inspection and a invitation to treat is “to give invitation for others to make offers or to enter into negotiations and the respondent’s action constitutes the offer, which the inviter may then choose to accept or reject.” according to (Chen. W, n.d). Also, Martha never accepted the offer since she said “I am considering working with yourselves. If I do accept your quote the start dare would be the 27th of January 2026. However, I am going to look into other quotes and get back to you regarding your quote”, since there is clearly not acceptance through tentative language and expressly states that she will get back to him showing us that she never communicated acceptance, meaning that Mario has no grounds on to claim a breach of contract and that the court are likely to take this approach like in cases  such as Felthouse v Bindley since silence cannot amount to acceptance, they could also use Harvey v Facey. If there had been an acceptance, consideration would exist however because there is no acceptance, consideration is irrelevant since consideration is “what one party is giving or promises in exchange for what the other party is giving or exchanging” according to (LexisNexis. N.d). since Mario is the owner of “SOL RED” a local building company they would be considered as a commercial entity there for they would normally presume intention to create legal relations meaning that “parties' objective intention that their agreement should be legally binding and enforceable through the courts, legally enforceable agreements from social or domestic arrangements that parties do not intend to have legal consequences.” according to (Chen. W, n.d) the court would take this approach like the case of Edwards v Skyways Ltd; however, the intention only matters after agreement is formed, which did not occur, so Marther has nothing to worry about with Mario since there is no legally binding contract exists and that Mario has no valid claim since, there was no acceptance, no contract formed and that Martha clearly reserved her position. The other scenario with Matha and Jonothan is more complex because it turns to the postal rule since they both communicated through the postal system, and the postal rule states “that when an offer is accepted by post, the parties to the agreement are legally bound as soon as the letter accepting the offer is posted, regardless of whether the letter is later received by the offeror or not” according to (net lawman. 2023). There was an offer given by Jonothan’s letter quoted £16,000 for labour and materials, unlike Mario’s situation, since it appears to be a definite offer. The reason that it is an offer because it has fixed price, the full scope of work and was sent after inspection and an offer is according to (Mucklellp. 2023) “is a promise by one party to enter into a contract on certain terms. It must be specific, complete, capable of acceptance and made with the intention of being bound by acceptance. An offer must, therefore, contain the basic terms of the agreement with intention that no further bargaining is to take place.” showing that is what Jonothan has done is that when giving Martha the quote. Martha then posted a letter back to Jonothan’s accepting his offer on the 16th of January however Jonothan never received it but under the postal rule the acceptance is effective when posted, not when received, therefore the contract is formed on the 16th of January and that there was nothing in Jonothan’s letter excludes post since he himself, used post so it is clearly reasonable to use it.  Does considerations exist in this situation, and the answer is yes since Martha promises £16,000 to Jonothan also that Jonothan promises to renovate the hotel and that intention is presumed as this is a commercial transaction since Jonothan is owner of Yellow Building company and that his failure to attend on the 27th of january amounts to a breach of contract, meaning that Martha may be able to claim damages. The courts are likely to take this approach here as seen in cases such as Adams v Lindsell for postal rule and Household Fire Insurance v Grant, Currie v Misa for consideration and again Edwards v Skyways for intention to create legal relations. The issue faced with Mary and the reward for Midnight Martha’s cat; there was an offer given out by Matha that whoever finds her cat midnight will get a reward of £200 and that since it was a poster this created a unilateral offer to the world and unilateral contract is “ not an exchange of promises, but rather one party, known as the offeror, makes a promise in exchange for a specified act by another party. The offerre enters into the contract and accepts the offer, by act” according to (tutro2u. 2021). This also shows that Mary had accepted the offer by performing the act being finding the cat and returning it to Martha. However, the problem is that Mary saw the poster after returning the cat meaning that she cannot accept the offer since she did not know there was one, the claimant must act in reliance on the offer. So in the consideration
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