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Contracts are agreements that are related to the enforcement of the law created by following the oral or handwritten agreement. The three parts can be demonstrated in the following way: social, commercial, and public bodies with the related case studies associated with it for a better understanding of the legal relations. The main goal of this assessment is to find the importance of court intention in the creation of legal relations and the relevant presumptions and the rebutted period it takes into consideration.

A court is the place where legal cases have happened and also in other words or creates a legal relationship to the creation of the intention. The intention of the court is to create legal relationships that were absent from the contract and are mere promises. Without creating any intention about the legal relationship, the opposite parties cannot incite of contract. The legal relation is an element that would convert any type of argument into a true case. The legal relationship provides the validity of the contract and its existence, and there must be evidence that the parties have aimed to be the subject of the law.

The presumption of law is determined as the primary rule of substantive law in the legal principle, as they are not the evidence and they could be irrefutable. A presumption is a fact of the assumption in which regulations require to be made from another group of facts found or established in the action. The substantive laws cannot be refuted as they need evidence. The rebuttable presumptions are the legal rules implemented by the court when particular evidence is not available. Moreover, the unavailability of evidence can allow the court to not provide judgment for a specific party that has created the lack of evidence until it has been rebutted. An explicit presumption can be rebutted with the help of appropriate evidence, which is able to support a different conclusion. Rebutted is taken place when a person proves a case with strong evidence. It has been identified that the case of Esso Petroleum vs Commissioners of Customs and Excise has evaluated that the coins provided by the company have raised questions regarding their legality.

In the case of the domestic and social agreement, the presumptions are made by the law that the parties involved in the case do not like to reflect or create any legal intention. The first case study that is taken into concern is the case of Balfour V Balfour which occurred in the year 1919. The couple went on a vacation in England and his wife became ill during the visit and needed immediate medical aid related to the incident. As the agreement was made in an ordinary way on the basis of a domestic law contract, there was a lack of intention of legal attention to encounter the legal contract binding so, there was no existence of a contract between Mr. Balfour and Mrs. Balfour. The second case study related to the case of Jones V Padavatton occurred in the year 1969 is an explanation of a law contract or statement based on an English decision. The agreement made by the court was that the parties were not held binding in a legal contract due to the insufficient level of presumption in the case whereas, the daughter claimed that there is an issuance of a binding contract that the daughter could stay in the house. According to the Court of Appeal, a solution has been issued that the daughter could live at the house till her completion of the final bar exam but 5 years have already gone and the contract has elapsed. 
The third case is related to the Merritt V Merritt case that occurred in the year 1970 and related to the creation of contract law. The couple jointly owned a house but later on, the spouse left his wife and started living with another woman. The issue is related to the payment of the mortgage as his wife had fully paid the mortgage then Mr. Merritt refused to give her back the house. The fourth case is the case of Simpkins V Pays in the year 1955 where an agreement was signed between the defendant with her granddaughter and Paying Lodger that the winning price of the newspaper competition held every Sunday will be divided equally but later on the defendant denied to share the prize money of $70 from winning the competition. In the end, the court appealed that the prize is to be shared equally as the contract is made intentionally which creates a contractual basis obligation. According to the various case studies based on the social contract it has been taken into consideration that the first case does not hold any contractual obligations whereas in the Merritt V Merritt case the contract is valid and an appeal has been produced. In the case of Jones V Padavatton, the contract was made intentionally obliged but later on, it got elapsed whereas, in the case of Simpkins V Pays the contractual law has been made to create a legal intention that is valid.

The case between the Esso v Commissioners of Customs and Excise in 1975 evaluated that lack of agreement forced the court to stop the operations of the company. It has been identified from the case that Esso Petroleum Company was delivering world cup coins to the customers after their purchase of 4 gallons of fuel. The case was to identify whether the coins were distributed among the customers to garage the proprietors. Schedule 1 of the Purchase Tax Act 1963 was implemented, as they came within a group of 25. It was determined that the company should pay an amount of £200,000 if the coins are found to be manufactured on the "quantity for general sale". It has also been identified that the company, Esso Petroleum has purchased the coins from 4900 retailers at a rate of £3 per coin. Furthermore, the company was unable to show the tax file, as they avoided it while making the purchase. However, the company has also created posters, which included the message “collect the complete set” or “collect the full set of 30 coins”, which was given to the customers for their purchase of every 4 gallons. 
Another case related to business is determined as the Rose & Frank v Crompton Bros [1925], which evaluates the issues regarding the contract between two companies, which are Rose & Frank Co and Crompton & Bros Ltd. The case has evaluated that the contract between these two companies has developed an improved relationship from the year 1905. Pop That the companies were the manufacturer of carbonizing tissue. Rose and Frank's company was subjected to a notice of 12 months. The relationship between these two companies improved in 1913, after the alteration of the agreement to carry out the supply of carbonizing papers to Rose and Frank by Crompton Bros. The agreement was developed for 3 years and both companies were required to provide and manufacture carbonizing papers till the end of this contract. 
The case of Kleinwort Benson v Malaysia Mining Corp [1989] in the court of appeal WLR 379 has evaluated that the company was facing a lack of resources and size MMC BHD. Moreover, BHD Metals asked the bank for a loan and asked MMC to act as the guarantor, which MMC refused. BHD was a subsidiary of MMC and MMC appealed for the loan from the bank later. It was claimed by the bank that MMC has not paid the loan and took action to recover the loan amount. The comfort letter provided by MMC was not legal, which has increased issues related to this particular case. 
The case of Edwards v Skyways [1964] evaluates the financial difficulties faced by the airline company. The financial difficulties allowed the company to associate its pilots with British Airlines in 1969. The issue was similar regarding the legality and the intention of the agreement. It has been identified in the court that the agreement was developed with a proper business intention, which allowed both airline companies to sign the agreement and carry out future operations. 
It has been identified from the case of ERDC Group Ltd v Brunel University [2006] that the Claimant submitted a contract for the construction of new sports facilitates based on the JCT standard. In addition, appointment letters have been issued to the company. It was informed to the company that the work will be valued based on quantum merit rather than the valuation of principles. It was identified by the court in 2002 that there was a legal intent to develop a contract. 
The complainant in the case of Willmore vs Electricity board is a poultry farmer and the defendant is South Eastern Electricity Board dated 1957.  Willmore stated that there was a requirement for infrared heat for poultry rearing business and the defendant agreed to supply electricity for the same requirement. It was later found that the proper supply of electricity was not mentioned in the contract between the two groups. Willmore thus received no benefits from the outcome of this case; however, a distinction is created on the basis of statutory contractors doing their statutory duties and normal contractors. A general conclusion was drawn from the William vs Southeastern electricity board case that when a contractual arrangement hurts the interest of the public or frustrates the will of parliament, the court may find a ground to create a legal obligation. The intention of the court was clear in the case of Willmore vs the electricity board as the contractual law was not valid. 
The contracts made in the Willmore case were not legally binding as it was against a public authority and the terms of services were not mentioned clearly. Triefus vs post office case took place on 2nd October 1956 the complainant, in this case, was Triefus and the defendant was the post office. The complainant stated that he had shipped two packages of diamonds from a London-based post office to New Zealand however it was lost due to the defendant's dishonesty policy. An overseas registration certificate was attached to the post office however the judge later stated that the overseas certificate is not insurance. The complainant also raised Lane vs cottonand Withfield vs lord le Despencer because now the postmaster has been empowered by parliament to enter any contact. The post office lawyer stated that according to Post office act of 1908 and the Crown proceeding act of 1947 forbid proceeding against any officer of the crown. The judge referred to the Crown proceeding act and later stated that negligence was not proven by the postal department and the overseas certificate is not a valid insurance certificate for this case.  Arnold L.J. ruling lordship dismissed all complaints of Troefus as the post office guide clearly states that the Post office does not agree to participate in a guarantee or agreement for delivery of packages, express or mail in this case diamonds. Robinson v HM Customs faced the issue based on the complainant's breach of contract allegation for supplying information in return for remuneration. The case was squashed against the custom department by the judge by citing exemption on the basis that exemption from the Taxation gain act of 1972 is not possible in this case. The public bodies have made a great impact on contractual law as understood from all three cases and the comparison of three cases Willmore vs south eastern railway,  Trirfues vs post office, and  Robinson vs HM Customs. The complainant in all three cases were individuals and the defending body is a public institution so the judge ruled in favor of public bodies.

It can be concluded from the above assessment that contract laws are an important aspect in the creation of legal relations and it has three different types of agreements that are made in the context of social, commercial as well as public interest groups. In general, it can be concluded that courts influence all aspects of agreements and contractual laws made with public, domestic, and social bodies.
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