AI Statement
I confirm that I have not used any AI tools in the research and creation of this assignment. I confirm that I have not presented any AI generated materials as my own work. I confirm I have copies of my drafts, notes, and other resources I used, which I may be asked to provide in evidence.






































[bookmark: _Int_QHIEWsHv]After evaluating the scenario, the information states that Martha has contacted two separate building companies regarding to renovation on a hotel that has been gifted to her by her grandmother’s will. Both business owners, Mario and Jonothan has come out to see the hotel and has given Martha a quote price for the renovation. Martha has communicated with both individuals and has accepted one offer and not the other, and this has resulted with issues on both cases. Mario is claiming that Martha is breaching their contract and Jonothan did not receive Martha’s acceptance letter in which he did not turn up to do the services. Martha would like to be advised on this and by doing so, it is important to state relevant legislation and cases to help advise Martha. During all of the renovation situation, Martha has a missing cat and is offering a sum amount of money as a reward and would like to know if she is required to make the reward payment. 
Starting with Mario’s case, Martha has contacted Mario, who is the owner of ‘SOL RED’ a local building company and has asked him to view the hotel and quote how much it would cost him to renovate it which she has set the date of the 27th of January 2026. Mario has come to view the property and have given the offer quoting £17,000 which does not include how much it would cost for the additional materials. Upon this offer, Maria has made the decision not to accept the offer and wanted to continue her search for other companies. The issue is that Mario turned up on the date of the renovation unaware that Martha was waiting for someone else to do the work. Upon arrival, Martha has spoken to Mario, confirming that she did not accept his offer of work and this has resulted in Mario stating that it was not communicated clearly and that Martha is breaching their contract and is threatening legal action of court. 
the meaning of a contract is a legally binding agreement that establishes legal obligations of the parties involved. A contract can be made by a written, agreement, orally or implied by conduct. An example of how a contract can be made anywhere is the case of MacInnes v Gross (2017) where Mr MacInnes brought a claim against Mr Gross over an oral contract that was made, value of €13.5m which was rejected by the High Court due to the lack of intention to create a legal relation and the absence of certainty (RPC, 2017). For a contract to occur, it must have the following three elements of what makes a contract. An offer which is made, an acceptance that is confirmed and communicated clearly that the offer has been accepted, and finally, the consideration in which what has been considered in the offer. This includes an offer of money and services. For a consideration to be confirmed, both parties must have exchanged, the offer of a service for a fee, and has been accepted means a consideration of an exchange has been made, which makes a contract legally binding (Longstaff, 2025). 
Mario has started by making an offer of his services for £17,000 which he has stated that it excludes the cost of materials. Unfortunately for Mario, Martha did clearly confirm in her email to him, that yes, she is considering his offer, but she also states that if she does accept the offer, she will get back to him regarding the quote he has sent her via email. She has also stated that she wanted to continue looking for other companies and offers. In Mario’s claim, he states that she did not communicate this clearly, but in Martha’s email to him, she has confirmed that she wants to continue her search and that if she accepted his offer, she would have let him know. Although Martha is assumed to be over the age of 18 regarding the fact she has been given a hotel that needs to renovate, the rules of contractual capacity will need to be examined if it was to be taken to court. Contractual capacity is a concept in contract law that determines if an individual has a legal ability to enter binding agreements. Most adults over the age of 18 is presumed to have contractual capacity unless they meet the requirements of exemptions like under the age of 18 or vulnerable adults (LegalClarity Team, 2025). The means of a contract is that all three elements must be met, but since Martha has not accepted the offer, there was no legal relation in which means that no contract has been breached as it is required to have both agreement voluntary in a valid contract. As Mario claims there was an unclear communication within a potential agreement, resulting from a similar case of Avraamides v Colwill (2006) where the claimant requested damages from the defendant and the only direct contract, they had was with the main contractors with an unclear oral contract. The claimant was unable to rely on the Contracts (rights of third parties) Act 1999 since the contractor was not considered a party in the agreement (dls, 2022). 
Because Martha has not confirmed and accepted the agreement and contract, but Mario has claimed there was not stated clearly and still turned up to do the work, this can be seen as a frustration. This is a term that relieves parties from performing contractual obligations due to situations that make it impossible to perform or illegal to perform which tends to be no party at fault as communication between both has been seen as unclear (Ellis, 2020). The case of Condor v The Barron Knights LTD (1966) resulted in frustration. As the event occurred was no longer able to be performed as it was a cancelled event and dismissal and this was not at anyone's fault in the incident (HowardConder.com, undated).
[bookmark: _Int_9xzZ64lE][bookmark: _Int_3EoXE6kF]In Martha’s case with Jonothan, she has contacted Jonothan, the owner of the building company, ‘Yellow Building Company’ via post enquiring for a quote regarding her hotel renovation. Martha has received a reply from Jonothan via post expressing that he can come and view the hotel around the 11th of January 2026. When entering a potential contract, express terms and implied terms are crucial matters between parties. An express term is a term of the contract between one party and the other which is clear and agreed upon the both parties. This kind of implication is commonly written, but it can be a verbal agreement (Powell, 2025). Jonothan has shown and expressed his interest via post in giving a quote for the hotel which is a written agreement in regarding to a potential offer. Jonothan has committed his expression and has continued to turn up and taken a look at the hotel and when returned to his office, he has written a letter to Martha on the 12th of January 2026 with an offer quote of £16,000 for the service and including the materials and Martha has received the letter on the 15th of January 2026 which states that Martha has received a written offer from Jonothan. Martha has taken an interest with the offer and has written a letter back to Jonothan accepting his offer which consideration has occurred since an exchange has been made, and a legal relation would be binding as Martha has full intention to make the payment as presumed to the reasoning of accepting the offer. 
The issue in Martha and Jonothan’s case is that Jonothan never received the letter of Martha accepting his quote which Jonothan may assume that Martha is no longer interested, and this resulted in Jonothan not turning up on the date that Martha wanted the work done. But due to this issue, Martha was expecting Jonothan to arrive, but instead Mario did. Looking at the three elements of what makes a contract legally binding is that there is an offer which is Jonothan’s £16,000 quote to renovate Martha’s hotel, an acceptance, in which Martha has sent out a letter of acceptance 3 days after she receives Jonothan's quote and then partial consideration, this in contract law refers to incidents where one party agrees to perform part of the potential agreement contract. In which this is partial consideration due to that one party, Martha agreed and accepted the part of the potential agreement which would be the payment she was willing to pay Jonothan. Unfortunately for Martha, a partial consideration agreement cannot create a legal relation and legally binding agreement since it requires both parties to have an official agreement, and since Jonothan never received the acceptance letter, he has not agreed to do the service (Nailer, Un-dated). In conclusion, no contract could have been entered as one party, Jonothan did not receive the acceptance stage in which he may have assumed that Martha did not accept his offer. We cannot assume any payments were made, in which confirms that there is no legal relation between the two. What could have helped in this case, is Jonothan had could have prevented the issue by reaching out again to get another confirmation from Martha. 
During the time of the incidents with Mario and Jonothan, Martha has realised that her cat, Midnight has not been home for three nights. This has been a concern to Martha, which has resulted in her putting up missing posters stating a cash reward of £200 in exchange of the return of her missing cat. Days later, an individual identified as Mary has found Martha’s missing cat and has returned the cat. On Mary’s way home, she sees the poster’s reward and then returns to Martha’s home demanding for the payment of £200. Martha wants to know if Mary is still entitled to the £200 reward payment. Under section 23 of the Theft Act 1968, it addresses that advertising rewards for a return of stolen or lost goods. It confirms that if a public advertisement offers a reward must be paid and not exceeding that standard can lead up to a fine. Solo (2025) has stated that not paying the reward that was publicly advertised on a missing poster can be considered as a breach of contract. It is a legal obligation to pay the reward advertised and a failure of payment can result in legal action. It is important to be aware of making public advertisements. The case of Partridge v Crittenden (1968) there was an advertisement in a magazine for a sale of birds for a stated price and was prosecuted under The Protection of Birds Act 1954 as Partridge was advertising wild birds which was an offence (Case Judgements, undated). 
[bookmark: _Int_0Q7CFvON][bookmark: _Int_q0DCXnos]To conclude all of the information above, Martha did not have a legally binding contract with Mario and the legal relation intention was not there as Martha did state that if she was going to accept the offer, she will let him know, but she also confirmed she was considering the offer. Consideration does not mean acceptance. Regarding to Martha’s case with Jonothan, although she had intention to form a legal relation to have a contractual agreement, no contract was formed due to the fact that Jonothan did not receive the acceptance letter. This makes a potential formation for a contract void as there has not been a mutual agreement and a contract requires 2 people or more to agree on a contract, offers and acceptances.
In conclusion for the case between Martha and Mary regarding to her missing cat poster with a public advertisement of £200 reward. It is required that making a public promise or public advertisement in exchange for a performance, in which case, finding the missing cat, Martha is required by the Theft Act 1968 section 23, to make that payment to Mary as it was advertised and Mary committed the performance to return Martha’s missing cat as there will be consequences like fines and even conviction. By making a public advertisement, it is making a promise to the public that if they do the performance and service, they will get a reward for it. If Martha proceeds to not make the payment to Mary for the return of her missing cat, it is a breach of contract.
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