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According to the provisions of contract law, the intention to create legal relations is also an important factor to frame a legal contract. The purpose of the contracting parties to establish legal relations has shown their intent to enter into a legally enforceable contract. Here, "intention" refers to the parties' willingness to face the contract's legal repercussions in the event that one of them violates a contractual commitment (www.gov.uk, 2022). There are certain presumptions in the contract law which helps to define whether a particular contract has a legal intention or not and which further leads to deciding the enforceability of the contract. These presumptions are generally based on the types of agreement such as a contract of social or domestic nature, an agreement made with a commercial or business context and an agreement entered with public bodies or agreements that affects the public interest (Liao, 2013). Hence in this context, this essay shall discuss the effect of the element of legal intention concerning the enforceability of the contract and the detail of the type of presumption contracts which helps to decide whether the legal intention element exists or not in a particular contract. 

As an essential element for a contract, there are few concepts has been defined in the contract law regarding the element of intention to create legal relations. Intention to create legal relations denotes how seriously the parties to a contract wants to enter that contractual relationship (claims.co.uk TM, 2022). It implies that when two people decide to enter a contractual relationship, their minds will attempt to learn conditions of the agreement and other elements of the contract law. This is due to their serious intention to become the parties to a legally binding contract. But if there is no consent on the side of the parties to understand the contents of the contract then it is considered that there is no seriousness on the part of the contractual parties and no agreement has entered between the parties and the such transaction becomes not enforceable and void (Fried, 2015). Due the contract's lack of enforceability, the parties to the transaction are also no longer permitted to file lawsuits against one another if the other party breaks the terms of the agreement. Furthermore, their economic situation will be ruined by this lack of enforceability, and the contracting party will find it difficult to inquire about their justice. That occurs because any transaction between the parties about the performance or non-performance of any specific work is simply deemed to be a basic promise and does not become a legal agreement when there is no desire to establish legal relations. And when there is no agreement, then the provisions of the contractual law cannot be used to enforce the transaction entered between the parties (Liao, 2013). The court also must consider this element to create legal relations to decide that whether the court can pass the decree for the enforceability of the contract or not. Because if the parties did not have intention to create legal relations at the time of formation of the contract, then it will only create burden over the judicial work and the case will only be needed to dismiss. The court consider this element of intention to create legal relations based on the presumptions concerning to domestic contract, commercial contract and the contract entered with public bodies (McKendrick, 2014). 
In regards to the existence of legal intention in a contract, certain presumptions are in force in the contract law provisions based on the type of agreement. These certain types of agreements include social and domestic agreements, the agreement formed with commercial business context and the agreement entered with any public body or with an individual who has any public interest. 
As defined in the contract law, firstly, the social or domestic contracts are those that are typically made between family members or friends without the intention of becoming legally enforceable. When a dispute concerning the social or domestic agreement is reached to the court, then the court works on the presumption that this is the social or domestic agreement hence the transaction between the parties is not enforceable and there is no obligation of the parties regarding that contract unless the parties to such transaction prove before the court that from the initial point, they had the intention to frame a legal contract (claims.co.uk TM, 2021).  The point of intention to establish legal connections in the case of a domestic or social contract can be understood with the aid of specific case examples. Firstly, in the case of Balfour v Balfour, the court has decided that there was no intention of the parties to create legal relations because the contract has been framed between husband and wife where generally the element to make the contract enforceable is not present. Hence the court has dismissed the claim filed by wife against her husband to claim monthly expenses (Saprai, 2017). The same thing happened in the case of Jones v Padavatton where the court demonstrated that the agreement has been framed between mother and daughter which is completely domestic and the parties to the contract could never have the intention to enforce the contract with the help of the court. 
Additionally, in the case of Merritt v Merritt the court has decided that the husband and wife who are in the process of separation or have been separated, the contract is no more considered of domestic nature and the intention for legal relation is deemed to be present therefore the contract is legally enforceable. Same point has discussed in the case of Simpkins v Pays. In this case all the parties to the contract have contributed to the newspaper competition but they have not decided how the winning price of the competition will split into them. After winning the price when the defendant denied distributing the winning price to the plaintiff (another contractual party) and the matter reached the court, the court concluded that although there was leniency in the contract but this contract is enforceable because the Parties had sufficient maturity to understand the terms of the contract hence the intention to create legal relations will be considered to be present and the contract will be enforceable. It means that although the parties to the contract are domestic if it is proved by the contractual parties that they had the intention to create legal relation from the initial point or it is reflected from the act of the parties, then the intention to create legal relations is considered to be present (IPSA LOQUITUR, 2021). 

The agreement established in a business or commercial context is the second form of contract for there is a presumption of legal intention to make the contract. Commercial agreements are those which are generally formed by the business parties to carry out or refrain from carrying out a specific act or transaction. These contracts are generally created in writing as well as in verbal form these are also valid but to make surety of the performance of the contract or to avoid unnecessary dispute, written formation is considered better (McKenzie, 2019). Due to the features of these contracts such as these are mostly prepared in written form and concerning to the business organisations, these contracts having of the intention to form legal relations and enforceable (Macaulay, 2018). Presumption of intention to create legal relations in commercial contracts has discussed in the case of Edwards v Skyways Ltd. In this case, the court has decided that where the contract is the consequences of the business affairs of the parties, then it is the legal presumption that contract had the intention to create legal relations (Khan, 2019). Same point has decided in the case of ERDC Group Ltd v Brunel University. In this case the court have decided that the parties entered in the building contracts that is the result of the business affairs of the parties, hence the intention to create legal relations will be deemed to be present in the contract.
However, this presumption is rebuttable if it is written in the contract that the contract is non-enforceable and evidence is provided that the contractual parties had not the intention to create legal relation, then commercial contract will also be considered non -enforceable or without the presence of an intention to create legal relation (www.gov.uk, 2022). The point of intention to create legal relations in the commercial contract has been decided in certain cases. This point has discussed in the case of Esso Petroleum v Commissioners of Customs and Excise, where the court held that despite the intention of the parties to create legal intention, the contract is not enforceable because there was no consideration for the transfer of coins as the coins were transferred under a separate contract formed for the sale of petrol. Same point has discussed in the case of Rose and Frank v Crompton and Kleinwort Benson Ltd v Malaysian Mining Corporation. In the case of Rose v Frank the court has concluded that although the contract entered between the two businesses as an American company and an English Company. There was an exact clause in the contract that the contract is not legally enforceable, hence it will be deemed that there is no intention of the parties to create legal relations. And in Kleinwort Benson Ltd v Malaysian Mining Corporation, the court held that in the contract there was just a statement of fact regarding the bank policy and not a promise meaning that this policy will not remain in future. This way to frame the contract shows the parties had no legal intention to frame a contract (IPSA LOQUITUR, 2022). 
So, in this way it can be stated that even after having the commercial contract, due to the act of the parties and the clear provision that the contract was not created with the intention to create legal relations can also make the contract non-enforceable. 
And at the last third type of contract based on which the assumption of legal intention to enter into the contract is considered is the agreement entered with public bodies or the agreements that affect the public interest. Normal commercial agreements entered with the government are likely to be considered to have legal intentions. In the case of these contracts, generally intended to create legal relations is considered to be present due to the involvement of the government. The readiness of the contractual parties to enter into the contract with the government shows that the parties are serious about the work defined in the contract. Hence intention to create legal relations is contemplated to be present (Fried, 2015). This point has been discussed in certain case law such as first is Robinson v Commissioners of Customs and Excise. In this case, the customs offered information payment, but there was still uncertainty, demonstrating the lack of a legal intention to bind the parties to the contract. The informant had been informed that the officer's superior would decide on the reward, at that officer's discretion, and that no legally binding offer to pay had been made. Certain policy-based contracts can be the exception to this presumption rule or the as per the contract law if the performance of particular work is the responsibility of the parties, then no there is no contract exist between the parties. An example of this point is the case of Triefus and Co Ltd v Post Office. In this case, receiving of the postal packet by the postal authorities with the purpose to transmit it to the addressee creates no contractual rights between the parties. And when there is no contract, then there is no question can arise for the presence of an intention to create legal relations.

So, after all the discussion it can be concluded that the intention to create legal relations is an essential element to frame a legal and enforceable contract. This element means the obvious mind and seriousness of the parties to agree with the contractual terms. With the presence of these elements in a contract, this meaning is fetched that the parties to the agreement are ready to face the legal consequences related to the contract in case occur due to the non-performance of the contract or due to the breach of any of the obligation in the contract. In contract law, some presumptions are running regarding the presence of the element of legal intention. In the case of domestic or social agreements, generally, it is the presumption that there is no intention to create a legal relation however in the case of contracts with government and the commercial agreements, this intention to create legal relation is considered to be present. However, these presumptions are rebuttable means if the other contractual party whose interest is getting violated due to the non-presence of legal intention relation, such party can provide necessary evidence in this regard to make the contract enforceable. If the court will be satisfied with the efficiency of the evidence concerning the existence of an intention to create a legal relationship, then such an agreement will be enforceable instead of the general presumption rule contrary to it.
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