a) A privity of contract is a common law doctrine which prevents an individual who is not a party to a contract from enforcing terms of the contract even when the contract was made with the purpose of conferring a benefit on the third party. However due to law reform in 1999 an individual who is named in the contract as a person authorized to enforce the contract or an individual receiving a benefit from the contract may enforce the contract unless it appears that the parties intended that he may not (Contracts (Rights of Third Parties) Act 1999).
b) Past consideration is no consideration. Consideration must be executory or executed but not past, that is, consideration must be supplied to be present or in future but things done beforehand cannot be good consideration (Re McArdle 1951). However past consideration may be valid where it was proceeded by request (Lampleigh v Braithwaite 1615), the King Court in the case held that there was implied understanding (also known as implied assumpit or assumption of obligation) that a fee would be paid (£100 was promised by defendant Braithwraite to Lampleight who managed to get a King’s pardon for Braithwaite but he never paid up and Lampleight sued). Where a past benefit was conferred at the beneficiary’s request and where a reward would reasonably be expected, the promiser would be bound by his promise. Judges have pondered unsettled issues with the case; What if the promised £100 was insufficient? What if nothing was promised, would quantum meruit ("the amount he deserves" or "as much as he has earned") be available? The various types of consideration are (1) a promise, (2) an act other than a promise, (3) forbearance, (4) a change in a legal relation of the parties, (5) money, or (6) other property. Past consideration means a promise or act that was made or performance prior to contract, it typically comes into play when someone is trying to enforce a new promise. 
c) A contract becomes discharge through performance where both parties fully agree to perform their contractual obligations. If one party does not fully perform the contract this will amount to reach of contract, and the other party can claim for damages unless an unforeseeable event makes the performance of a contract impossible. If non-performance amounts to a breach of contract the other party will be released from their obligations. Completion is generally required in order to discharge the contract, completion triggers the requirement of payment, no completion, no payment (Cutter v Powell, 1795), this however has been criticized for being ‘too harsh’ and so exceptions were added to reduce the harshness of discharge through performance rule.

One exception identified is ‘divisible contracts’ which refers to release through full performance applies where there exists an entire contract. Where it is conceivable to divide a contract into separate parts, e.g. if a sum is agreed to be payable per week, then the courts can award a sum for the separate parts of the contract (Ritchie v Atkinson, 1808). 
The second exception is ‘substantial performance’ this exists where a court satisfies a considerable performance. The court may honor the continually agreed price and subtract sums to reflect amount not performed. If however, the performance is not held to amount to substantial performance, the claimant is entitled to nothing. However, as there is no difficulty arises as to what quantifies as ‘substantial performance’ (Bolton v Mahadeva, 1972) 

The third exception is ‘tender of performance’, where a party is willing to perform and tries to tender performance but the other party does not accept the performance then the party seeking to tender performance is discharged from the contract and the non-accepting party is liable to damages for non-acceptance. (Startup v Macdonald, 1843)

d) For a contract to form it must be legally binding between at least two parties (but it can be more) in which both parties exchange something of value. For a contract to be valid it there must be an agreement, capacity (parties must understand the terms of the contract and consent must be freely given), consideration (exchange something of value) and intention (it must be clear that all parties have the intention to enter into a legally binding contract). 
Contracts that are annulled are not enforceable by law. This is the same for both parties and means that neither could take the matter to court to try and obtain a remedy. The position is as if the contract never existed. A contract for illegal services, such as arranging prostitution or to commit a crime are void in law, however the sale of a watch is not illegal service. Forming a contract could be done with a nod of your head, Morse Code, Flag semaphore, conduct, by proceeding with an invited course of action, or a commonly accepted course of action to indicate acceptance. For example, such as boarding a Routemaster to form a contract of carriage. It's an implied contract. That's because they're all methods of communication or taken to be forms of communication. When statute law has requirements for a type of contract, they're usually that the agreement is recorded in written form, and signed by the one or both of the parties or their authorized agent. For example: assignments of intellectual property and exclusive licenses must be signed by the owner/assignor of the intellectual property. Guarantees must be signed by the guarantor or their agent or transfers of land must be in writing and signed by the parties
The exceptions revolve around unfair conduct. When a party does not deliver on their promises, it's a breach of contract. When a party acts without notice to their counterpart, legal consequences follow. Notice in this context means telling the counterpart before imposing harsh or oppressive terms in a contract. The more unreasonable or extortionate a contract term is, the more effort needs to be taken to draw attention to it before the contract is finalized. Steps are taken which could affect a party's legal rights - where they have no legal entitlement to do so. Not giving notice can backfire - and badly. Requiring a contract to use clear words to deprive a party of their usual fundamental legal rights. When there is an imbalance between the bargaining power of negotiating parties and one takes advantage of the other. They’re all principles of fair and open dealing. In all of these types of cases, legal remedies are available to take corrective action, as sanctioned by the law.
An offer must be an offer capable of acceptance will depend on the answer to this question:
Would a reasonable person to whom the offer was made, acting reasonably, understand that the offeror was making a proposal to which the offeror intended to be bound in the event of an unequivocal acceptance? The offer must be able to be accepted without further ado. Convey to a reasonable person that the maker of the proposal (ie the offeror) intended to be immediately bound by the proposal if the offeror accepted it. Otherwise, it’s not an offer.
Not only that but it is a contract of sale of goods, according to the British Government it defines a contract of sale of goods as “A contract by which the seller transfers or agrees to transfer the property of goods to the buyer for a money consideration, a price. A contract of sale must be absolute or conditional. Where under a contract of sale the property in the goods is transferred from the seller to the buyer the contract is called a sale. Where under a contract of sale the transfer of the property in the goods is to take place at a future time or subject to some condition later to be fulfilled the contract is called an agreement to sell. An arrangement to sell becomes a sale when the time passes or the conditions are fulfilled subject to which the property in the goods is to be transferred.” (Sale of Goods Act 1979)
Ben sent Arthur a letter wanting to purchase the Rolex watch up for sale by Arthur so there is consideration (Ben will pay £15,000 for Arthur’s Rolex watch) and there is capacity as Ben understands the terms of the contract and consent was freely given which will be the same for  Arthur, however fails on the account of intention and agreement, Arthur and Ben have not yet mutually agreed the offer, and Arthur has not yet made clear his intention to enter into a legally binding contract with Ben as Ben send the letter to Arthur but Arthur has not yet received the letter until after two other offers were already made. There is also no contract of sale as the contract must be absolute or conditional and there is no conditional contract as neither could have reached an agreement yet upon the selling/buying of the Antique Rolex watch as Arthur is not aware that Ben has requested to buy the watch, Ben not been computer literate does not matter to Contract laws. (Sale of Goods Act 1979)
Christine does not fail on any account except possibly agreement, Christine does have the capacity as she understands fully the terms of the contract and consent was freely given, there is consideration as she offered £11,000 in that moment and will pay £2,000 later before later being able to pay £13,000 as agreed and has intention both Arthur and Christine do have the intention to enter into a legally binding contract as Arthur replied to the email of Christine willing to sell to her so long as it was for £13,000. Then there is agreement, both parties agree that the watch will be paid for £13,000 at first Christine said she would pay £11,000 in that moment and will pay £2,000 later before later changing her offer saying she can now pay the £13,000 in full, however it is unknown where Arthur has agreed to this and so Christine may not have a valid contract with Arthur on the grounds of agreement as Arthur has stayed silent, the agreement must be unconditional and communicated something Arthur has not yet done. Despite the agreement needing to be unconditional the contract of sale of goods needs to be conditional or absolute for their to be a contract, to which it is neither. (Sale of Goods Act 1979)
Dennis however does have a valid contract, there is capacity as both parties understood the terms of the contract and consent was freely given, there is consideration as both parties exchanged something of value, Dennis agreed to pay £13,000 for the Antique Rolex watch. There is intention as Dennis is willing to pay £13,000 and wants to buy the Antique Rolex watch whereas Arthur is willing to sell the Antique Rolex watch to Dennis for £13,000 so both parties have clearly signaled their intention to enter into a legally binding contract. This will mean that Arthur has to be careful not to breach the contract with Arthur. 
If Arthur breaches the contract for the supply of services by failing to meet the standard required then Dennis is entitled to repeat performances of the service or a price reduction. Repeat performance must be done at no cost to the consumer within a reasonable time and without causing significant inconvenience to the consumer. The consumer can also claim a price reduction if a repeat performance is not possible or cannot be done within a significant inconvenience, a price reduction can also be claimed where the service 	is not carried out within a reasonable time or where the trader breaches a requirement arising from information, they have been given about something other than the service itself. The amount of the price reduction depends on how serious the breach is, which can be up to 100% of the price if the consumer has already paid in full or in part for the service, they may be entitled to get some (or all) of it back. (Consumer Rights Act 2015)
Even if the above criteria being satisfied, negotiations between the parties could have been flawed. As a result, the contract could become void or voidable
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