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A contract is a legal document that documents an agreement that occurs between two parties. The contracts can be written or oral, although both gives rise to obligations (Cambridge Dictionary,2021). Contracts that are made an enforceable and legally recognised by law. These contractual exchanges can take place in everyday life. They can take place in many settings such as agreeing to meet someone for a cup of tea or buying a sandwich from a shop. If this sandwich is in edible you can sue though contract law. 
There are many basic essentials that one must have in order to establish whether or not they have a valid contract. To establish this the parties must have an agreement, this usually means that one of these parties has made the other an offer and that the other person have accepted it. Another basic essential, someone must have in order to establish if they have a valid contract is that there must also be a consideration. This consideration is where the something must be contributed that has value. In this time, the other person can bring forward a counteroffer. A counteroffer is an offer that gets made in respond to the original offer by the other party during the negotiation for the final contract (Cambridge Dictionary,2017) The other basic essential is that both parties must intend to create a legal relationship for the contract to be valid. For these contracts to hold no legal effect and not be enforceable in court of law, one of these basic principles must be missing (Cooper,2017). 
The advice that would be given to Jack on whether he had a valid contract formed with Kate would be that although he did not reply to Kate`s email. He could still be liable to having a valid contract with her due to the way in which he wrote his letter (Camarneiro,2018). The particular reason for this is because it could be argued by Kate that Jacks letter was an invitation in itself. Kate agreed to Jack`s letter when she replied, meaning that it could be argued that there was an agreement between the two. This is because Jack`s letter offered Kate the chance to perform for 500 pounds meaning that a consideration was offered. Kate then goes on to accept this without any counteroffers. So, to Kate it was a chance to earn money as Jack did not respond to tell her no. However, in Jack`s point of view he believed that by not responding to Kate, that they did not enter into an agreement because it would not be fair for Jack to be bound to offer a chance to perform to everyone that reads his letter. 
Therefore, it could be argued that by jack not replying to Kate he did not enter into an agreement. Furthermore, by Jack offering a 500 pounds wage for performing in his letter, it could be said that he has automatically created a consideration. This means that there could be an offer in the letter to anyone who wanted to play at the gig. Although, it would not be fair to assume this as Jack is not legally bound to pay everyone that had read his letter unless they make a deal.  
It could then be argued that because of the way he scripted his letter that there was an automatic agreement between the two because Kate did accept the offer that Jack had made, and he did not defuse the situation by letting her know that he did not want her to play. Again, Jack`s letter was also an open invitation for all that read it. Therefore, it could be said that there was an intention to create a legal relationship because he was not specific with who could perform or not and Kate was under the impression that she was allowed to perform. This means that because this case could potential have all three, basic requirement of a valid contract that Jack could have indeed formed a valid contract with Kate.  However, in this case it could be argued that it was Kate that initiated the offer and because Jack did not agree to it that there was no valid contract between them. 
 However, it could be argued that there was no valid contract as Jack did not agree for Kate to perform on the day she stated as they there was only Kate`s response. Although, in the Carlill V Carbolic Smoke Ball Co (1893) where the defendant won her case against the organisation because the courts found that it was quite possible to make an offer to the world and that an offer was made, and the Mrs Carlill carried out what was stated on the pact (Wightman,2008). In jack`s case, again it could be argued that there was no contract because Kate did not perform, and he sent her away. (Webstroke,2018)
In relation to Logan, it is established that there is a valid contract between Jack and Logan. This is because Logan replies to Jack`s letter with a counter- offer, stating that he would play for 750 pounds and sets a specific date with Jack. Jack then goes on to agree to this arrangement, forming an agreement. By doing this, Jack agreed to the value of consideration which was now changed to 750 pounds. As a result of this, both parties are starting to create or have the intention to create a legal relationship. The result of this means that they now have all three basic requirements to form a valid contract. 
This differs from Kate`s case as it could be argued that there was no agreement made by both parties of the letter because Jacks letter could be considered an invitation to treat. However, Jack does pay Logan the agreed amount of £750 so Logan was not at a lost of earnings. Therefore, meaning that although Logan did not play, he was still paid.  It could be said that jack still breached his contract as he did not let Logan play at the organisation, but Logan was still paid the agreed fee (Cane and Conaghan,2019). Meaning, that Jack fulfilled his obligation to Logan because he paid Logan his fee even though he did not perform. 
There was also no guarantee that Logan would have made 500 pounds on selling his merchandise as he could not have predicted whether people would have bought his stuff. In the Hadley v Baxendale 1854 where the claimant contended that the defendant had displayed professional negligence and attempted to claim the loss of earrings (Rudden,2009). It was held that the damages are limited to those that arise naturally from a breach and those that are reasonably contemplated by the parties at the time of contracting (Swarbrick,2020). In Logan`s case because he was paid his fee, nothing else was agreed, again it could not be guaranteed that Logan would have made that amount of money from selling his merchandise. Also, when Jack and Logan were negotiating, Logan did not converse to Jack that he intended to make a profit from his merchandise, therefore Jack would not be liable as this was not mentioned when they created the contract. However, it could be argued that Logan could have claimed through the Expectation loss. This basis applies when there is a possibility that someone has suffered expected loss due to a breach in contract (Capital, 2020) This means that Logan could potentially claim the loss from Jack as Jack breached the contract. 
A breach of contract can occur when a contract is formed between two parties and someone fails to uphold their end of the agreement. This means that they have been contracted to do something or not to do something and have failed. A breach of contract can occur to both written and oral contracts (Viator, 2019). 
A contract was formed by Jack and DJ Mason when Jack contacted him to pay at the Oakwood Student Union. While forming this contract Jack agreed to pay DJ Mason 1500 pounds for his performance if he played for three hours. When DJ Mason arrived and the mix up occurred with Logan, he was embarrassed but still performed. However, he only performed for two out of three hours that was agreed. The result of this means that DJ Mason breached his contract with Jack because when they formed the contract, they both agreed that he would play for three hours, which he did not do therefore, he breached his contract with Jack. However, it could be argued that DJ Mason partially breached his contract because he still performed at the organisation (Butterworths,2021). In the Hoenig v Isaacs 1952 case, a contract was conducted for a redecoration a one bed flat for a total of 750 pounds. When the work was finished by the contractors, the outstanding amount of 350 pounds was still left to be paid. However, there were defects that occurred to the bookcase and wardrobe in the property that cost 55 pounds to repair. As a result of this the employer refused to pay the rest of the money to the contractor, claiming that a repudiatory breach of the contracted occurred due to a failure to perform the contract. It was held that the employer had to pay the contractors the rest of the sum because the work was carried out and the entire performance was not a condition precedent (Kershaw,1975). When referring back to DJ mason case it could be argued that that he was contracted to perform which he did, so he may be entitled to claim some money from Jack. 
There were also factors that occurred that may DJ Mason uncomfortable, due to the mix-up that occurred and how Jack reacted to it made DJ mason feel embarrassed. This also could have resulted in there being awkward tension at the venue. This could have also potentially harmed DJ Mason famous career because he may have received back lash for taking someone else’s gig, even though it was not his fault that the gig was doubled booked. The exception that could have developed to mitigate this scene would have been to let Logan perform as well as DJ Mason. This would have meant no one would have breach their contracts and no one would have felt guilty. Although, DJ Mason could argue that under doctrine of substantial performance that he is entitled to his money because he still performed under good faith attempt even though he was embarrassed. Therefore, his performance could be considered completed (Gogulanathan,2018)
When a contract is made in a domestic situation the courts will presume that the parties did not attend to create a legal relation. A social and domestic contract is referred to an agreement between two people who are linked by friendship and family. This link between the two allows the court to make a presumption that these two did not intend to create a legal relationship. However, the presumption to this may be rebutted by evidence. Therefore, if Nell had proof that the jack agreed to pay her money for her performance then it could be argued that they had a valid contract (Laver,2021) This can be demonstrated in the Lampleigh v Braithwait [1615] case. This is similar to this case because Nell usually performs at the organisation, meaning that it can not be presumed that they did not want to create a legal relationship. 
Nell performed for Jack when he asked her to after DJ Mason left. Jack and Nell never agreed to any terms when she agreed to go on stage. However, there was an agreement that she would go up on stage for Jack. Following the show, Jack then goes on to tell Nell that he was grateful for her going on stage and will pay her £250 for playing as she had done him a favour. In this situation, there were no intention of making a valid contract because Nell performed without having consideration. (Legal Dictionary, 2015). The result of them also being friends means that it is assessed differently because in the eyes of the law, it makes a presumption that the parties do not intend to create legal relations. The law does this when dealing with a social and domestic agreements (Hepple, 2009). 
Furthermore, it could not be established that there was a valid consideration between Jack and Nell. The reason for this is that enough though Jack, willingly stated to Nell that he would pay her £250 because of what she did for him. It was stated after she had performed. He was willing and grateful to compensate Nell but have not paid her yet. It could be argued through the doctrine of implied assumpsit that because Nell usually performs that it could be assumed that the service was meant to be paid anyway in the courts (Law Dictionary,2021). This means that Nell could successfully claim her money from jack because she provided him with a service that she is usually paid to do anyway. It also be argued that Jack offering Nell 250 pounds for the performs she did, jack is offering up a consideration and it is assumed that Nell have accepted it. Past consideration occurs here because Jack made a promise to compensate Nell but have not lived up to it (upcounsel,2020) If they were to make a new agreement this could be considered a valid consideration because Jack made a promise to pay her even though he was legally obliged to do anyway. This can be demonstrated in the Lampleigh v Braithwait [1615) (Evans,2021)
To sum up everything that has been stated in the essay. A contract can easily be made in everyday life. It does not need to be written or signed for because a contract can be made orally. Although, for best results it is advised that if a contract is to be made that it should be written down, signed by both parties and dated. Doing this means that both parties have knowingly agreed to the terms of the contract and are therefore liable to uphold their end of the deal especially if It involved employment (Citizens advice,2019). To ensure that there is a valid contract the three main principles must apply. In this case, Jack should have also been specific in his letter writing and made sure that everyone knew what was happening. He should have also been more organised and stayed to the rules of the contract instead of breaching them. Jack should also pay DJ Mason some of his money as he still performed even though he partially breached the contract as he did not perform for the full time. Again, this should have been made more clearer when agreeing to the contract. (Murray,2020) Logan should have also informed Jack that he was intending on selling merchandise in the contract because then there would have been no doubt of whether he could claim for the loss of not selling these things. Finally, it is also interesting to see that if you are friends or related to someone that in the eyes of the court you have a different contract relationship such as social and domestic agreements. In Nells case it would be hard for her to claim as there is no proof that Jack agreed to pay her, but she did carry out a performance. Next time, Nell should create a written contract that states the value of her performance. 
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