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[bookmark: _Toc108742932]Answers to the question no: 01
Contract privity dictates that only the parties to a contract have the legal ability to enforce its terms. Under common law, a person or organization that is not privy to a contract, often known as a party, cannot profit from or be held accountable for its terms (UpCounsel, 2020).
Only parties to a contract should be permitted to initiate lawsuits to protect their legal rights or seek restitution for damages. On the other hand, the theory has proven to be troublesome due to the effects it has on contracts entered into for the benefit of third parties who are unable to carry out the responsibilities of the contractual parties. In England and Wales, the Contracts (Rights of Third Parties) Act 1999, which contained a legal exemption to privity, severely weakened the concept enforceable third-party rights.

[bookmark: _Toc108742933]Answer to the question no: 02
Past consideration refers to an act or promise that was made or performed prior to the creation of the contract in question in the context of a legal agreement. When someone is attempting to enforce a new agreement, historical considerations are often brought into play. Consideration will be regarded previous consideration if one party consciously performs anything prior to making a pledge to the other (Banerji, 2021). As a result of the precedent set by the consideration, consideration becomes more widely accepted as an essential part of legal contracts.
If something is to be considered at all, even if it has a negligible worth, it must be taken into consideration. The value exchanged must be sufficient, but it does not have to be enough when parties trade the value. Most of the time, prior thought is not a genuine consideration and hence has no bearing on the outcome of a legal action. Past consideration refers to consideration that has already been provided or received by the promisor from the promise (Banerji, 2021). Prior to the promise being made, the promise’s actions or forbearance must be considered. As a result, a claim for damages cannot be based on considerations that were previously stated. There are a few exceptions to this general rule, such as when a person or entity that is not directly participating in the transaction has an obligation. Consideration for a promise to make a payment or to provide some other benefit may be an act undertaken prior to the promise being made in certain situations.


[bookmark: _Toc108742934]Answer to the question no: 03
Contract law in England deals with significant completion in the case Cutter v Powell (1795) 101 ER 573. His promise to accompany Powell on the journey from Jamaica to Liverpool was reaffirmed by Cutter. The contract's language was as follows.
Contract cancellation is one of the numerous options available when one side adheres strictly to the terms of the agreement. For this reason, the courts of common law have devised several strategies designed to soften the blow if an agreement's tenet of flawless performance is upheld (Cutter v Powell, 1795). This includes significant performance, severable contracts and partial performance approaches. For example, Cutter v. Powell (1756), which established precedent for this rule, was followed by many other cases, some of which are to be discussed in further detail below (The law express, 2020). When it comes to the notion of flawless performance, one party must first completely execute their half of the bargain before a contract can be cancelled, and the other party must then fulfill their obligations under the contract. In the beginning, this is only the beginning. According to Cutter v. Powell, a widow of a claimant who had died before finishing the responsibilities put on him filed a quantum merit claim in order to be reimbursed for the labor her late husband had done previous to his death, this idea was first stated (e-lawresources.co.uk, 2020). Ashurst J concluded that Mr. Cutter's contract was a total obligation contract, and that perfect performance was required prior to any payment. There are ways to temper the harshness of this notion because of its potential for injustices that might occur as a consequence of execution. According to Cutter v. Powell case, if a party is required to complete all of its obligations before receiving payment under the terms of the agreement, that party cannot make a payment claim (The law express, 2020). Only if the consumer is satisfied with the job's completion is payment due. According to the ruling in Cutter v. Powell, both parties are needed to comply by the conditions of a contract in order for it to be legitimate. It is not permitted for a service provider to renounce the contract and seek quantum merit in its place.


[bookmark: _Toc108742935]Answer to the question no: 04
Based on the case study, there are only a few cases that can be considered as valid contact which can be advised to Arthur for the sales. So, considering this factor Arthur can take necessary action plan.  
Valid contract: 
On May 1st, Arthur published an advertisement for an ancient Rolex watch that he was selling in a publication referred to as "Antique-tickers," and he encouraged interested parties to submit their offers. The phrase that was used in the advertisement was as follows price: £15,000'. 
Despite the fact that it was stated at the outset of the offer that it was subject to major concerns, which lends credibility to the offer, advertising must not to be included as criterion for what constitutes an acceptable offer (Gov.UK, 2012). 

Not a valid contract:
In addition, Arthur included his contact information in the advertising, which included both his physical address and his email address. This information was included in the advertisement. 
It is general known that an offer that is made in advertising cannot be considered authentic by anybody (Gov.UK, 2012). This is true regardless of who the offer is directed at (Laurence, 2011). As a consequence of this, and taking into consideration all of the circumstances that are pertinent to the discussion, the offer that has been made to Arthur ought to be seen as a genuine chance for business. 

Not a valid contract:
Ben, a collector of historical timepieces, had the intention of purchasing Arthur's watch; however, Ben lacked the ability to use a computer, which offered a complexity for the transaction. Ben also had the talent to use a computer, which presented a complication for the transaction. On May 4th, he sent Arthur a letter in which he told Arthur that he would purchase the watch for the amount of fifteen thousand pounds, and the letter was dated May 4th.
Due to the regulations, the act of writing a letter cannot be considered to be a legitimate offer under any circumstance (Rocket Lawyer, 2019). It is just a component of the bargaining process, which is a somewhat casual aspect of each and every business circumstance you can think of. Because of this, nothing should be taken from this as an offer of anything. 

Not a valid contract:
On May 5th, Christine saw an advertising for the watch that was published in the magazine. On the same day, she contacted Arthur by e-mail to inquire about the watch and whether or not he would be prepared to part with it for the asking price of £11,000. She wanted to know whether the watch was still for sale and if it was still available. The very same day, Arthur responded to Christine's email by informing her that the watch could still be purchased from him and that he would be willing to sell it to her for the price of thirteen thousand pounds. In addition to that, he gave the impression that he would be open to selling it to her. Following that, Christine responded to the email by stating that she would be able to pay £11,000 straight away and then another £2,000 at the end of the month when she got paid for the following month.
When we consider the specifics of the situation, we can observe that Arthur and Christine communicated with one another by making counteroffers to one another (Gov.UK, 2012). According to the laws, any practice of making a counter offer deems the first offer null and invalid, making it permissible to state that the main offer was never genuine (DocPro, 2021). This is because any practice of making a counter offer renders the original offer null and void. As a direct consequence of this, the whole of the offer was turned down when Christine submitted her alternative offering. 


Not a valid contract:
Dennis wrote an email to Arthur at eleven o'clock in the morning on May 6 expressing his goal to get the watch and mentioning that he was giving serious consideration to completing the purchase. In the email, Dennis also said that he was considering the acquisition very seriously. In his response to Dennis's email, Arthur said that he was interested in selling the watch and that he was asking the equivalent of thirteen thousand pounds for it. Christine sent a letter to Arthur on the sixth of May at 2:00 p.m. to let him know that she had been successful in acquiring the necessary £2,000 and that she would now be able to pay the requisite $13,000 as was previously agreed upon. The letter was sent on the date of the sixth of May. Christine informed Arthur that she had forwarded the email to him as well.
In light of the fact that this is the circumstance, Christine writes Arthur an email. Despite the fact that Arthur does not respond to the offer, Christine continues to pursue the offer. As a consequence of the fact that the earlier offer was considered to be invalid in the past, this one cannot be considered to be a new or genuine offer. This is because the previous offer was recognized as being invalid (Gov.UK, 2012). Due to the fact that there has been no response to this, we are unable to consider it to be any type of agreement on our part. As a direct consequence of this, there is no employment contract in existence that is enforceable by law.

Valid contracts:
At five o'clock on the sixth of May, Dennis answered to Arthur's email by stating that he would pay the desired amount of thirteen thousand pounds and noting that he was answering on the sixth of May. Dennis also said that he was responding on the sixth of May.
Given the specifics of the situation, it is possible that Dennis's response may be seen as a binding legal contract. This is because he indicated that he was willing to pay the sum that was specified in the agreement that was presented to him. Given all that has been considered up to this point, Dennis's response should be taken into consideration as well.
Valid contracts:
On May 7th, Ben delivered the letter that he had written to Arthur and handed it to him at his apartment.
Given the circumstances, it is reasonable to conclude that this constitutes a legally binding contract given that the letter was sent and that Ben accepted Arthur's offer on the basis of the latter. This activity is required to have an official legislative body, and Ben has provided assurance that he will assume this responsibility.
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