Assignment 1 

Contract Law comprises many complicated areas, so it's essential to understand the definition of a Law of Contract. Contract Law involves an agreement involving the exchange of commodities, services, assets, or money governed, enforced, and interpreted by a body of legislation known as contract law (Furmston, Tolhurst and Mik, 2010). A contract between two or more people or business entities contains a promise to perform something in exchange for a benefit or advantage. Many business transactions are governed by contract law, and anyone entering a contract should be aware that breaking the terms of the agreement, even unintentionally, could have serious consequences (Anson, 2010).
There can sometimes be confusion between an offer and an Invitation to Treat, and this was demonstrated in the case of (Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Comp, 1893). Looking at Alys' issue, its first worth determining if an offer and acceptance have taken place, and thereby a contract being formed where both parties are legally bound or are this a case of an invitation to treat which comes from the 'Latin Invitaio ad offerendum' meaning to 'invite an offer' (Arvind, 2017). According to (Merkin, 2021), there are distinct differences between an offer and an invitation to treat. An offer results in a legal binding contract between both parties, whereas an invitation to treat invites the individual to enter into negotiations by submitting a request. This was also supported in a journal (Columbia Law Review, 1925), where it was purported that the differences are simply a matter of fact based on a reasonable expectation aroused in the defendant's mind that they will carry out their proposal.
A person or organisation may offer to another person, a firm, or anyone else on the globe (bilaterally) (unilateral). An "offer" is a declaration of willingness in which the offeror (person making the offer) pledges to be bound by the conditions of a contract. Suppose the offer is accepted by the offeree (offeree). An offer can also be "implied" through behaviour, such as when A takes items to the checkout counter at the supermarket (Hough and Kirk, 2018). This is further supported by the case of (Taylor v Laird, 1856).
In Alys' case, we need to ask whether a contract has been formed where both parties have accepted and acknowledged the agreement's implications (Burrows and Peel, 2010). As a result of Alys losing her bag, including the iPhone 13, it was a reasonable expectation that Alys would place a poster at the taxi office for the safe return of her items, although at this point, Alys would not have known the items would have been located.
These types of adverts for lost items represent what is called unilateral contracts. An express offer can be made if the offeree has performed the performance requested by the offeror, but the offer can be revoked before the action has been completed (Austin-Baker, 2017).
We must question if a poster offering a reward can be made to one person and the whole world. (Mitchell and Mitchell, 2008), suggests that it 'can' be provided to one person or the world as a whole and means this is an invitation to treat rather than an offer. Advertisements are generally regarded as an invitation to treat as it encourages the other party to enter negotiations or, in Alys' case, return the lost bag with iPhone 13. According to (Fried, 2015), the lost item would need to have been replaced by Alys before an agreement could be confirmed and communicated to both parties. The invitation to treat aspect is relevant in the case of (Fisher v Bell, 1961).
Although a valid agreement must contain the four elements of an Offer, Acceptance, Consideration, and intention to create legal relations, this has not been demonstrated in this case. Although the poster offers a reward of £250, this constitutes an invitation to treat rather than an offer, and an ITT alone cannot be accepted as a valid agreement (Wennberg, 2002). This is further supported in the case of (Payne v Cave, 1789). For there to be a rise of agreement, an ITT would also need to include an offer and an acceptance, which will have to be communicated to both parties. 
As Alys had put a poster up in the taxi office, this was inviting information from the public, and this is an invitation to treat. An ITT can have many examples; in this case, it is not making a firm offer; therefore, a legally binding contract has not been formed (O'Gorman, 2020).  
Advertisements are generally regarded as invitations to treat, and as such, there is much emphasis placed on the wording in the advert. Self-service stores and shop windows that display merchandise for sale typically perceive it as an invitation to treat rather than an offer (Charman, 2007). An example of this would be in the case of (Gibson V Manchester City Council, 1979). In contrast, to offer and acceptance in standard transactions, the courts tend to use a uniform approach to identifying invitations to treat. 
When someone extends an invitation to treat, they do not intend to be legally obligated as soon as the offer is accepted (Eisenberg,1981). The ITT is always seen as a fixed price rather than a sales proposal. 
When Alys put her poster up at the taxi rank, it was not her intention to be bound by any contract but to have the items returned and to pay the reward if applicable. I feel that Alys is not obliged to pay the reward because no legal contract was formed, and therefore no offer and acceptance were exercised. Although Bijal found the items on 2 April, he would not have been entitled to the reward as Alys had not taken charge of the things. (Stone, 2013), notes that for any reward to be payable, the items must be returned and communicated to both parties. It's important to note that on 4 April, Cristiano found an iPhone on his way to work; however, there is a question here if it was the same phone that Alys had lost or was it a case that Cristiano just found a random iPhone. Also, worth noting that on 4 April, Bijal found Alys' bag on the floor outside the taxi rank, and there is no reference to the Iphone13 being in the bag, so did the bag and phone get parted? There is no way of knowing. I feel Cristiano would not be entitled to any reward in this case. 
However, on 3 April, Alys had spoken to her brother and explained the situation, and it was apparent that her brother was insured and would receive a new phone the next working day, so because of this, Alys placed a new poster up at the taxi rank withdrawing the offer of a reward. I feel that no reward applies to Cristiano or Bijal because on finding out her brother's phone was insured and he would receive a replacement, Alys has exercised her right to revoke the offer. 
The definition of a revocation offers in contract law, according to (Young, 2010), is the right for a offerer to withdraw an offer at any time before acceptance, providing this has been communicated to the offeree. The only caveat is that revocation can be done unless it has been coupled with an option. 
According to (Lexisnexis, 2022), the offeror Alys in this case, has the right to withdraw an offer within an acceptable amount of time, The rescinding of the offer must be communicated to the offeree(s) being both Bijal and Cristiano, and this was done by Alys placing the revocation of the offer in the way of the new poster up at the taxi office withdrawing the offer. This is also supported in the case of (Partridge v Crittenden, 1968). This is also backed up in a journal article written by (Wedderburn, 1963), that an offer can be withdrawn at any time, providing the offer has not been accepted. In an article written by (Clark, 2000), it is suggested that when judges decide on these types of cases, it would be unjust for an offeror to be able to revoke the offer if the offeree has already commenced the action.
In conclusion, I believe Alys is not liable to pay any reward (s) as no legal contract has been formed by either Bijal or Cristiano. For an agreement to be created and legally binding, there must be an offer and acceptance in the eyes of the law. As Alys initially placed a poster in the taxi rank after losing her bag, which contained the iPhone 13, this constituted an invitation to treat rather than a legally binding offer. When Alys placed the poster in the office of the taxi rank, it was not her intention to be bound by a legal contract. There can be a legally binding contract following an invitation to treat, but it must be followed by the offer and acceptance for it to be an agreement on which both parties agree (Poole, 2013). 
The facts of the case were compounded by the fact that on 4 April, Alys informed her brother that her bag, which contained the phone, had been lost but as Alys' brother had taken out insurance on the iPhone 13, this ensured that he would receive a replacement the next day, so this negated the urgency of finding the original phone. Although on 2 April and 4 April, respectively, both Bijal and Cristiano had found the items, it is reasonable for them both to expect they would be entitled to a reward. As previously mentioned in the essay, it is essential in this case that a determination is made as to the formation of a contract, which has not taken place. 
In the interim, however, on 4 April, Alys placed another poster in the taxi advising that the reward is no longer available due to her brother having taken insurance. As no agreement had taken place, Alys had the option of exercising revocation of the offer, which means the offer could be withdrawn at any time as long as the offerees had communicated that there had been no acceptance. Also, the fact that an additional poster had been put up in the taxi rank's office withdrawing the offer would have acted as communication. In concluding this case, the distinction has been made between an offer and acceptance and an invitation to treat. An ITT is an offer to enter into negotiations or, in this case, requesting information and ultimately the safe return of the lost items. As the offer was revoked, this negated any rewards payable to either party. The withdrawal of the offer would also be justified in the eyes of the law. 
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