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VALIDITY, DISCHARGE & PERFORMANCE

LAW OF CONTRACT - T [ UNIT I

Q - What s coverned in Unit T ?
15 Cammtm?}kmmwmsz—M-

2. Coencisn, undue infl 4M,W,Mwwtaﬁw’b
and  mistake .

Lawful considenation and ab}eat undern 6. 23.
w%mwmmmmﬁmmmw
IW%MWW&.SG.
AMWWW%W
Readmap of the Unit:

VALID CONTRACT
Free consent + Lawful object

J J J J
0BLIGATIONS Performance Dischange Breach

Important : These notes follow the Indian Contract Act, 1872
and 2021 JPU Unit II Wlm

Case study method ©  Foacts — Issue — Held — Legal principle.

This_unit_asks not just HOW o contract is formed but

WHETHER it nemains binding and HOW the premises end.
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§ LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IIT 2021

CONSENT — SECTION 13

Q - What is consent ?

Under s. 13, twe or merne pensons cmntMnMW
upsn the SAME THING IN THE SAME SENSE.

This 8 semelimes called consensus ad idem .

Exam&:
A offes to sell o particular ned scosten, and B accepls
knW?wMoh scooten (s meant .
— Tmawmmémawﬁ.

Contrast :

AmmMmXMBbe&'emmoﬂmmw
Acooten Y.

— Imtwmmwwaw.
Q - Dses comsent always mean FREE consent ?
NO. PWM%WIow,MWMmW
" have ben obtained thiough preswe o deceplion..
— SDWA,IB W, then 4. 14.
Wmﬂubexj
CONSENT = dame thing + dame dende .

FREE CONSENT = agmmmf witheut the pﬁWd
couses listed in 4. 14

ePPP PP RERREYYY
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LAW OF CONTRACT - T | UNIT 1L 2021
FREE CONSENT
8 - What is Free Consent ?
Seclion 14 . Wniu%ﬁuwﬂm»tm ﬂ_g__z__'ca»cmdb?

FREE CONSENT

J L l ! 3

(1) (2) (3) (4) ®)

Example : Aaﬂnmfoédlwwmﬁmumwfa%
fm.mw&m,wwumww.

Legal efpect :
= Under 5:17, mmwducdb%wmm,wm

Wmm ?”"M"ﬂ# VOIDABLE of the afatm, P

%MWMWWW

— Under 4. 194, MWMM Wm?f&me,"
W&MWMMW b?

— Mistake has separate statutowy effects, subject ts
A5, 20-22 (e{?MﬁM)M;W)%‘t%)

Cruciak

t

M’MM’ oion,otmm#w,mﬂdn?.

PAGE 03/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT I 2021
COERCION — SECTION 15

WW@M@W%M#M%M
fosbidden. by the Tndian Penal Code , OR unlauofully, dotaining. <
MW@WPW)MWW%W .
a porson o enten an aguement .
WWMM&MWwaw;
MWWW%FW.

M: AMWE%MMBM%VMMM
BW&M&W.
EXWQ:AMWJ‘%W&%WMB%VM
WMMMBA?MAM -

'_N:‘Lff’_’ m%W&nWWM CAVSED
— the comsent .

Coendion. can be exented %&mw;ﬁmmm
@me,é.ﬁuwwam
Eget -

Tndion Penal, Code .

2 4. 19 may moke the conbact veidable at the affectsd

/w%p’/s splion. .

PAGE 0%/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IT 2024

CASE — CHIKKAM AMMIRATU v. SESHAMMA (1917)

FMfAMMM@wW%MWM
mdidmtmaﬂaﬂdm&m*mméomdtm
the thneat induced the deed .

Issue @ Could o threot of suicide omsunt to coercien under
AL
MWMWMW YES, on the Low and
Wmummwd TMMLUMMW
M AWW@WW&W
muwmwwmm

N&te meamwmmwwm
thmm%m dyn&CaMmam%mﬁdmmmm

dwdziwlum,ﬂf#
Exam steps : IMWWTHREHT L&WW s
QJTENTfoN and. ity cousal Link te censenl .

 Tduntfy B ossess cousal
the THREAT| 7 MML —>| INTENTION |—| Link to
(cwwwn 7) (tor induce consent) consent

Lase mmm_m__-.%dtedaé: GWMAWV. Lo
Seshamma,

PAGE 0530
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LAW OF CONTRACT - L | UNIT TIL 2021

UNDUE INFLVENCE — SECTION 16
& - What is undue influence ?
Where  nelations between persons enable ene o
DOMINATE THE WILL af ansther, and thal pensen USES
the position to gain an UNFAIR ADVANTAGE, the contract

«Lémducedby mﬂa/mcz
EW%WW
= Mﬁwfyw&’uwwﬂwb,
HWW.WM., & |
S0 Y %/M/WMWW
Examples :
= aWMFWaQWWMMW
- amwmawwgwmbmaw.
Caulion : AMWMMWWALONEM
Tnmmmwmd&ﬁmmmmbwdmofwmg
MW&%(&’)

EWWAI‘M WMWMMWW
M%mm%%mmapwgmt

Cm_pa«'w;-

COERCION ?é UNDUE INFLUENCE
= abuse d% deminance .
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I ] UNIT II 2021

CASE — RAGHUNATH PRASAD v. SARJU PRASAD (1?24Jﬁ

Facts : AE-W%MMW%‘E}MWW

G transaction aﬂzgm g undue mﬁl&;mm.
ISMIDMMWMW!JWWWM
Wmm#@m?
PWCWIﬂf
—aFMW&M&‘MmeMaMt&
deminate the othern’s will.
HTMWWWWWMQ
—%Anmmmw&bw?m,awmmgma
Principle : AMAléinih&pwqu;d&MW
th&bWux)ﬂMﬁwWW.
émmwz

(1) WWW@M?

y
_ﬁz) UWW?

(3) BW%MWMM?

Authsrity : AIR 1924 PC 60.
Cautien :  Economic need by,émlf,iamfemuﬁkinam#ca&.

PAGE 07/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - T j UNIT IIL 2021
FRAUD — SECTION 1%

a= W/mtm#mcdg

Ddtbma,te dzwph&m mvo&vmg ameng sther M
éwggwbﬂgafactaa,twe while m?&'bn&t
aotwd? c&meﬁngakwww;
makin?apwm'm wzltlwwfintwdin?topehfmmét;
othen acts Wﬁodww o1
acts o emissions Waff decfaud?}mudcd@ntby

Example : AMsamM&WMWW

but M&f@MﬁMWﬁ&nWWM
srden to induce Bs Pw»dwwz
Impa*vtdwt Mene - silence 15 net mel? ?{/zaud UNLESS

cincumstances cneale a duty, to Af:mk OR  silence s JM%
azmva,&nt to Af&édb

Mene silence amounts to ?{)raud
mme? situations :

PO 6 @Qg

v

When cincumstances When Adwce. u
cheale a dwf? to A,nea,k %MW to Af‘“d"

Prove : that the deception CAVSED the consent .

% Unden 4. 19, Jraud makes the contract
veidable at W#aﬁeded 32 option..
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT I 2024

(ASE — DERRY v. PEEK (1889), ENGLISH LAW.
Facts : A company stated in o prespectus that it had

Mﬂwtytomadmw WWW

to be buwe.
Tssue : WWM&M&AWMM’L' bewm,{?wdw&d?

——

faﬂw Wéd%&mdém MWCMA%MM

cazmgwlwthmﬁubm%fa&a

CW@W Use this case as o persuasive
commeon-taw Mustration , but wwite Indian Contract Act

5. 17 and 18 ﬁi’m the CMMM? Atamm? rules .

[Zndian Contract Act, 1872 |
l
¥ l
Section 17 — Fraud Section 18 — Mwmﬁmw

F)La.ud wncludes a

¥ %M ! Zﬁm%mm{a;a{am

”ﬁd{’mﬁ’bt’:&oﬁw mti&utmwﬁmﬁmtodzcm)
ﬂ@}w%mt‘o MMMMMWM
wnduce ansthen to act. mwwwdmta,twn.

Rewvision question : Did the Apmkm know the statement was
W; ot Wfﬁu, believe it 7
Reminder :  Fraud and innocent misne on may  produce

different legal consequences. PAGE 09/30 @

was stll needed. The dinectons belioved thein statement

House 0{ Lends : Fraud nequines o statement made knﬁwwﬁ%

-
-
-
-
-
-
if
-
=
-
-
-
.-

-



LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT I 2021

MISREPRESENTATION — SECTION 18
] - Whatl is rywwp}wsmn? b
A quEeadmﬁ assertion on conduct of the kinds deseribe
m 5. 18, made WWM”Wwa

@ a breach that misleads and giwes adworlage

E%: A%BM@W&M%M&&M,W

‘U_r_v.__&k'_;e, FRAUD)MLPUMM%MWM

Umi%/!a.i‘? MWWMW&%M

was caused , but note the exceplion ;
g o i iption o okt

| MISREPRESENTATION (s. 18) |
g

: L —,

[ Posctive assention Preach. 05' d.u,%, & '—I,,m,mt st

v %AM) ttenfid) m Zlyzot ma.t:;ebi)

ﬁ/,_i—f_a;: DOMMWMMMWMmMM.

w—

PAGE 10/30
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LAwW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IL 2021

FRAUD vs MISREPRESENTATION

Q- What i the difference ?

FRAUD (s.17) MISREPRESENTATION (5.18)
o Dishenest statement s R MIA&M&'V? statement o1

statement is , has it Jraud.
MWWM&O& i/&
as the low describes . :

EXW&%?M: uildi
A km@ﬁ Lies absut o building’s condition
to induce B. :
EXW%MWWM .-
AWMW&JMM&&&&M. P
Shaned rule : :
Under s. 19, bsth can make a contract voidable IF they -
=
=
&=

cause consent Mjuttoafam# conditions .
Special caution :
F%MWWWWM%&MWAM,M
cted who had the means of discovening the tuth
%Mﬁ%dé&?zmecm % MJWWM‘
wndern 5. 19, Fraudulent ACTIVEdewPﬁbnizs a,al%umt ¢

q/uut«lm S
Remember : v
Do net say vy inaccunate stotement al,ua/;s fmwt .

PAGE 11[30 &
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IIL 2021

MISTAKE — SECTIONS 20, 21 & 22

I

8 - What i the parties misundenstand o foct ?

SECTION 20 : %ggﬁwmmamof{a&
mmﬁaltotheagawmi,itawlp-

Exa;nﬁég: AMBW{M@M}»W,W

SECTION 21 : MMM@IWWMWW

nmkeamﬁadwidaé&;amkzaéfawm

SEGIION 22 : AWQWVMA&MWONE

party was under o_pistake of fact. Howeven, exceptional

cmrvm#%&wmgamwmntataﬂﬂ.

_SW:
5 MM&M&MMWC&M?
Pk
¥ J
Both mistaken abeut 0 ey
an essentiol fact ? Mwi s
Seotin.?.o VL
Contract is VOID. Not voidable menely

{Mtfwim.
Case Mustration : Raﬁfu v. Wichelhaus.

Memarise ;| Mistake of FACT vs. Mistake of LAW. ]

~ PAGE 12/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -1 ] UNZT L 2021

CASE — RAFFLES v. WICHELHAUS (1864)

Facls : A contract provided dng,my coltsn on a shi
named ° Peenless' Améj; iu&a# &

TMWTWOAWWP&%&MMM

d«ﬁmmtt{m

Tssue s Had m, aghud on the SAME’ THING IN THE SAME SENSE ?

En?ﬂa/u cowt : The WW prevented the c&u'm, AW:MM?

mﬂwpa,dm WWMMVL?&

Principle : WML&IMWJW&{«:M@%IMWM@
MMWIMWWWIW
WWMM@#MM

Indian exam use : Consider 5.13 (consent) and, whene conditions ane
sotisfied | 5. 20 (bilatenal mistake).

Waﬂﬂ This is an ENGLISH autlmafy u&,;w! 53 companison ;
use the Indian Contract Act as the Wung, Low .

Menw’cg aid : ‘TwWO PEERLESS SHIPS — ONE NAME — Two MEANINGS .

HGE 13/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT I 2021

LAWFUL OBAECT — SECTION 23
Q - Must o contract have lowful considenation and shject ?
YES. Unden .23, considenation on ohject is unlawgul 4 :

@ it is FORBIDDEN BY LAW ;
@ Lf«PWnM,LthdDEFEATM#faw;
(3) it is FRAUDULENT ;
@ JM%WW&&WMM;
@ WMWAAJMIMMORAL;&L
(6) it is OPPOSED TO PUBLIC POLICY.
Ana?/w,enuni‘ WM“WWM%W
w VOoID.
M-‘ Awwafmmwm
TA&WMWMMWMMM

This may be srdinary Logal consideration-

MPMW Th&MéﬂWﬂ)W WMM
PR Ty RO
Cmfowmpa/w.- Gheowdal Porokh . MMMMMMW.

PAGE 14/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I ] UNIT I 2021

SIX GROUNDS OF UNLAWFUL OBJECT.

SELTION: 28
E J J J % ! J
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) :
Ferbidden M Fraudulent:| | Tnjuny : || Immenal, : O,p'wdzdto -
| sl
1 : i an ;MMW assessed Y,
focdtig (N EREESE ogreanie’ || inuses & e R
71 hotm Lo applicable e
W W a a M 5”””"5{5 m,a,g Wubl,t
statutory || party legal the
F”"“m!“"" Ay bangoin

Nete 1 :  Exam caubon :

PM&M%’MmtaWWwﬂ%MWwW
a judge diskikes ; WWWW&&WM

Note 2 :

Remember, :© Thy W:MMMWWMLEGAL.




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IT 2021

—e
pr—————

SECTION 24 — PARTLY UNLAWFUL AGREEMENTS.

Q - What if post of the consideration on object is unluuful !
5£oﬁ&n24mmma?awnwa VOID because

unlousful and Lusful parts ane combired, in the statulory
maywern .

_Emf_&;i Awbwghwwwm
bmumﬁ%cazmymtmﬂegd ad‘c'vityinexchangefmm.
WMMMw.waWm%WWWVM

Question : AMWWW“WPW(?W
mdepum,mwthﬂwmuwepamb&éoﬂ?m?

Dwtmg,m/u WAMWWWW Bt Al

LWMWWWWWWW
WMW&W
Dommw@mwmwwmm;
axWWWW&W.

W—A@ methed, :

dwx‘cz ch M%W Abkm?tm 24
Tdenlify each —> | Fi L .
promise . | elements . L"""WW

Refeunce : Indion Contract Act, 88. 23 - 24
" PAGE 16/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT TIL 2021

——

CASE — GHERULAL PARAKH v. MAHADEODAS MAIYA (1959)

%APWWWWWWWM
wagﬂw?mwm AWWWWW%

um?mtﬁme&%uwm.

Tssue : DM&WW«S VOID status under
4. 30 Waﬁmﬁ? make redated contracts TLLEGAL

under, .23 7

Supreme (ot . NO.
| A wagen is void and. wienforceable under 5. 30, but
s M@MWMMMW
b?!aw wnder, 5. 23. Mwﬂ&awmlm?mm
Citatien. . AIR 1959 SC 78I.

———

—
—

-
Punciple : VOID and UNLAWFUL ane -
Jﬁﬂ WWWM p
: =

-

[

.-

i~

-

-

73 5. 30 5. 23
WAGER TLLEGAL OBJECT
I
! : -
VOoIlD UNLAWFUL VOI|D

PAGE 17/30 q.
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IT 2021

HOW DOES A CONTRACT END ?

Q-M&W%Wm&t?

Discharge means the contractual obligations come to an end
W&WWW.
Main neutes :

PERFORMANCE - oageed promises completed

() MUTUAL AGREEMENT - e.9., nsvation , nescission,
E! E. , . . ]
() IMPOSSIBILITY or FRUSTRATION - 5.56 when

estoblished .

BREACH. — sufusal, or failutis, to perform., sometimes allowing

WWW&MWWMWW

OPERATION DENMW - cotain evenls such os death in
Wd—mw M&andwantle?alwlu.

AWWW&MMZ&M%WM.
DISCHARGE
[ I ! I l
PM@ /vu%u IWM?@' 2 gh@wm opgg)m
YIS e i 1 o] S

NOTWWWW.FMWWW -

PAGE 18/30 &




LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT II 2021

PERFORMANCE — SECTION 37

& - What rust contracting pm,twd do ?
Unden 5. 37, parties must PERFORM o% OFFER TO
PERFORM thein m’nm fywmwu wndess ij!o’wm

QWMMWWWAJMWM
Law

Example : AwaM;BWww-
BMWWMMWmeW
terms .

Q_—Wﬁamag!av%ym?
MMC%A.4O,WMM&FMAMMMW
WWMWMM,MWMM&M;
MWW%@WMMWW

&Wm#mmaffzww.
Smdgo’;mﬁm: Wﬁt@mw,mmm
authorvised person perform i 7
Memory :  PERFORMANCE = d"‘”ﬁ' what one  promised

\ W’? to dow. PAGE 19/30 g
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; LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IL 2021

TENDER OF PERFORMANCE — SECTION 38

@—W%WW&W&MWWW

mance ?

—

The law ;wgmm o valid OFFER OF PERFORMANCE,
ﬁ}ff&n called ‘tondern'.

To qualify under 4.33, WWMA&WWMM
made at a mtcma/dpfaw W%%WW

WMWQWMMMMW
RWMWM&W
F&maﬁmbddimw)tﬁmm&{b&aw
EM&:AMWM‘W wanehsuse on
ﬂwwhauwmmm&ﬁmﬁwgfﬂa
wmgwfxmn Apkop%fend% prstect A
W%WWFWWMMNAé

CMW:AWW5%5OWW
znt&mdi.&/eﬂ#waém. Th&sma#nﬁtbe,mﬂid Tender .
Chocklist for o valid tender (5.38)
y l
" J 1] Y

7 + | INSPECTION

PROPER FULL
FJNCOND‘T"’”’"— T | Time / PLAce PERFORMANCE

.
.-
-
-
=
-
-
-
E=
-
-
-
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IO 2021

RECIPROCAL PROMISES — SECTIONS 51-54

_@_-Wﬁatmnecif»wwﬂp)wmim? -
Pwmmpw%u PMWIAW}LM
Lo the osther’s.
Example : A promises to build a woll, while B promises
fo P tht el e
SECTION 51 : If promises must be performed simultancously
a party need not perfoum without the othen being neady
SECTION 52 : Panties’ express a,wmgammt governs crden ;
SECTION 53 : I{ap,wwmmﬁmw' ;
SECTION 54 WWWWW&WWW

R

Premises
(5s. 51-54)
v % ¥
Somudtanesus 7 Sequential 7 Prevention ?

h 4 W ‘]/
P need net perform Follow panties’ 4 Ifapa}dg Pw»mtﬂ
wtzhﬂgut the ether balng express arrangement ; W"M
and willing . othenwvise, ordon follows contract a
MA#(S. 51;‘}1(&"? nature of Transaction . seek compensation, .
(5% 52) (5: 53)

Remember : Timing and pudual dependence matter . PAGE 21/30
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TIME & PLACE — SECTIONS 46-50, 55

® - When must a,fwﬂndaa be f@ﬁfﬁbﬂai 7
If a contract specifies a time and ) begin with these
f«?im/s. Otherwise , 5. 46-50 W%MMM,
W&WW,WW,WWWM
SECTION b5
© If time was intended fo be ESSENTIAL, delay may make
the contract voidable at the promisee’s option .
'IZ{MLMMMMWM,M#MM

autsmatically

may be awvaidable .
EFFECT OF PELAY (s.55)
| _

A J
Time ESSENTIAL. ? Time NOT pssentiol ?

I} v
Centract be Net Waﬁa:ﬂ?, veidable .
premisee’s oplion . Compensation f‘% Lou

ExM'ffb___ A WCMM# venue promises o hall on the wem(‘,:? date ;
'ﬂhdﬁ?amg# be vital.

W:Ammw&t&d,ad Late nequine

Aca?ﬁkgaa&db Pbyﬁﬁﬂwuwb con a daim compensation ;
WWW%WMA_SﬁW ’

Mw_: TiME_ESSENTIAL ¢ — possible sption 1o aveid.
NOT pssential 7 —> assess loss and nemediscs. | ppe. 22/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IT 2021

DISCHARGE BY AGREEMENT — SECTIONS 62 -63

SECTHON 62
o Poanties M%MM&NEWWWMWW
( NOVATION), o1 mubually RESCIND ot ALTER the Mrlgina,ﬂ

W.Tmmwmwawﬁm.

Example A and B ague tr mplace o deliverny contract
wétha%'xahadt&mwtagnmmt.

SECTION 63

o The promisec may dafzeme, with oo REMIT Wmca
meﬂy}&xwm;mmwptww
Example : AMM?E,OOOMWIML%%Amt&
acce,nt?%ooo;;nmﬁhfao&m.
o Indian AéBWﬂWWkMMMW
cmcdwa&&nmmmdcwwa?
DMWM&:

[ wnovation || rescission || AiteraTion || REMIssion |

Substitute now || Cancel the Change agreed || Promisee
agreement for on. || oniginal, contract|| toms of the veluntarily releases
earlior 4% by’ agresment. Wafwmt. BIEDs o

_Qj___ii: WMMWWM/‘“M
W or exencised the Atwtum# et PAGE 23/30




LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT III 2021

IMPOSSIBILITY — SECTION 56
Qe ﬁV%ﬂi'éf performance becomes xbnpoyulia 7
Section. 56 has THREE impertanl aspects.
@ Anagnwvw«t to do an act impsssible IN ITSELF

2 A conindt & b an det I DTN becsmes impessible

&%-unfaujhl, tﬁka%?k;aum went the premiser could net
fwuuaenif becomes veid when the event occurs.

(D A promissr who knaw, on sught reasenably to have krown, o

the act was impossible on “*”&uﬂfuf while the promisee
did na%’fvw%f owe Compensalisn . .

Example : a a
i { e SO
may onise .

WARNING : Mm sl M WW,{ th o
amdumwuéy

15 NOT
wa;ully mﬂﬁm contract's FORCE MAJ’EURE dmz,

from statutory puustration .
Leaﬁﬂfﬁt_jﬁnduwnfcaée. ksaé?abhwﬁz gﬁmme V. ﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁb&&ni Bam%ruz.
Section 56

Impessible  Later W Knouwledge
o, Mo il . E'Fg
-aff:ﬁi — vetd on event - compensation

PAGE 24 /30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT 1L 2021

et
—————

CASE — SATYABRATA GHOSE v. MUGNEERAM BANGUR (1454)

Focts : MWWQM&MM&MMW'

um?wwm the Gevewment ;,,% :
the land. . OMFWWMMWW&MW'

* On these facts , the conbract was NOT frustrated. by the
Comparaliy, MYy
M: mmwwwmw
defeated. Hhe promistd performance., nst simply made- it hardon..
Cilation: ATR 195% SC 4.

Idu'% Was it D,t.da,otdubwy Does

et beyond 2| the contrac’s s

control? foundation? apply ?

%

PAGE 25/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IIL 2021

CASE — ALOPI PARSHAD & SONS v. UNION oF INDIA (1‘?60)

FMAWWW@WMW&MW
WW%MWMWMMW
E. !e,g E. E !!. M‘ ‘{‘

Lasue : Could unforeseon hardship pormit the court to rwite
MWW?

Supreme. Cowt : NO, not simply for. thatt reasors
MMU&CM@WWW contractual Toms

Principle : Commencial hardship is not automatically the same

o m,uow&&ﬁj o Wﬁmﬁ&n
Citalisn : AIR 1960 5C 588.
Camwm :
| Satyabats Ghese AMopi. Parshad -
E xomuines fundamznﬂd) Warns W Yualing ¢
gﬁtuﬁt}‘at{@ﬂ unden, 5.56. a bad ba)'?a’m’ ey ik .
new 120)1,3&«.#1,. -
\ &
e .
el ks ‘thﬂg i lw%wn* dves not W mean e
Legally impossible Lo perform’. <
[N
PAGE 26/30 (e




LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IIL 2021

FORCE MAJEURE ws FRUSTRATION

Fist READ THE CONTRACT .

Inmnme Ew% Wa/td:dogv CwME&ot’wty
Commissien, (2017) 14 SCC 80.

SWCWWMMMWWMM
% MW?WMM;&WMW
Approach

EVENT

(E- wa', ﬁ

e % % |
J

Redevant
I__. % W maaww
YE::J:S NO

Interpret the clause : Test 556 (WM)

=
¢
(=
(%
&
o 5 and amd,m.? ;um‘b(gttg,
e
-
b~
£
&
L

Wysﬂmafp&m&e '?fytmm

Mmmwr

Caution :
.Aanéc WMWMMNOTW

Mwmmm matter .
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ACTUAL & ANTICIPATORY BREACH
Q - What is breach of contract ?

Failure v sefusal to perform o binding promise when.

FU%GMWG&MW-
J v
Actual Breach Anﬁw Breach
! l
A parly fails to pergorm Bejore performance is due,
at the due Lime ov during 6 nefuses on
p&‘z?faﬂmcmw. !'W!! y '3!

oh 10 June but- does net
deliver. o that date .

SECTION 3Rk
TMWWMMMEWWW,E#WM

o conduct , the premisee indicales acquiescence in its centinuation .

Example : On iJW,AW%BMI‘}WWWW

on 10 June .
Histonical En?(fak case :  Hechston v. De la Toun (1853)
Imperntant : A Wwwmmmwnﬂ&a
Remedies will be studied in Onit IV.

‘-;
.-
-
-
-
-
-
-
(S
=
-
-
-
-
-
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CASE LAW QUICK-REVISION CHART

Principle

A THREAT OF SUVICIDE USED TO
OBTAIN A RELEASE DEED was coerncien
on the case zfm This case is NOT absut
accusations on secial status .

* Rag!uumtk Prasad v.

Sanju Prasad (1924)

Prove a peii to deminate will

. Dewy v. Peek Fwwmwﬁfa&med%
(1889, English) necklossness , net mone ennsr.
. Raffles v. Wichelhaws Two ‘Peanless’ Ajufaé amb«?wtg« meank
(1364,EW) MGMMM
- Ghmalal, Paialh ¥ wagering, contract can be void. withaut
Mahadesdas Masya. (1959) ngmww
- Satgabmémbr TMMWMNOTW
WBW{H54‘) &tizfcmt‘mct; 4.56 yot Litvnal impossibility
. Alspi Parshad. v. WW@MM@MW

Union. of India (1960)

a conbract.

: EM”WMWV. Force mafoune wording digfens from
CERC (2017 fmmam highor coal prices alene
) it
Hochstor v. De la Tour | Clear nefusal before due date can be
(1853, English,) anticipaltory bueach.. 9

2021

FAC TS ,_, JSSUE — HELD ——-> PRWCIPLE —> APPLICATION
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UNIT III — FINAL REVISION

Statute map :
L1373 Constnb:

[ $.14 |——> Free consent.
s$.15 —> (eercion.

s.16 —>  Undue in{buxw&.

5. 17 Froud

[ s6.51-55
5.56

Redfa}wcaﬁ promises and tme fm, Pv%omwnc&
$5.62-63 |—> Diadw-?a b# a?mmt (novation , altewation , nescission).
Practice qruz,atwrw :

o
s.18 |—> M&supw&mtaﬂb%+
5 19-19A)—> Vsidable offects (when consent not free).
55.20-22 |—> Mistake (sf fact and law).
s5.23-24 |—>  Unlawful considenation and aéfzct-
PR — PW and }w{awl to Ww,
=
—

SOWLES - 1 dian Conbact Act, 1872 (official statute).
o (ot decisions studied in these netes.
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