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LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IL 2021
CONSIDERATION A& CAPACITY — ROAD MAP

8. what will we Leonn in Unit T 7

(1) Meaning of consideralion, 5. 2(d).
(2) Fast, present and future consideration..
(3) Rules about valid considenation .
(4) Agreements withoul consideration: 4. 25
(5) Privily of contract and its exceplions.
(6) Capacly fo contract : 45. 11~ 12.
(7) Agreomonts with minss and theor effects
(8) Lmpodont judicial decisions:

VALID CONTRACT

|
it I

% Note: Seclions nfon fo the Indian Contract Act, 1872
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WHAT IS CONSIDERATION ?

& . Define considenation under 5. 2(d).
IVLWZLMM considenation s the act, Pﬂmuwa’v
W“WM"’W{”&W

X Section 2(d):
mmw&mbymwmmvomgn

PERSON, but it must be dene AT THE DESIRE OF THE
PROMISOR .

¥ Example 1:
A promises B ?5001{;Bupauwzqéb¢c#c&.
—> B4 nepain is considenalion for As promise.
*An&fﬁmemnm&:
Awmmﬁ&awmm%ﬁwmwd
ameunt.
— Wwbmw&mmm

¥ Imp&'utcmt:

¥ Fewuda:
(PW+MW?WM6XW:WW.

X However:
WWWMWWW

SP PR ETREYY
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ELEMENTS OF SECTION 2(d).

Q - How do we identify consideration ?

Step 1 : Féndtﬁe/n}wmm-—wha WWW?
Step 2 : Idu% the act, abstinence o1 counter-promuise.

Step 31 Auk whether it was dene at the promisers desire. o

Step 4 : Mwhe%wdmdww%mww
WWW?/W

Example :

;440,?4, IIMWW:‘F&WO%WWWW-’
Bdw?mdémmﬂﬂ%uutedi.

A:P»mm AWMB . B:P}’W
(makes the promise) l (does the act)

The nequest matlens : mmdy dm’nga«wégua&tfﬂ“bm
Mmmwmmwwmmuw.
% AT THE PROMISOR'S DESIRE s the central test.

PAGE 03 | 30
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PAST CONSIDERATION

- Can an earlien act hbe considenation ?

In Indian law, 4. 2(d) includes on act thatl
‘HAS DONE’ at the mmu desine .

i‘*‘@

m—

* WMWWMMW%WW PAGE 04 [ 30

Exmu'pfa:
*AMBtaﬁzpawwdwnuﬁedM
* Bfwfmm,ot
* AW,AW&WTL,OOOWM
* BAMWFWWme&W
but at A’s desine . <
[ A asks Bllo 2 (A oftowards | &
: B/ﬁz?mmx,t , <
a =2 e to
pofitge s i 5 e Sl
Distinguish 'U' : :
% I ob Al gate witheut /mzxudt the resudt
rwidd W‘"PW w«dﬁ B2512), ni"t{fan aulemalic assumplion :
MWWMWMVMWWW -
werds : -
% HAS DONE = past act. :
Question for rursion -
-
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PRESENT AND FUTURE CONSIDERATION

* PRESENT / EXECUTED :
acw}otzd.
— E’m_'nﬁéb;-' At A's nequest, B pays é‘:SOoiwmwdiafdy

MMM?&,gma,book-

* FUTURE / EXECUTORY :
pmﬁuwww&WW-
—  Example : A promises to deliven 20 chains next week ;
Bp'wwwwdtopa# ddwm#
TMWWMWW

) )

PAST PRESENT FUTURE

—

=

=

(=

.-

T

* Important : -
MMWM net whethen the contract @
-

[ =

-

i~

L =

L 8

L

MWMW

*Ewm,'naﬁa'ntlﬁ:
State 5. 2(d) W,WWXPWMMMM
e/mmflw.

P—
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ESSENTIAL RULES OF CONSIDERATION
Five checks fm valid considernalion :
D At the desine of promissr (s.2(d)).
@ May mm?{)m,mmnmea%amthmpﬂm-
@) Must be real , net Musory

® Should be lawful .
® Need not be adeguate , but must hawe legal value .

Example : AW%&OOO{maMﬂMBW
e make. TMWWM}WWW
%mmﬂ(mwmﬁ%m%m

Caulion : Anwwwmmpw

Pl % CHEUNEN ST A

consideralion

&

[ =

&>

P

-

| o
‘SMV‘AM%:LWW‘{WZ’M -
'guﬂ’,{d@noy’ and. [M{%M): the ,&w) asks whether :
Lowful consideration Wtﬁ}md&n&fn&ﬂnaﬂﬂy <
' -

=

=

€=

&=

=

&

&=

L2

| Considenation must

. \L_ y W _] vll \L ‘
@) (2) (3) 4 (5)
AtWM og ’”.“""‘*f'm Must be real,| | Shewld be Need net be

prrmices phromast ol ‘ wale , but
Of(g, g(d)) anether person. M % m }:a,v*&
l_&ﬂ value .

PAGE 06/30

Revisisn question : Whe nequested the act 7
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AT THE DESIRE OF THE PROMISOR

= qu/txia the promisers )wq((mt ne,cma/u?j
Section 2(d) ﬁeczruuws the act abdmnc&%phm te
WMMWWM&’LA desine .

AbWWmMannﬁmﬁmﬂéf
Example A : R%WMMQPMMMM
WMMWM

Hmm&kuﬂz%cw&twlcma{@mﬁbn-
Exm@fz&B: Witheut Raj's neguest Mmpmﬁwmd

on hern swn.

Razf laten thanks her .
ﬂamﬂaladmmmmﬁanatﬁi 5dum

Decision Chont
Promiser. nequested it ?J/
y
YES NO
v Y
Consider Examine .j
sad(d)s 5. 25 exceplions,
¥ -

WWW DMganmadv. Baddes

PAGE 07/30
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CASE — DURGA PRASAD v. BALDEO (1880)

Facts :  The plaintiff spent money consbuicting shops in a
manket amﬁmmmegm Collecto .

A{;tmmrda Afw;:kufsz,wwm&dhm@mmmn

Held :  NoO. mmmwmmﬂm@ka@
memmmmwmw

earlieon act.

Le?aﬁw Undern 4:2(d) , consideration must meve
at- the DESIRE OF THE PROMISOR , net rvww%«
at the /wgu.wt 0& o thind person.

Application : * Whenewer o case includes earlien sewices,

W w&% WHO R{:’GZUESTED e s
[Em seurces — Id.u% who}wguu&da

J b
Requested b Ruiuwtad b No Bauzst
Promiser f Wl’pvwoc:{ gm
d !
Can be Net considernation Not
considonation  (unless ol promison’s consideration
desine )
ﬂmwgm sz,f«ttowmwumtwwg/a MFHW
/ $ el PAGE 08/30
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CONSIDERATION FROM A THL.RD PERSON.

Q - MMML%#WWW considenation ?
e NO.  Section 2(d) says 'WWOR
ANY OTHER PERSON’.
Thﬂuf&u, Indian law ,w:agmu considenation WHM
%ammmmw.
Example :

AWW@BmBBWfO A's
dtngCmaﬁ&wam. A%

A supplied considenation , while Cis the intended
s
Hewewrer, DO NOT CONFUSE - this with the )u?}ut to sue.
Two Diffevent Ideas
3 I )

asks : :
WHOmW WHOJZaFa)lt?fOW
consi o ? g and
M? may
l

:_I___Wd case Chmma?a V. RMMW-

Remember, : A STRANGER TO CONSIDERATION is net
g mce/ysafu% a Abwnda,u to the conbuact.

PAGE 09/30
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CASE — CHINNAYA v. RAMAYYA (1882)

Facts : AWW FMWI&MWM'
Aépmﬁjmmm,mwm to
P%Mamwtg to the weman's sisler .

mau-f%wmrmmmmpmww

property
Tusue : Can consideration move from, someons othen than
WW&?

Held - IW'MWWWW%WWW
]wmu OR ANY OTHER PERSON under 6. 2(d).

Legal principle : & poson'naed st poenally supply %
mmmmwwmummtmwz
xiéa,faa)ui#. |

Note :  This decision is discussed with the wider mﬁm
%/MMW,M@M%@%I&MWW
AM?MQM#WMILM&.

E xam de :
Wa (1882) M.C. Chacke
e/xf&ulrw SOURCE enplains  PRIVITY OF
of consideration . CONTRACT.

I |
v

| Remember both rules togethen.

PAGE 10/30
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ADEQUACY OF CONSIDERATION

Q#MWM&WMV&M?

A= Qenmaﬂ#,l_\(___g
Section. 25, Explanation 2 states that inadeguacy alone

Example = A voluntarily sells 0. valuoble old. bicyele 1o B for
T100. A court does not automatically cancel the bargain
Wwf#bmmmmm. ‘

BuTt Lm@mcgwbam&daﬂwﬁmdw?wﬂdﬁm
consent was '

7S
Dx}stin?wb@_;
( ADEQUACY | [ surFiczency 4
= much 9 = 15 thow Wul.? W
o e J | necognised as considenation?|

In examinations , wiite that considoration must exist and,
bew;ﬁnwdnﬂbammww.

Lowf}wmmz,#mcmidmﬁm.

é@mnmm:&mtmmmwwm%wmwm

PAGE 11/30
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REAL AND LAWFUL CONSIDERATION
W= &J@MW@MM@WWW@W

C&ﬂd&i&h@ﬁké; ?
A promise must be genuine , with value, and the obj

N i et §f 8 pois o il tiing
Example 2

A promises pa?wnant ﬁ%a an Lﬂk?aﬂ act L Yo faw will

net er7ﬁ9¢ce-,¢uzii a bau%%ain, nmeaeéy, becawse money was
éfxauwgaée 5 4

A promises an ac pAggﬂkfi%?: ényaa&ulih ﬁ%anm the start —

examine S. 56 and the cincumstances ; do net teal it as

an Gﬂuiénxvﬁ%, e»véaacaaluk, exclu%mgpa-

celovant P
o) e £k%$ne4 consideration .
5003 : Dmmwwmamma%t
s : Deals with aéyww;nzniz withoul censidenation .

Idtﬁvwawﬁ%m&dew,

wawW?
v l v
B iy
Valid  considenation Not valid considenation
{fcww 4;21ﬁa¢). on ﬂuaiywund).

PAGE 12/30
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-

SECTION 25 — GENERAL RULE
Q - Is o promise enforceable withoul considenation ?
Genenal swule © An aﬁmmﬂnt made without consideration is
VoID, WM to the Ammy Mcszw"é
This is sften semembered. as ‘ No considenation, no contract’,
but the phase has impertant exceplions .
Thuee _express exceplions in 8. 25 :
0, WWEnMWWWMMM%nM
love and aWM beltween nean relatives.
@ PWEC&M,D&W{MWMFM uafun,tcwza«&ts%
acts the promissn was fegaﬁ:f cwd(aﬂe to do.
® 5{?’“’0‘ wriler.  promise * to poy o time - barned, debt .
Funther, netes::
'Thua&ddyﬁfgcftd Mwaﬂgmadeanﬁtaﬁuted.
o Mene x'mw{u}uacy c% considenation is not bg Mﬁdf fafaﬁ.
Test unden Section 25
W.itheut censidernation

v
5."{25
e Daes it within NO
g W aﬂg %ﬁ&n ¢ J/
Examine and Sotisfy Ondinanily
the conditions of veid.
the nelevant exception.

PsPPRPRPRERERLPRERYTYY

PAGE 13 /30
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SECTION 25(1) — LOVE & AFFECTION

Conditions must be AM'M %&ﬂl% :
@D Premise is @xpwmd in WRITING .

() It is REGISTERED under the applicable negistration law.

@) Panties stand in o NEAR RELATIONSHIP.

@ Piomise is made on account 05, NATURAL LOVE AND
AFFECTION .

Eﬂﬂ’ A written WMM%W% ‘tﬁe&u&n' Mym

Caution :  Being nelotives dses net au ' establish,
:ﬁﬂézzbw,,cuui an ol pﬂanu:zﬂzjaﬁ:ﬁ%inaugA,ﬁbt‘ﬂhb
exceplion. Do nst neplace any condition with a ?W
stoatement Like 'M promises one bz’na&'ng’.

Practice : A tlls o cousin, ‘T will give you T1 fokh'
Which mmﬁ f%mm are missing ?
PAGE 14/30
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1

SECTION 25£2) & 25(3).
EXCEPTION 2 — WM%&%@MVM Ak
Awmmm,waw,&pmmm
Mw""‘y VM%WWWM?' WWW"MW
something the promissr was legally compellable to do, moy be valid.
Example : A,fim{a B's lost punse and netunns it . Ba?ffz)awaﬁdé
promises a reword .
A%I S. 25 (2) ,&e,cagn[g,gd that au@wiw to
compensate A maybam&d,mtkm%/qmmmm&gd
WEMMWWW)bWWMWM
V Ly .

Mtd?

EXCEPTION 3 — Time-barned debt
AW&WMMM%aMtEM%MW
may be valid % made un WRITING and SIGNED b# the deblen
ma%m%@dagm.

compensale may be valid m%/mm f?m
Aveid : AHWMW@M&M-WMQMVW.

PAGE 15 /30

-—
Note : The old debt's sriginal limitation issue does not disappeor; g
the signed. promise s the spenative basis. -
Section 25(2) & 25(3) — Keg Points z
| -

v %
5. 25(2) 5. 25(3) &
Past va&mzta}? act Tm~bai/wd debt :
J’ Promise must be in -
&
-
L




LAW OF CONTRACT - I [ UNLT II 2021
GIFTS AND CHARITABLE PROMISES
Rule :  Section 25, Exfalamazﬁiml WMWMM'
A WWWW&bWW@W@
Mu M

CHARITABLE SUBSCRIPTIONS :

a legal obligation.
Case 1: Kedarnath Bhattacharji v.- Gowe Mahemed. (1886).
A &MM%WWWWW
ﬁawwbmmmmmmdmydp&m-

Case 2: Abdul \Aziz v. Maswm Al (1914).

A wwwwawwwmmw
MWW&WWM&MMLQAW

Compore

incuwned. ot request + ne duch action

i&__@__r TWMMMMM.

PAGE 16]30
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PRIVITY OF CONTRACT

Q - Whatl does ‘privity’ mean ?
,aﬂlaca,PARTY fomm&actmanfmcexl&m.

AwaMthwmﬂgmmmdbc
because the contract weuld szf{t that penson.

Example : A promises B that A will pay C ¥ 1,000.
Cunetmmaawa# entitled &MAMW
such agreement. Check for on applicoble exception .
DW csz
(1) PRIVITY OF CONSIDERATION :
Whe W the - considenation
In India, itm&mmm&mm%&ﬂmpm-

(Z) PRIVITY-OF CONTRACT :
WMM%WM#@WWW?
U/wall? the panties Aul?ut to Mcogm'M exceplions

Distinetion :

— SWfomM%WM&awMW?PW.

= Sbwm?mfo mot?mmaymadmummm
claim .

Leading Supreme (ourt cade :
M.C. Chacks v. State Bank % Thavancore .

PAGE 17/30
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CASE = MhCCHACKD v. STATE »BANIE (1969).

Facls : AWM ?wmmfw(a,bank M.AW'
me@mmmt&bmw
bwwmwmmmwm
PAM.

Lssue : demmam%f&%mw;
mmmw,@m,ijw?

Suprere Cowd hdd : The deed did NOT cwate a charge
MW%WEM.TMMWMaMM

Wwﬁd.
Principle A third persen genenally cannst enforce
a conbrack , subject lo necognised exceplions such a4
Citation : (1969) 2 SCC 343.
Study nete DOMMMMM-W

bensficianics may sue. Ask i the panticulan exception.
4 PraEs d. PAGE 18/30 Q
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EXCEPTIONS ToO RRIVATY

TMWWAMWWMW'

w an s cwealed
s b o s T e

. FAMILY OR MARRIAGE ARRANGEMENT :

benefici a ' e
AT N AR L O GRS

. ASSIGNMENT
Am&}ia&ig.nw MWWMW;
Mjutbfmmmwfm
AGENCY -
Where \ain authovised. agent contracts for o principal , The
B B R SRS T G O e

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OR ESTOPPEL :

SPeoia,f {a,cts suppert Wmt whene F«wmm
MWJ?MMMW,MA,WJ’WbM.

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
<
.
o
-
9
F-
&

_ffééf Mﬂw’“t#«_ M.C. Chacko . PAGE 19/30 j
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CASE — KHWAJA MUHAMMAD KHAN (1910)

et

Facts W@W,WW—m-WWM
WtoMmWWameM.
SWGJ'MMMWWWQMM.
W/\MW stopped AMWWWWM
Signed. the decument.

Lssue : Could the intonded beneficiany enferce the settlement 7

P/‘u'gg Council : YES, (on " these W

P/drwif)féi Aba%’daf%maiud%&n?wwm?zm
%C/'Mgémﬂ#hawenfmczaé&)u’ghamm
M?apaatytathzinwwmmt.

Exam caution : Damtwwwfmw'nﬁf%@w&%w&

M. Compare M.C.M,MMMW

PAGE 20/30

Case : Noawab KW Muhammad Khan v. Nowab Husaini Begum-
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CAPACITY — SECTION 11

Q - Who can enter into a valid centract 7

—

Section 11 nequines o pewson to be :

(1) of the age of majority according to applicble Low
(2) of SOUND MIND uﬁwncmz‘/wdén?; and
(3) NOT DISQUALIFIED from. contracting by any law to which

COMPETENT PARTY
) | !
Majo Sound mind No legal disqualification

M: AnMWWMWWW&M
%%Mf'“ Y w ty neq x
Cautien : CM 6 net the same as FREE CONSENT.
Anadattma?mwfad% MMMWMW
Question in problems : Wa,sﬂwpmat?camf:dentmﬂwwwmt
dateandatﬁwﬂ)mafagﬁumt?

Seunce :  Indian Centract Act, 1872, 45. 11 and 12

PAGE 21/30
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SOUND MIND — SECTION 12

g Wtiaamnand@w@g?
A person must be capable sf UNDERSTANDING the agreement
and of M”? a RATIONAL JUDGMENT about how it
aﬁuts szmm,dmm%mﬁit.
Example 1: A person who endinarily - experiences mental
Mwmgwnﬁadm?awwd%m
AW?MBMM%M.
WW&MWWM@
Mmmaﬁwmtmgadﬁemeﬁuﬂ

M: The low examines the PERSON'S CONDITION AT THE TIME,

——

net Mffy a flabel o dw?mw -
=
[ DAt B G -
+ .
Ratienal Judgmwt % it eﬁe&f? :
.
Y}]:'/S ;\(J’o <
- N a
Sound - mind nequirement I8k damdsmiml -
Mmf&d' at that time. =
-
A&%.‘,id MP@ the .M Ca)wfwff? PAGE 22 [30 :
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|

WHO IS A MINOR 7

UNIT II

Q - Whal is the usual agaof_wywt#_mInm?

Under the Indian Majorily Act, 1875, the genenal age
£ 18 years .

Apmnbmlgma,MiNOK{MtAmmA}w#
WM—WFMW

Und%/.s.liaf{thz Indian Centbract Act, a minor i
n&twwbtmmm.
Exam:Pf&: R%’WIT’WCDWW?

Z 50,000 .
AAWJWMMBM,MM an erdinary
aduwlt lsan.

IW: Demtwum&mmm’éfa&&da&mbb&w
mcuwwﬂymkcdﬂw,ﬁ&m%fouwb&
ReMM?Mm:
@ H&w&ummwmmaﬁmmmm?
@ WM&{MW%M{MWW’A
b:w;fit?

PAGE 23/30
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———

CASE — MOHORI BIBEE v. DHARMODAS GHOSE (1903).

Facts : DWQM&,&W,MWMM

to secune a loan. TA&WZWWW&W

aW.TMWWWMW,

Privy Council held : NO.
: A runoi o us net mufb&nt under 5. 11 ;
the agmmmt was VOID FROM THE BEGINNING
(veid ab initio).

-

Impertont Itmmmwzéu,wmmmmmm
could latern chosse to cancel .

This s the mmm&’té
WWWW

—
-

-

=

=

=
AWWJBWMﬁWWM&W%W :
-

-

&

.~

S

Conthact with this case, then separately examine
and appropriote nestitutionany nelief.

PAGE 24 /30
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CONSEQUENCES OF A MINOR'S AGREEMENT.

1. A minsn's Mdumy contractual a?AumMIf s VOID AB INITIO —
2. It cannst AWM become bmdu@ f/uwugh Later /mﬁ{tcailm
after majorily . A fush enforceable Wt nequines

appropriate Jawful basis and. conditions.

3-Ammo¢gmﬂwﬂ%doun&tmmmn%wm
Wdhaﬂotywwlybyéwmaw
4. WWWW“WW BENEFITS &1

NECESSARIES ; examine the specific nule, not the werd ‘void’
alene .

b J
_l/g_@ Veidable
1) J
nemwmg mmttgapwm
under law .

MAI&MA%MMHWMWMMaM
valid adult lean mmdg &CWWFMWWIS.

(ore cost: Mohow Bibee. PG 2530

20 2 2 822 22%22%9%°° %Y
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MINOR’S MISREPRESENTATION & RESTLTUTION

Q"%&Www‘lmw’,mwmm
bsnihatt Walidsiur g

A minonis logall incopacity genrally cannst be removed
ﬂwkuuppai o false statements of age. But the courd
WW coniidey REeSTLTUTLON. : hestoring Amz{&u‘é
Mfww,mmaﬁam&ﬂzgdm.

Leading case :

Khan Gul v. Lakho Singh , AIR 19285 Lah 609
Inadwwammwwm

MWM&MWMM,WFMBM considened

5%0%4%, 1963, 5- 33 °
M-A#be/wﬂwant ts resteration. when g instument is

AW !.!.U e
'CWW{

o Nolarprialy o Gniplabie peptt, Ghot

oezpowfafz&)w,&ef.

PAGE 26/30

-
>
-
e
.-
-
-
.-
e
-
=
&=
®-




o

LW OF 'CoNTRBCE 5B bl UNET T 2021

NECESSHRIESM'_—' SECTION 68
@ - Who paq/sji&'u necessonies uﬁpﬁxzd to o minst ?
Section 68 allows aWaﬁWaﬂﬁdtDW
person’s candc&mm% to cMﬁWMWW |
P’wpﬂlzy &5— mwinwfab& 95; cwubaaotwug
The sude alse covers W’u?}mw whem the
f:nCa,Pa&& poson w ,ﬂegaﬂ? hound t&’AUPPG’Lt.

I@M:Iﬁd&%mtmmwmwﬂﬂ?fiab&

Luwbygmmmmatmﬂ?mm&m

CW:
= Ondinarny minsns leon Geruune necessoues
Veid contract Possible reimbunsement
the miner's estate
wnder 4. 68.

Cwmﬁu& En?%h case
Nash v. Inman (1908), where fashisnable clothes were not
ostablished as necessanies because the miner was abwa.dy
R 2 atdg, PAGE 27/30
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WHEN CAN A MINOR BENEFIT?

Do nﬂm%uwwyiomdﬁmmw%w%m&%

Lo recene fega[ BENEFITS .

(1)

—

(2)

—

(3) Unden 's. 184

*)

d&u?md?fmthat miner's W

Agumdimcmwmdémumf%a, nding transadion

mam’éwmlewmﬂ ,?fo’v

NECESSITY OR BENEFIT.

Case :  Suikakuilam Subrabum
& P)u'v? Council', 1948)

v. Kuma Subba Rao

discusses CWW%@CWWWM

{a’ua,nu}m'zs bam;fot

of the Indian Centract Act, a minor

may act as an AGENT aﬂth&ugkmtwpméb& to the

Wnﬂmma&dﬁagmwﬁ.

Under S.BO%WIWIL wabmaﬁipﬂot,a,m
may be admitted to the BENEFITS %PWW with
WW&%WPWMM,MWL@MFW.

—_—

Key distinctisn : Rem?szm

1 not the same as

burdens .
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CASE LAW QUICK-REVISION CHART

CASE RULE

Dw:ga. Prasad v. Baldeo Act dene at the Wz desine
(1880) 15 3&9& considenation .

Chmnay’ a v Ra,mmﬁa, Consideration come {)WW a
(1882) thirnd Wmag

Kedarnath Bhattacharji A premise made for chonrity , when
V- Gerie Mahomed (1886) | acted upen, c)mtima, Legoll Liability

Abdul Aziz v. Masum Al Abmpww,tamakea.d&naﬁan

(191%) is_nat enforceable.
M-C. Chacko v. State Bank | Rule of privity applies ; exceptions
(1969) must be shown .

Khwa}a, Muhammad Khan | A ma&fua?e settlement mmtm? a
V- Husaini Begum (1910) chmg& 5 znfmmb(f;.
Mehou Bibee v. Dharnmedas | An ag}ummf b# a minsn 15 veid

Ghese (1903) ab initio
Khan Gul v. Lakha Singh Mirw’nd’#, mishepresentation and
(1928) nestitution are distinet .

Srikakulam SMWm A Wm can enten into o
v. Kuwia Subba Rao (1948) Wm contract fm the miner .

CASE METHOD = Focts — Tssue > Held — Pinciple —> Application.
PAGE 23/30 :
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UNIT II — FINAL RECAP & PRACTICE
Staﬂ% map :

T e ! ) l
(72(&) o 2 B0 R 5. 25 5. 68 \\
Considenation | | Competent | | Sound Lawful No censideration| | Necessanies | @
Practice questions :

Ex.)p&:m consideration and its Kinds .

Exfnfam' T A5 @mfﬂm .

Dxﬁvw ate W”tj' j crpﬁ contract and P’”"*‘téf J % considenation .
Explain M.C. Chackes and )w:o?mwuf exceplions.
Discuss minorn'’s W with Mshsv Bibee.

What is seund mind unden 5. 127

Can a minev be Liable {M necessanies !
@Exinfam'a»mm Bmwwfymw on and restitution .
Discuss ?ua)uitan Dansactions fm bemfct .

Seunces ﬁmcdg:

Tndian Contract Act, 1872.

Indian MW Act, 1875 .

—>
—> Indion Partronship Act, 1932
> Judicial decisions listed in these notes .

CISICIGISIOIOIC

\’

END OF UNIT I — KEEP REVISING
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