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Essential elements of a valid contract sec 10

Here are some key elements of the valid contract. Picture: Key elements of the right contract 1. Proposals and acceptances are generally contracted to unfold when one party's offer is accepted by the other. Acceptable offers should not have any qualifications, and of course. The proposal must be clear, absolute,
complete, and finally it should communicate with the proponents. The offer, once accepted, becomes a contract or agreement. Proposals and adoption must be 'idem a consensus ad', which means both sides must agree on the same thing in the same terms, such as Wills's identity or the consistency of the mind. 2. The
intention to establish a legal relationship with the parties must establish a legal relationship between them. The agreement of social nature, since they do not consider legal relationships, is not a contract. For example, if a father fails to give the promised pocket money to his daughter, the daughter can not sue the father
because it is purely domestic agreement. Therefore, it is clear that all agreements, which do not result in legal relationships, are not contracts. 3. The ability to enter into a contract, if there is an agreement between the parties who are sufficiently competent to enter into the contract, then the agreement becomes a
contract. 4. Genuine and free consent is another important element of valid contract. The agreement must be made with the consent of the free party. The contract will be void in the event of a reciprocal error. Upon consent of the unfair method, the contract is voided. 5. The purpose of the lawful object of the Agreement
should be lawful. Must not be illegal or immoral or against public policy. It is legal unless it is prohibited by law. When the object of the contract is not legally, the contract is voided. 6. To consider legally, something in return is considered of all contracts, the agreement must be supported by consideration. It has to be
legitimate and real. 7. Certainty and feasibility of the performance of the agreement, which means uncertain, or if the agreement cannot be made sure, is considered void, the T&amp;C of the contract should always be sure and cannot be vague. Any uncertain contract is void. The terms of the agreement must be effective
and should not enforce impossible actions. 8. Legal legal formalities, if necessary for a specific agreement, such as writing registration, they must comply. Writing is needed to influence the sale of leases, mortgages, gifts of real estate, etc. Registration is necessary in such cases, and legal formalities in the relevant law
should be strictly followed. Infographic on 8 key elements of the correct contract image source: This article was written by Abhay Pandey from K.S. Saket P.G. College and Aksshay Sharma, according to the certificate. In the introduction to the draft law: contracts, petitions, comments and articles from LawSikho.com The
definition of the contract in simple terms, the contract refers to when the parties enter into writing an agreement with certain obligations (contracts), which are carried out by such parties, and when such a written agreement is legally enforceable, it becomes a contract. Legally enforceable means that when an agreement
is granted legal authority for party-only and a violation of those obligations will attract legal action, including all contractual disputes. The Contract Stipulated Agreement is a legally enforceable agreement[i] An agreement is a settlement between the two parties, which have commitments or contracts that both parties must
abide by. When such an agreement is legally binding, it becomes a contract. Therefore, the agreement consists of a reciprocal agreement in which the parties must fulfill the contract. The contract is reversed when both parties must process something for the other party. Pollock- All agreements and contracts enforced by
law are Salmond contracts, a contract to create and impose obligations between two or more individuals, whose rights are acquired by one or more to act or endure on the part of others. Anson- The rule of contract is a branch of the law that determines the circumstances in which the contract is legally binding to the
parties doing it'. Now, after reviewing the definition of the contract, we can say that - contract = agreement + enforcement illustration: contract B for the purchase of cement 10 bags of some quality for 1 rupee 00,000 rupees, in this case, the contract of B is to provide A with 10 bags of cement, that quality is only a
contract, and the contract of A is to pay Bs.1, 00,000 rupees, in this case both have to do something for others, so it is a case of contracting each other. Charity is not a case of reciprocal contracts, because the people who do charity do not expect anything in return. Contracts in India are mainly subject to the Indian
Contract Act, 1872 (Contract Act) consists of the basic elements of the contract and several general rules that apply to the contract. It does not impose any positive duties on the parties quite, it specifies various formalities regarding the contract. The importance of the contract is valid, Article 10, the state conditions
required for the contract to take effect. Proposal: First of all, there must be an offer from either party, without the offer can not be made. However, in some cases, this principle cannot be applied. For example, Mulla talks about situations where proposals cannot be tracked and accepted, such as trade agreements reached
after several rounds of negotiations. Therefore, the offer by A to B must be accepted by B only. Acceptance in ad-idem: Thirdly, although acceptance is important, but there must be consensus ad-idem consensus, ad-idem consensus refers to a meeting of the mind. This means that the parties should accept the terms of
the contract in the same sense, so the parties must have the same understanding of the terms of the contract, such as A, contracting with B to purchase rice. Now A needs a special type of rice, but B thinks it is normal rice. But there is a lack of mind-and-mind meetings between the two sides. Meeting of minds about the
type or quality of rice Similarly, if A contracts with B to buy shares, What that means is a stake in the company, while B understands that it is his livestock (farm animals). In this case, the understanding is not in a similar sense, the parties must have the ability to contract under the law under which they are subject, for
example, they must have the legal ability to consider the contract for the performance of the contract must be considered. What is provided for the performance of the contract from both parties to the contract In addition, the purpose and consideration of the contract must be lawful. Free consent under Section 10 of the
Contract Act Contracts are contracts if they are made by free consent. This means that the contract must enter into the force of the parties themselves and without being forced or deceived. Must be intent on entering into a legal relationship. The certainty of the contract must be absolute and not ambiguous and vague
(Section 29) the Contract shall not be expressly declared void (Section 10 of the Contract Act). Offers, offers and acceptances and acceptances are the basis of the contract. There is no contract unless there is an offer and the offer must be accepted. The accepted offer becomes a contract[iv] Offers and offers will be
used simultaneously. This proposal is used in British law while the proposal is used in Indian law. The proposal is the first thing for the formation of the contract. The person who made the proposal is called the Proponent/Proponent, and the person who made the proposal called The Proposal/Proposal Chitty on Contracts
defines the offer as an expression of a willingness to make a contract with the intention to be binding on the person who is made as soon as it is accepted by the person who has been accepted by the person who has been fixed. The proposal means a willingness to do something (positive action) or not to do something
(negative action) on it. Be aware that if you do not make an offer to accept the other party, it cannot be construed as an offer under the Contract Act. The offer must be made to the object of receiving a good response from the intended recipient. Therefore, there may be 'positive' or 'negative' actions that proponents may
be willing to do. The pointer on the proposal must communicate with the proponent. The mode of communication may be possible, but it should be reasonable. The proposal must be clear, specific and capable of understanding. The proposal should be lawful and do nothing illegal. Offers can be expressed or implied[v] A
quick offer is a verbal proposal, while the implied offer is inferred from the conduct of the proponent. Implicitly, the proposal is important, is the proponent intent on making the offer? The offer can be revoked at any time before it is accepted by the intended recipient. The offer must be made with the intention of being
accepted there. The contract consists of an offer and acceptance of the offer. When these two conditions are satisfied, there is a contract, and when both parties must complete the relevant contract, it becomes the situation of the reciprocal agreement. The Contract Act defines the proponent as Promisor and the person
who accepts the offer as the contract[vi], clicks the offer above and the invitation to propose. An invitation for someone else to make an offer is not an offer within the meaning of the offer under the Contract Act. Sometimes a person may not make an offer to sell his goods, but make a statement or act in such a way that
another person is offered to him. This is an invitation to propose such situations in general, including price contest ads that show expressions of interest. (EoIs) and Auctions In the case of the auction, when the bidder starts bidding by bidding, it is basically for others to make him offer with an amount in addition to the
minimum price, which the bidder has announced. Similarly, when a floating company tenders for building construction, it generally asks others (builders) to make a proposal by bidding for construction. This is because the offer is an offer to buy and there is no offer to sell. Acceptance, as previously stated, the second step
in the formation of the contract is to accept the offer. Acceptance means that when the person who made the offer has given his endorsement of the offer. - Section 2 (b) of the Contract Act Once the offer is accepted and accepted, such is communicated to the offer, the parties are bound by the relevant promises. As
with the proposal, even acceptance can be revoked before acceptance communication is reached to the proponents of [vii]. Is the effectiveness of the proposal in ignorance of the proposal, saying it is not acceptable. Therefore, the action made a number of acceptances, but admitted that the proposal was not known, it
was not a valid acceptance. According to Lalman, Shukla v Gauri Dutt (1913)[viii] the defendant boy disappeared. The prosecution was sent to search for the boy. Meanwhile, a missing post was released by the defendant. He promised to pay a certain amount of money to those who met the boy. The servants were
unaware of the proposal, succeeding in finding the child. When he discovered that such an offer existed, he asked for consideration, but the same thing was rejected. The court ruled in favor of the defendant by holding that the plaintiff was unaware of the offer and thus making the contract not amount to acceptance. The
pointer about acceptance should be absolute and unconditional (unconditional) and must be made while the offer is being confirmed. Acceptance of an offer can be expressed or implied, such as acting in a manner that means acceptance, such as if the watch is taken by someone for testing before making a final
purchase and the person makes this pledge to implicit acceptance. Acceptance must be communicated reasonably, or if it is necessary to communicate through appropriate media, such as phone calls, mail, WhatsApp messages, automatic email replies, if without exception, traditional acceptance through posts or letters.
If the acceptance is intended to be passed through the post, it will be deemed acceptable when the acceptance letter is posted and out of reach. However, with the advent of instant communication, such as phone calls, the offer was accepted when the proponent heard the acceptance on his part. Acceptance or
communication accepted by a third party or stranger is not a valid acceptance. If the contract mentions a specific person who accepts the acceptance communication, it is deemed valid if made to that person only. Acceptance can be either express or may be implied by conducting in a reasonable manner that indicates
acceptance, such as offering B to sell his watch for 1,000 rupees and lending it to his satisfaction. b. In turn, pawn or sell anyway. Act B is executed based on the correct number of acceptances, such as in a sales contract. Contract considerations will take place when Person A makes an offer to another person B, when
the offer is accepted by another person, it becomes an agreement. Consideration refers to the value defined for the performance of the contract. It doesn't have to be money, however, it should be something that has been agreed by the parties and is worth something. Typically, contracts without consideration are void.
The exception of this rule, as specified in Section 25 of the Contract Stipulations Act, is not necessarily sufficient, however, it requires some value. The effectiveness of the act also includes the act of paying. The pointer in the correct consideration must be in the wishes of the promisor, which means that it should come
from a promisor out of his own accordion and not in a third-party instance. Therefore, the legal duty is not considered. Consideration may be: Consideration in the past when a compromiser was considered before the end date of a contract by either party, such as the advance paid. Present consideration scrutinized
immediately upon contract or execution. Therefore, it is called considerations taken. future consideration when considering the payment after the contract. In consideration for the 'construction contract'- building the building will be granted after the contract. Must not be illegal or void or impossible to process. The
consideration is not void simply because it is not enough if it is wanted by the promisor, it must be real, not an illusion. Considerations may be tangible or intangible, such as service efficiency, such as teaching workers. The neutrality of consideration in India, the consideration of the contract may flow from any contract or
any third party that is not a contractual party, as long as it is the wishes of the promisor under Section 2(d) when the wishes of the contract promisor or another person do something or refrain from doing something... Unlike under British law in Twiddle v Atkinson[ix], it is held that the consideration must flow from the
contract, even if it is for the benefit of the plaintiff. British law recognises the premity of consideration of free consent under Section 10 of the Contract Act, which is valid if attended by the consent of the free parties. Section 14 of the Contract Stipulated Free Consent Act due to non-consent under coercion, improper
influence, fraud, misrepresentation and error. General misery that free consent is not untreatable. If consent appears, such elements of the agreement will be void at the option of the party of consent. This section defines coercion as an act prohibited by the India PenalIty Act 1860 or unlawful detention of property or
threatening to do so. Coercion includes all such actions, which are prohibited by India's penal code. It also includes intimidation. Any action prohibited by the code, Section 15, says it also includes detaining a person's property or threatening to detain such property, which would harm another person. Such actions will
amount to coercion only when the action has been committed with the intention of making an agreement. The only threat of bringing a criminal is not an amount to coercion, as it is not per se prohibited by the criminal code, but the threat of bringing false allegations against the object of doing another is coercion, because
false charges are punishable under IPC Section 15, saying that acts that amount to coercion must be the prejudice of another part. This means that the act of coercion must be harmful to another person, so some legal injuries must flow in order that a person can be said to have been prejudiced. This amounts to coercion
of the wife's prejudices. Similarly, she threatened to divorce or take care of his wife, and for this reason she did so to sign a contract, also amounting to coercion of influence. Undue under Section 16, if the consent of a person in a prominent position compared to another person, there is an improper influence. Therefore,
a person must be able to dominate another person's desire to exert improper influence, such as the relationship between the employer and the employee. The relationship between the doctor and the patient 16(2) makes it clear that the dominant position includes situations in which a person has real authority or clear
authority, such as an authority that is not explicitly identified. But it can be easily inferred by sensible men, such as the principal, who has power over his agent. Additional individuals in fiduciary relationships can also control the needs of others (e.g. doctor-patient relationships, relationships between sponsors and clients).
It says that if a contract between the two parties and one of them is in a position to dominate the other's gerry from the other party, and if he uses it to enter into the contract, it will not be unraveled. In other words, those who have the ability to dominate the other party's struggles must prove that the contract does not
come under the influence of a prominent position. Therefore, it speaks to that the burden of evidence is reduced. The first subsection defines the offensive influence as an active by one party against the promise of his dominant position to gain an unfair advantage over the other. The second subsection describes the
situations in which one party to the contract can be said to dominate the other's wishes. Sub-part 3 raises the new presumption that if such a contract arises between a party that can The jet of another contract, then the contract must not be unraveled. Fraud refers to actions made to deceive another person, whether they
are advantageous from another person or because of indiscretions or misconduct against the other party. Under Section 17, fraud can be committed either by one contracting party or by a 3rd party with any compromise of the contracting party or by any representative of the contracting party. What constitutes fraud is
determined by subsection 2 to 5, Section 17(1) states that fraud refers to false statements and that the person makes a false note. Therefore, deliberately make false statements, such as statements that the product is of good quality even if you know that the product is of substandard quality. Similarly, if a person collects

money from people on the pretext of investing in them, then it would be a fraud if he did not invest in them. Corruption also includes the concealment of any facts by the party that is aware of the existence of such facts. Active cover-ups differ from silence alone when trying to ensure that the other party is unable to know
the truth. Section 17(3) contracts made without intent to Section 17(4) and (5) any other actions that are done to deceive the other party, and which laws are specifically categorised as fraud. The above actions will fall under the definition of fraud if they are deliberately done. If the intention is lost, it will be a
misrepresentation. Misrepresentation, when false statements occur by innocence, is unwittingly deceptive, then there amounts to misrepresentation. In misrepresentation, the person who declares the manifesto is innocent and has no intention of deceiving the other party. Despite improper influence or coercion, However,
if it does not appear that it is a tool to make promisor perform the action in question, the existence of coercion, etc. is useless, which means that there must be a close and immediate connection between coercion. and consent, which is not free. If a specific effect is mentioned by a specific factor, the effect must be a
direct result of that cause. In the event that improper influence or coercion is not a tool to make a party act in question, the existence of such factors is useless. It is determined to be intended as an intention to make a deal or a legally binding contract, it means that the parties acknowledge and accept the legal
consequences in the event of a breach of the contract. The intention to establish a legal relationship consists of the readiness of the parties to accept the legal consequences of entering into an agreement. The contract must not be a sport of just idle hours. In addition, Mulla writes it is important to create a contract that
both sides should agree on the same thing on the same terms. So if two individuals make clear contracts about a particular person or ship and it turns out that each person is misled by the similarity of the name there is a different person or ship in his mind, there is no contract between them [xii] capacity under, Section 10
of the Contract Act, the agreement is a contract if it is made among other necessities, without the free consent of the parties who are capable of the contract. The majority of those aged over 18 years old and are conscious and disqualified in any legal contract that the person is subject to are capable of contracting, so
minors or individuals with minds who have not been disclosed cannot enter into contracts or if such person is barred from contraction under the law he is barred from. In such cases, the contract is void, minors: contracts contracted with or by minors void ab-initio, for example, no obligation has occurred since the inception
of [xiv], the contract during the party's minority age cannot be ratified at a later date after achieving the age of the majority, this is because all contracts require separate consideration. However, if there is a contract for the benefit of the minor, it is a valid contract. In addition, a minor can plead for his minority as a defense
in a suit, so the rules of the promissory note estoppel are not available. The doctrine of Estoppel: Estoppel is a principle in law, which prevents a person from taking a different stance than what he had when he made a promise. Therefore, the promissory note estoppel refers to when the party (A) promises b that he will
buy tomatoes grown on his farm, and therefore B grows tomatoes based on the belief that A will buy them. Now the promissory note prevents A from denying that he did not promise such a thing, in other words, it prevents him from returning to his promise and not buying tomatoes. In the real world, it applies to cases
where protesters try to evade any promises made by him. For example, in the example above, if after that comes to B and says that he will not be able to buy tomatoes, because he has been better at terms, then the doctrine of the promissory note estoppel will stop him from using this gesture because B has fulfilled the
contract. The composition of the promissory note estoppel, in India jurisprudence can be understood by the apex court's verdict on MP Sugar Mills Co. Ltd. V. State of Uttar Pradesh. In the party, do it and he will not have the right to go back with it..... And he will do so without confirming whether there is a pre-existing
relationship between the parties. Therefore, in the case of minors, he can not be forced to fulfill the promises he made when he was in the minority, and estoppel, which often prevents the compromiser from returning to the contract, will not apply. This is because a minor who is incompetent in the contract cannot be held
liable for any liability, an unspoken mind: under Section 12, it is said that it is a good mind if, at the time of the contract, he can understand (understand the requirements) and has the ability to make rational opinions about such consequences on his interests (such as the ability to understand the consequences). A person
does not need to be lunatic, he should not be able to understand the consequences of the contract. Therefore, a person who does not understand a particular trade or business, and even with a business-related contract in such a case, the court will hold that person to mind that no one knows. [xv] is disqualified under
contract, meaning a person is not allowed to enter into a contract. Alien enemies, prisoners of crime, people who do not disclose all these conditions must be followed simultaneously. Lawful objects under Section 10, consideration and objection to the contract should be lawful and are an important element of the contract.
Therefore, Section 23 imposes unlawful consideration. Unlawful consideration and objection is prohibited by law or it is that if permitted, it will overcome the provisions of the law or the purpose of the contract as a fraud or involve or implies injury or damage to others or other people's property, or that the court considers it
immoral or contrary to public policy. If the contract represents any of these elements, it is illegal and void u/s 23 contracts are prohibited by law if it is against any law, both important and procedural, such as an agreement to sell liquor without a license, despite the applicable law. In specific cases[xvi] The plaintiff's owner
of the bar and has a license to sell liquor, transfer the management of the bar and sell liquor to the defendant without such a license. The court ruled that the transfer of business and sale of liquor to unlicensed persons is prohibited by law and cannot be enforced. If the contract avoids any provision of the law or
overcomes the purpose of the law (i.e. it makes the provision irrelevant), it is deemed to overcome the provisions of that law. If the consideration or objection to the contract is voided, the contract fraud will be void. Therefore, if the object of the agreement is to deceive another person, the same is void [xvii], even if part of
a single consideration is illegal, but the agreement is. Not expressly declared void other than the terms of u/s 10, the contract serves to declare only a few layers of the contract void. Section 26 to 30 relates to such contracts. [xix] Expressly declares that the agreement that is effective prevents both parties from marrying.
In Abhas Khan v. Nur Khan, the bride marries the groom without the consent of the nearest male relative in such cases, under Muhammadan law, as traditionally the groom must pay a certain amount to such relatives, known as rogha, the High Court of Lahore held that enforcing such traditions as tantamount to say that
a full-age woman cannot marry unless the groom pays a sum, which may not be possible to do so. It will be a tradition in the restraint of marriage. There is only one exception to Section 26, such as an agreement to deter a minor's marriage. This is because marriage to a minor is contrary to public policy and contrary to
Section 10 of the Limited Agreement Agreement Act. Section 27 of the Trade (Section 27) section 27 says that all agreements restricted by a person from using a legitimate occupation, trade or business are empty at that level, it must be said that the contract will be void to such extent that the person is restricted only.
Therefore, all contracts will not be declared void, for example, if the contract has a non-competitive clause, which is limited. Individuals from trade operations only non-competitive clauses are void and not all contracts. The blue pencil doctrine was used in contract laws to strip the void from the remaining agreements. In
addition, it is timeless if restraint is reasonable or not, under Indian law the contract in the restraint of trade or business is lawful only if restraint is in the exception of the law or judiciary created. This is in contrast to English laws that may have reasonable restraint. In the case of India's Superintendence Company v. The
Court of Krishan Murgai[xx] apex holds that either a test of reasonableness or principle that some restraint is partial or reasonable, applicable to a case governed by Section 27 of the Act, unless it is in the exception to the agreement, section 28 to suppress litigation (Section 28), pursuant to Section 28 (a), an agreement
that either party contractual to be completely or utterly limited. their right to move the court), by taking normal legal action in the Ordinary Court, or limited Their time that he may enforce his legal rights is void. In the agreement prevents one party from starting a suit against the other, then the agreement is voided.
However, the agreement that provides arbitration when a dispute occurs is not void.[xxi] Arbitration is a way of resolving disputes that are recognized by courts around the world and help to reduce the burden on the courts. It is recommended that there is a comprehensive clause on arbitration, to resolve the dispute
because it will be favored by both parties. The agreement stipulated that the suit should be brought in violation of any provision of the Agreement within a shorter period of time than the period set by the Limit Act. The Act limits the time it gives to the start of proceedings in the event of a violation, Section 28(b) mentions
the terms of those contracts, even if it does not. Limited The period of limitation, however, extinguish the party to claim the rights or release any party from any liability. If he does not do so within the period mentioned in the contract, the contract remains void. This is because such contracts are limited. For example, if the
contract says that in the event of a violation, the party can request compensation within 3 months of the date of the breach, and if such compensation is not requested within 3 months, the violator shall not be liable for compensation. In this case, the contract will release the violator from liability. The general clause found
in the insurance policy states that the insurer should not be liable for any loss or damage after twelve months of loss or damage incurred. The Agreement is void due to uncertainty (Section 29) under Article 29, it is said that, of course, if its terms are understood in a sense that is intended to be understood by the
prospectors and not ambiguous and ambiguous [xxii], it should be reasonably construed by the court. Confidence is achieved, when the intent of both parties, protection, expectations, representations, is clear or can be objectively verified. Illustration A: A agreed to sell 100 tons of B oil, but was not satisfied about the
quality and type of oil. Such agreements are uncertain and void. Illustration B: Contract with B for building construction and agreed that A will pay B for consideration within one month after construction is completed. In this case, the deadline for payment is uncertain. It is not specified whether he must pay before the last
day of the month or on the last day of the month. It is also uncertain when the month that it is said to begin - to begin after construction is complete or when the occupants will be transferred to A-10. Rest assured when the requirements are not vaguely vague (can be two Incomplete and when there is an idem consensus
ad along with the intention to build a legal relationship. In order to create a binding contract, the parties must present their agreement in sufficient certain conditions. What is needed is uncertain, of course, but it is the appropriate level of confidence [Scammel v Ouston] to create a binding contract, the parties must
present their agreement in sufficient certain terms. What is needed is uncertain, of course, but it is an appropriate level of confidence [Scammel v Ouston] to establish a binding contract, the parties must adequately represent their agreement in certain conditions. What is needed is uncertain, but the level of confidence is
reasonable. This largely depends on how the contract is drafted and the language used within the clause of the contract. One way of confidence is not to make an open-ended clause, which can lead to different interpretations by different people. The parties must make their own contract. The court will not create a
contract for the parties when the conditions are indefinite or unpaid. The Court must be satisfied that the parties have concluded the actual contract before attempting to impose certain conditions. It is not enough to show that the meaning of the contract is uncertain, it should be shown that it is not possible to ensure that
ambiguity or uncertainty alone, which can be removed by proper interpretation, cannot void the contract. The agreement provided for future price freeze, either by the parties themselves or by third parties, has the ability to perform certain and not inaccurate operations under s 29 such contracts is not void for uncertainty.
The Betting Agreement is void (Section 30) under Section 30, the Betting Agreement is void and no set will be used to recover what is awarded from the bet. In addition, a suit cannot be brought to allow a person to comply with the outcome of any game or other uncertain events if such an event is a matter of meaningful
betting, according to Sir William Anson. Therefore, the betting agreement is one that results in uncertainty in the future, and when there is an uncertain event that one party will receive and the other party will lose, and the loser shall pay the winner or other bet, the parties will have no interest in anything other than winning
or losing a bet. These conclusions are the most basic and elementary principles of the contract, which must be fulfilled, however, there may be other conditions that may be placed by special law or for certain types of contracts, such as contractual trading. IPR must comply with the rules set out by law by dealing with the
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Bibee v. Dharmodas Ghose (1903) 30 I.A. 114 (P.C) [xv] Indar Singh v. Parmeshward Singhhari A.I.R. 1957 Pat. 498 [xvi] S.L. Fernandes v. V.M Fernandes (1981) [xvii] Section 17, India Contract Act, 1872 [xviii] Section 24, India Contract Act, 1872 [xix] Section 26: Agreement on Marriage Restraint, Void. Description of
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