Introduction

Consideration is an essential
element of a valid contract
without which no single
promise will be enforceable. It
is a term used in the sense of
quid pro quo, i.e., ’something
in return’. Having a double
aspect of a benefit to the
promisor and a detriment to the
promisee, it has to be really
understood in the sense of some
detriment as envisaged by
English Law. In this Unit, we
shall try to understand the
concept of consideration and
also the legal requirements

regarding consideration.
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What is consideration?

Ufahd 7 82

Consideration is the price
agreed to be paid by the
promisee for the obligation of
the promisor. The word
consideration was described in
a very popular English case of

Misa v. Currie as:
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“A valuable consideration in

the sense of law may consist
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either in some right, interest,
profit or benefit accruing to one
party (i.e. promisor) or
forbearance, detriment, loss or
responsibility given, suffered
or undertaken by the other (i.e.

the promisee).”
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defines

Section 2(d)

consideration as follows:
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“When at the desire of the
promisor, the promisee or any
other person has done or
abstained from doing, or does
or abstains from doing or
promises to do or abstain from
doing something, such an act or

abstinence or promise is called

consideration for the promise”.
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Consideration is an act-

)

doing something.
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Example 1: Ajay guarantees
Bhuvan for payment of price of
the

goods which Bhuvan
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wanted to sell on one month

credit to Chaitanya. Here

selling of goods on credit by
to

Bhuvan Chaitanya is

consideration for A’s promise.
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Example 2: A college
promises students, who will
score above 95% for the job
in MNC. Consideration need
not to be monetary. Here the
promise for recruitment of
candidate will be considered
as consideration for the act of

students scoring above 95%.
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Consideration is

(2)
abstinence - abstain from

doing something.
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Example 3: Abhishek
promises Bharti not to file a suit
against him if she (Bharti)
would pay him (Abhishek) °
1,00,000. Here abstinence on
the part of Abhishek would
constitute consideration against
Bharti’s payment of * 1,00,000
in favor of Abhishek.
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Example 4: ABC has a shop of
electric items. XYZ wishes to
open another electric shop next
to his shop. ABC offers Rs
2,00,000 to XYZ for shifting
the same away from 1 km of
ABC’s

shop. Here,

consideration 1is given for
abstaining XYZ from opening

his shop nearby.
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Consideration must be

3)

at the desire of the promisor.
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Consideration

4

move from promisee or any

may

other person.
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C))

past, present or future.

Consideration may be
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Thus, from above it can be

concluded that:
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Consideration = Promise /

Performance that parties

exchange with each other.
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(i) Consideration must | () YA TGN B 38T TR

move at the desire of the

promisor:
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Consideration must be offered
by the promisee or the third

party at the desire or request of

the promisor. This 1mplies
“return” element of
consideration. Contract of

marriage in consideration of

promise of settlement is

enforceable.
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An act done at the desire of a

third party 1is not a

consideration.
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In Durga Prasad v. Baldeo, D
(defendant) promised to pay to
P (plaintiff) a  certain
commission on articles which
would be sold through their
agency in a market. Market was
constructed by P at the desire of
the C (Collector), and not at the
desire of the D. D was not

bound to pay as it was without

consideration and hence void.
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Example 5: R saves S’s
goods from fire without being
asked to do so. R cannot
demand any reward for his
services, as the act being done

voluntary.
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Consideration

(i)

move from promisee or any

may

other person:
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3] Afad T HY UTed g1 gohdl
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In India, consideration may
proceed from the promisee or
any other person who is not a
party to the contract. The
definition of consideration as
given in Section 2(d) makes
clear.

that proposition

According to the definition,
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when at the desire of the
promisor, the promisee or any
other person does something
such an act is consideration. In
other words, there can be a
stranger to a consideration but

not stranger to a contract.
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Example 6: An old lady made
a gift of her property to her
daughter with a direction to pay
a certain sum of money to the
maternal uncle by way of
annuity. On the same day, the
daughter executed a writing in
favour of the brother agreeing
to pay annuity. The daughter
did not, however, pay the
annuity and the uncle sued to
recover it. It was held that there
was sufficient consideration for
the uncle to recover the money
from the daughter. [Chinnayya
vs. Ramayya (1882)]
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(iii) Executed and

executory consideration:
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A consideration which consists
in the performance of an act is

said to be executed. When it
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consists in a promise, it 1s said
to be executory. The promise
by one party may be the
consideration for an act by
some other party, and vice

versa.
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Example 7: A pays 25,000 to B
and B promises to deliver to
him a certain quantity of wheat
within a month. In this case, A
pays the amount, whereas B
merely makes a promise.
Therefore, the consideration
paid by A is executed, whereas
the consideration promised by

B is executory.
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Consideration may be

(iv)

past, present or future:

(v)  Uldwd  Ydold,
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The words “has done or

abstained from doing” [as
contained in Section 2(d)] are a
recognition of the doctrine of
past consideration. In order to
support a promise, a past
consideration must move by a
previous request. It is a general
principle that consideration is

given and accepted in exchange
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promise.
consideration, if past, may be
the motive but cannot be the
real consideration of a
subsequent promise. But in the
event of the services being
rendered in the past at the
request or the desire of the
promisor, the  subsequent
promise 1is regarded as an
that the

admission past

consideration was not

gratuitous.
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Example 8: ’A’ performed
some services to ‘B’ at his
desire. After a week, ‘B’
promises to compensate ‘A’ for
the work done by him. It is said
to be past consideration and A
can sue B for recovering the

promised money.
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Example 9: A cash sale of
goods is an example of present
consideration. The
consideration is immediately

made against delivery of goods.
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(v) Consideration need not

be adequate:

Consideration need not to be of
any particular value. It need not
be approximately of equal
value with the promise for
which it is exchanged but it
must be something which the
law would regard as having
some value. Something in
return need not be equal to
something given. It can be

considered a bad bargain of the

party.
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It may be noted in this context
that Explanation 2 to Section 25
states that an agreement to
which the consent of the
promisor is freely given is not
void merely because the

consideration is inadequate.
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But as an exception if it is
shockingly less and the other
party alleges that his consent
was not free than this
inadequate consideration can
be taken as evidence in support

of this allegation.
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Example 10: X promises to
sell a house worth 260 lacs for
%10 lacs only, the adequacy of
the price in itself shall not
render the transaction void,
unless the party pleads that
transaction takes place under

coercion, undue influence or
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]k %:
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person who is legally bound to | %39 & folw His ufdd fafds

perform the same cannot be
consideration for a contract.
Hence, a promise to pay money
to a witness is void, for it is
without consideration. Hence,
such a contract is void for want
of consideration. Similarly, an
agreement by a client to pay to
his counsel after the latter has
been engaged, a certain sum
over and above the fee, in the
event of success of the case
would be void, since it is

without consideration.
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Example 11: A promise to pay
%2,000 to a doctor over the fees
is invalid as it is the duty of a
doctor to give a treatment for

his normal fees.

39D AEI Big & 3ffaRad
2,000 3 BT aTeT 31AY §, Fifh
IHERN B IR IR BT

SR BT HdA ¢ |

But where a person promises to
do more that he is legally bound
to do or such a promise
provided it is not opposed to
public policy, is a good
consideration. It should not be

vague or uncertain.
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(vii) Consideration must be

real and not illusory:

(viiy Uldwd aRdfde gl
q1feT, HTed-h ol |

Consideration must be real and
must not be illusory. It must be
something to which the law
attaches some value. If it is
legally or physically
impossible it is not considered

valid consideration.

gfdthd dRdidd gl dNgy
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Examples 12: A man promises
to discover treasure by magic,
bringing the dead person to live
again. This transaction can be

said to be void as it is illusory.

JaIERU 12: U Hfad g gl
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(viii) Consideration must not

be unlawful, immoral, or

opposed to public policy.

(viii) Ufawa 3rdy, 3fae a1
ddp-id & faeg T8 8
Bl

Only presence of consideration
is not sufficient it must be
lawful. Anything which is
immoral or opposed to public
policy also cannot be valued as

valid consideration.

giahd &1 had fRdd JaId
el g, afcs IUHT aY g ot
aRg® gl o Pig ff axg
3T B a1 AH-iTd & A
8, 39 off oy ufawa T8 A
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Example 13: ABC Ltd.
promises to give job to Mr. X
in a Government bank against
payment of * 50,000 is void as
the promise is opposed to

public policy.

JaTeRU 13: TEi fIffids gri
ol T D1 250,000 & YA &
gqd U WPHRI §b | At
fee o1 araT 34 5, Hifcs a5
areT o =ifd & faes B

Suit by a third party to a

contract

fdar & Joity Ul gRI dTG

the
1872,

Though under Indian

Contract  Act, the
consideration for an agreement
may proceed from a third party,
the third party cannot sue on
contract. Only a person who is

party to a contract can sue on it.

gy HRd dfdar sifafas,
1872 & Sfcid fordlt T &
forg ufawa fodft gfia ver @
U 81 gl 7, R +ft g
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qohdll ®dd dal dfad, S
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Thus, the concept of stranger to
consideration is a valid and is
different from stranger to a

contract.

HfHT Pt TYRUM Y B 3R
Ig 3eY & Ufd a6 aafaa
=gl

Example 14: P who is indebted
to Q, sells his property to R and
R promises to pay off the debt
amount to Q. If R fails to pay,
then in such situation Q has no
right to sue, as R is a stranger to

contract.

IGTERUT 14: P, ST Q BT UM 3,
3o Uy R Y 91 T @ 3R
R, Q &1 BUI DI AR b DI
aeH <aT 81 IS R YITaH $RA
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T Q ! ghaHl GRR HRA Pl
Bls SAYBR TaT oI, HIb R
3{IEY T a8l Afad g

The aforesaid rule, that stranger
to a contract cannot sue is
known as a “doctrine of privity
of contract”, 1s however,
subject to certain exceptions. In
other words, even a stranger to
a contract may enforce a claim

in the following cases:

SWed o & sy @
ST i d1g g1 PR Gebll,
"3geY BT urgfadt & Regid”
& FTH Y ST ST 8, JUTf a8
$3 3MUare) & 3efT gl W
Tea! B, Y BT A8 A
0t frafafea ofvfufeal o
30 G1d BI Yafid PR Fabdl
e

In the case of trust

)

(1) <O & AW |

A beneficiary can enforce his
right under the trust, though he
was not a party to the contract
between the settler and the

trustee.

Al ee & S 3UA
PR H dN B bl g,
T 98 Yook 3R T o did
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2)

settlement

In the case of a family

(2) TTRaTRe TN & AHa o

if the terms of the settlement
are reduced into writing, the
members of family who
originally had not been parties
to the settlement may enforce

the agreement.

A THa Y =t Bl farad
= # gRafdd #R faar 9, a@
GRIR & d 9o o §d = U
I T & U&HR ot 9, 1
I U B A BT Thdl
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Example 15: Two brothers X
and Y agreed to pay an
allowance of 320,000 to mother
on partition of joint properties.
But later they denied to abide
by it. Held their mother
although stranger to contract
can require their sons for such

allowance 1n the court of law.

JaTERUT 15: &l HTgl X 3R Y A
Igad Jufadl o faued R
3O HIAT BT 20,000 AT &
& foru wgafa ored &t dfdbA
G § 3814 3PT UTeiH HA
¥ HR IR fear fulg fear
1 fob ITep! AT, I ey
@1 UgpR ol o, e +ff @
AT H 3O T T W
B AT B T B

(3) In the case of certain
marriage contracts/

arrangements

"3) P faaw  dadd
SIS/t & HIHA "

A provision may be made for
the benefit of a person, he may
file the suit though he is not a
party to the agreement.

el Afad & ATy & 1oL Big
YIGYT T ol Goball &, o) 98
afad JHSIA BT U&HR 9 81

R Yl GHGHT TR HR bl

gl




Example 16: Mr. X’s wife
deserted him for ill-treating
her. Mr. X promised his wife’s
father Mr. Puri that he will treat
her properly or else pay her
monthly allowance. But she
was again ill-treated by her
husband. Held, she has all right
to sue Mr. X against the
contract made between Mr. X
and Mr. Puri even though she

was stranger to contract.

JaIERU 16: 41 T &I Ual
39D GHAER & DHRU 34
Bis faan oft vaa 7 st uelt
o fuar 4t Gt 9 arar foar fe
98 AP Udl & A1y Ifd
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T 3Y Pt U&HR ol o,
iR ot off T SR g &
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U & fave HhaHT B Bl
R HR T 2|

In the of

“4)

assignment of a contract

case

(4) TfdeT P TXIORUT & HHA
p

When the benefit under a

contract has been assigned, the
assignee can enforce the
contract but such assignment
should not involve any personal

skill.

o fpdt SraY & Sidid @y
BT IR HR a1 &Il &,
dd ENCI]CRUI Yitd ODQ:I dldl

fad 39 Y Dl AN B

insurance policy to his son.

fat safaaa oiwa ¥ Jefda
EREEIEIRY
Example 17: Mr. Ankit | 3ergRur 17: 4t sifesq T@f A
Sharma has assigned his | 3ot &ftAT Uiferlt Sra” 4 @

ARG DX &1 ¢ | 34 G gl




Now son can claim even if he

TR TPl g, ¥ o 98 ey

was not a party to contract. DHT U PR 9 381 g‘“
(5) Acknowledgement or | (5) HiPpid AT HUTTHId
estoppel

where the promisor by his
conduct acknowledges himself
as an agent of the third party, it
would result into a binding

obligation towards third party.

STGI ga-GIdT 370 3{TaRUl GRI
W DI g Us BT Dl
WPR Rl ¢, d8f I8 g
U& & Ufd U SIFHRI Gl
I B

Example 18: If L gives to M
%20,000 to be given to N, and
M informs N that he is holding
the money for him, but
afterwards M refuses to pay the
money. N will be entitled to
recover the same from the

former 1.e. M.

JCTERU 18: e L, M DI N i
37 ¥ foW 220,000 a1 B, 3R
M, N ! I8 g1 &dl ¢ [ a8
I8 Y 9P AU W FU %,
dfbd 916 § M 39 U DI

YA B I IHR PR ol &,
dl N & qd arel 3fdfq M 9 98
& AU UTed B BT HABR

il

(6) In the case of covenant
running with the land, the
person who purchases land
with notice that the owner of
land is bound by certain duties
affecting land, the covenant
affecting the land may be

enforced by the successor of the

seller.

(6) YT & TTY I dTdt Y
& A H, S fad 59 gl
& Y Y Wiedl ¢ f& uffy
&1 Wil 4B I d&fid oo
Sl @ ST gen g, dl Y &
gHIfdd HR arad 9 (@d-e)
D! facbdl & IWIYBRT gRI
yafed a1 S a1 5|




Example 19: One owner of the
land having two land adjacent
to each other. One was
agricultural land. He sold the
other land containing a
condition that it can never be
used for Industrial purpose so
other

as to protect the

agricultural land from
pollution. Such condition is
attached with the land so who
so ever is the successor of land
has to abide by it. Such are
called restrictive covenants and

all successor are bind to it.

3GTERUI 19: Uh Afdd Gl IR
¢ BT Y-Sl BT WH Tl
ST ¥ T PN 4 ot 3EA
GIRT Y D1 9 A b 1Y &G
fo Iger Iuar Hft ot
e I & fu T8l
fopgn g, i gadt iy
i D1 g0 J JRI&T @1 S
Tor | Ut =rd Ul & A1 TSt
8, e S off 39 o
&1 IWMYBRT NI, I 39
I BT T HRAT gl Tt
Tl Bl UideUTHS SIeY Hel
W g SR Wt STRIReRY
ST T B B

Contracts entered into

(7)

through an agent:

(7) Toic & A1y 9§ fpu M
3{IaY:

The principal can enforce the
contracts entered by his agent
where the agent has acted
within the scope of his
authority and in the name of the

principal.

Y 3T 3ffhdl GRT T
T 3 el HI yafdd &
qpdl g, ol Mfiyedf 7 3maq
APR-8F & MR qU1 gu™
& 99 R B fHar gl

Example 20: Prashant appoints
Abhinav as his agent to sell his
house. Abhinav sells house to
Tarun. Now Prashant has right

to recover the price from Tarun.

3aIERUT 20: URId, 31 &I
3T ABH 9= & fow (o1
dfpal  fAged wRaT B
AT AHE B! T DI 9




1 81 3d URd B! dou I

el 9gd B &1 feR ]
Validity of an Ui & foeT TR &1 aed
agreement without
consideration

The general rule is that an

agreement made  without
consideration is void (Section
25). In every valid contract,

consideration is very important.

A contract may only be
enforceable when
consideration 1S there.

However, the Indian Contract
Act contains certain exceptions

to this rule. In the following

aHR w8 § 6 fo
gfawa & foear Tar el
I BT 8 (URT 25)| YA 99
3fgsiY # ufdhel 1 §gd A
BT 81 IS 3rgay vt yadHg
g Iodl § 99 IuH ufdwd
Aive €11 9uifl, HRAT ey
fafam ¥ 59 o0 & 3o
3are feu U €1 FefdiRad
ardl §, gfdted o famT foea

section 25(1)

cases, the agreement though QRISEEISI KU ERIINEEREIR
made without consideration, EﬁTITI

will be valid and enforceable.

1. Natural Love and|1. Upldd UH 3R Ve
Affection:

Conditions to be fulfilled under | &RT 25(1) & 3T d YUl &I S

EISIRG]

It must be made out of

(1)

natural love and affection

between the parties.

(i) I8 U&PRI & §Id UIPpide
U1 3R Wg & SR far
ERIEIEY




Parties must stand in

(i)

near relationship to each other.

(i) gef & ot e day gl

Bl

(iii)

It must be in writing.

(i) I8 faRead =g # g
Bl

(iv)

under the law.

It must also be registered

(iv) 35 fafY & Sidviad deligpd
ST HY STaxT® T

A written and registered
agreement based on natural
love and affection between the
parties standing in near relation
(e.g., husband and wife) to each
enforceable

other is even

without consideration.

geft & o UTpfae OF 3R |
R ARG, e ddy o
afd SR et T\ arel Al
& Oy foar T fafad wd

Gofipd ST, Ufawd o fom

Wt yadia grar 21

Example 21: A husband, by a
registered agreement promised
to pay his earnings to his wife.
Held the agreement though
consideration,

without was

valid.

3GTeRU 21: U Ufd A Usiierd
T GRT SO+ 3 3o
Ual Dl ¢ &1 9o faan g
fyofer fean man fos fomm ufawea
& B W it 98 gHEha1 Y Tl

Example 22: A out of natural
love and affection promises to
give his newly wedded
daughter- in -law a golden
necklace worth * 5,00,000. ‘A’
made the promise in writing
and signed it and registered.

The agreement is valid.

JGIERUN 22: ‘A’ WHTfds UY
IR TG & BRU SO
Aafqdrfgd GFAag &1 5,00,000
T &1 i 61 §R ¢ P aa-
ATl ‘A’ A 39 aaF & fafad
=Y T o5, 39 R geR fhu

TUT IYHT Uoiipu] Yt BT

g JUSNdT Y B




2. Compensation for past

voluntary services:

7d O Wl 9 UeH & Ty
Tarsft & forg ufawa:

A promise to compensate,
wholly or in part, a person who
has already voluntarily done
something for the promisor, is
enforceable under Section
25(2). In order that a promise to
pay for the past voluntary
be the

services binding,

following essential factors

must exist;

Udde o [o18 Ugd ol Wl 9
PO PR b ATk Pl Yuid: Al
3{ifRI% U J ufayfd B B
Jd, YRT 25@2) & Sfaid
YA BT 1 3fclid § Wl
I UeH &1 T3 qarsfl & forg
YA B BT g dIFDRI
B9 og Fefifea sraws

dcdl T BT IS -

The services should have

(1)

been rendered voluntarily.

(i) Ya¢ W31 T UeH B T
RRIEINY

The services must have

(i)

been rendered for the promisor.

(if) YaTd TEFeIdT & AT UeH
1 TS g ATyl

(i11) The promisor must be in
existence at the time when

services were rendered.

(i) TG 39 GHY 3fdd |
BT 18T oIF T U= P
T8 of|

(iv) The promisor must have
intended to compensate the

promisee.

(iv) IIGIdT BT TR gI9Ta!
! gfagfd @A &1 11 Tfeul

Example 23: P finds R’s wallet

and gives it to him. R promises

JaTERUT 23: U bl 3R BT I3
AT MR IB IV MBI ¢
31 21 3R, W &Y 210,000 S




to give P "10,000. This is a

valid contract.

@1 a9 ol ¢l I8 Uh ay
3SY B

Example 24: Mr. X had helped
his nephew Mr. Y to fight a
case in the court of law using
his knowledge and intellect.
After Mr. Y won the case, he
promised Mr. X to pay Rs.
10,000. Held, this is a valid
contract as it is compensation to

past services.

JaTERUT 24: 41 X 7 30 I
3R G BT ITTN R U
Yool 4 v & e ¥ te
HhcHl a1 H Ggrdl &I | 41
Y & GheHl Sild- & §1G, 39
gt X 1 10,000 ¥UA & BT a2
fear| fufg gon f& o8 ww dy
3sY § i gg gd H & e
qarefl & Ufdhd & *U H
&fforgfel 31

3. Promise to pay time

barred debt:

3.  HAAnYd BU BT

YA HRA BT I3+:

Where a promise in writing
signed by the person making it
or by his authorised agent, is
made to pay a debt barred by
limitation it is valid without

consideration [Section 25(3)].

oEl fbdl B0 & YA b
gad, Sl uRdE & BRUI
R BT g1 §, I Afad
GRT 7 39 P Hehdl
GRT gxaigid fafed wu o
fbar Srar 8, 98l a8 for
yfaed & o 3y BT ¥ [URT
253)]|

Example 25: A is indebted to C
for "60,000 but the debt is
barred by the Limitation Act. A

JalexUl 25: A, C &1 60,000 I
HUit 8, g T HUI GRIfA
fITH gRT 91T 81 9T B




sign a written promise now to
pay 50,000 in final settlement
of the debt. This is a contract
but

without consideration,

enforceable for "50,000 only.

A 3§ BU & 3ffaq FueH &
U H 250,000 YA HIA BT
e fafed au <ar gl 98
gfatha & o1 fobar Tam ey
g, fbg Paa 250,000 I
EREIR (enforceable) %I

4, Agency

4. APl

According to Section 185 of the
Indian Contract Act, 1872, no
consideration is necessary to

create an agency.

YRdra dfdar sifafam, 1872
P URT 185 & IFNR,
3RO (o) B R b
forg ufawra siaxas 81 B

5. Completed gift:

5. Ul SUSR:

In case of completed gifts, the

rule no consideration no

contract does not

apply.
Explanation (1) to Section 25
states “nothing in this section
shall affect the wvalidity as
between the donor and donee,
of any gift actually made.”
Thus, gifts do not require any

consideration.

gl B b SUBRI (gifts) &
e # e ufdwa & ®is
ey Tl" &1 oy arp T8l
BIATl URT 25 &I AR (1)
edl ¢ fb "9 URT H BIg
§d dRda ¥ feu MU fadd
3UER &1 gral 3R UTadhdi &
d9 dudr & gvfad e
A" 3fd:, SUBRI & forg
fbdl ufdwd & SaRgdhdl
el i




6. Bailment:

6. ﬁ&qtf (aT’I'aIE)

No consideration is required to
affect the contract of bailment.
Section 148 of the Indian
Contract Act, 1872, defines
bailment as the delivery of
goods from one person to

another for some purpose. This

delivery 1s made wupon a
contract that post
accomplishment of the

purpose, the goods will either
be returned or disposed of,
according to the directions of
the person delivering them. No
consideration is required to

affect a contract of bailment.

JaHe & Y BT THTA B
» fou fouft ufowa @
3MTIRYH T 781 giail &1 HRAT
Tfaer sfafam, 1872 &1 URT
148 d@Hc &I Y UDR
oRYIYd F=at & T foelt
S & fau awgefl &1 e
fdd GRT GER Afed DI Ygg
fsar &1 U8 ggd sS4
3SY WR B ST § 6 Ie=T
1 gfdl & UHTd a¥g3f I At dl
o R {1 ST Syl 35
Jqé FA ad A F
SRR 3T fAuer feoar
S| SqHC & 3EY Pl
THTd B & fore fopeht wfawa
@ SAIH el Bicit |

Example 26: Mr. A hand over
the keys of his godown to Mr.
Y as Mr. Y had deposited his
goods in the same. Mr. Y gets
possession of godown but not
the ownership. As soon as Mr.

Y lifts his goods from godown

IR 26: A TH 3U+ MaW|
@1 arfedl ot a5 @t Ao &
Fifer o a5 = 39T AT 3T
e o o fasar ot St ars &
TGTH BT Heoll U 81T 8, TR
@it el o9 & ft o
3T TTS MG ¥ 36T T B,




he 1s liable to hand over the

keys back to Mr. A.

& forT s1em g1 ST |

7. Charity:

al:

If a promisee undertakes the
liability on the promise of the
person to contribute to charity,
there the contract shall be valid.
(Kadarnath

Mohammad)

V. Gorie

afe yfamme! ferelt cafert g1
g H gFGH ¢4 & 9 WR
GRIE U8 HRal §, af dgl
3IEY IY BRI | (BRI T
TR HigHC)

Example 27: Mr. G promised

Mr. K, the secretary of
committee of temple to donate
1,00,000 for renovation of that
temple. On the faith of his
promise, secretary has incurred
some cost for renovation. Now
secretary can claim from Mr. G
even the contract was without

consideration.

3aerul 27: 41 oft A dfex afffa
» O ft & F AR F
SR & T 1,00,000 ¥00
M ¢4 @ gad fean 3 &
I WR a9y b Ffeg A
SiiaR & U 38 94 &R
fean| o wfua o St § A &t
A IR GHdl §, JEU T8
ey ufamd & o ol




