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() Chicl /\\]anlckoko is the head of Rice Scllers Association at tihe llara-Mokin Market

In October 2016. Chief Ajanlekoko entered into an agreement with Ajitet & Co for the
supply of 100.000 bags of rice from Thailand. The contract sum Was #10 Million. The
contract of sale was exceuted on 18 October 2016. Unknown to partics. the ship
conveying the rice had capsized on 135 October 2016 and the entire bags of rice had

perished in the sea. When the news of the unfortunate incident got to the parties. Ajifet &

Co demanded for the contract sum from Chief Ajanlekoko on the ground that there was a

valid and subsisting contract between them. Chicl Ajanlckoko has approached you as the
legal adviser of the Rice Scllers Asso ciation for an advice on his legal position on the

matter. Advise him.

(b) With the aid of judicial authorities extensively discuss the principle of Scripfuin
Predictum Non Est Factum S and the application as a delence.

Omoluwa and Co was awarded a contract to upgrade Ondo/Ore Express road by the
Ondo State Government. if the Federal Government approves 25% derivation for Oil
Producing States. The Directofs of Omoluwa and Co. believed that the money will be
approved following the agreement recently reached with other geo-political zones in the
Country. The Omoluwa and Co. thus advertised the job to sublet part of the contract
without mobilising sub-contractors. Duebos and Co was one of the sub-con ors who
mobilised to site putting it not less than 50 million on the job. The Federal Government
however refused to approve the 25% oil derivation revenue eventually sating that he oil

producing states governors are extravagant. This caused Ondo State Government not o
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Contiacts which are prejudicial to the status of marriage are normally regarded as merely

void at common law but not illcgal. Explain the basis for which Professor Sagay has

classilicd them ag illegal with the aid of relevant statutes and decided cases.

A person who is not a party (o a contract has no right or liabilities under it and therefore

the contract cannot be enforeed by or against him. Enunciate the Principle of law in this
statement with the aid of decided cases and discuss the exception to this principle in the

lglit of Clarke vo Dunraven 1897) AC 59,

Frplain how the facts and decisions in both cases of Northern Qceqn Sl:ipping Co. Lid
v Hyundai Construction ¢ L (1979)0B 705 and Nnadozie v, Dizengoff (1967) 1
AL 255 have sipnificantly widened the concept of legal duress,



