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CASE ANALYSIS
Introduction
This paper is a case analysis of both Pearl and Darrell.in the case, Darrel has decided not to pay for the $800 that he owes Pearl, for creating a Web page and troubleshooting it. They were working as friends without any written agreement until when Darrell decided to protect his business let Pearl sign an agreement that in case of divorce, he will only Pay Pearl $5,000 per month in alimony. Pearl took that as an insult and called off the wedding, and Darrell refused to pay Pearl $800 for the web page. In general, the court can’t help Pearl to recover the $800 from Darrell since there is no written agreement that is signed by the two parties. 
Background
In this case, both Pearl and Darrell met and decided to work together without signing any contract. They were both going to the same school, Delta High. Pearl is an internet Technology representative employed by Pi Computer systems company, while Darrell is starting his own company of selling the composting bins that he will be designing and manufacturing. When they met, they went, they decided to have a coffee, at Kappa and chat more about their lives. Darrell asked Pearl to make a web page for him for $400. When pearl realized that he had to go and pick the bride’s maid dress for her sister, Darrell agreed to pay for her coffee. This means that they were great friends. Darrell asked Pearl again to troubleshoot the web page for an additional $400. All this contract was not recorded in a written agreement. Darrell had a crush on Pearl and he decided to propose for her hand in marriage. During the wedding day, Darrell decided to protect his business let Pearl sign an agreement that in cases of divorce, he will only Pay Pearl $5,000 per month in alimony. Pearl took that as an insult and called off the wedding, and Darrell refused to pay Pearl $800 for the web page.
Evaluation of the case
There was no written agreement for the situation in the case between Pearl and Darrell. The aforementioned gives Darrell power to refuse to pay Pearl $800 that he owes her. The law states that any party can claim for the damages on another party if the contract was written on a paper with proper clause and be signed by the two parties. In this situation, the court would have ruled that the respondent should pay the plaintiff for her financial loss. 
However, in this case, there is no written agreement between Pearl and Darrell which would make the court to rule the case in favor of Pearl. Thus, the court can’t be restricted on ruling the case to have Darrell paying Pearl for her damages. Moreover, the defense by Darrell for cancellation of the contract could also be used by the court in his favor since it wasn’t a fraud. 
The legal definition of fraud is that if the contract has been formed by including any fraudulent information, then it could be considered by the court as a fraud, (Macaulay, 158). For instance, if one party makes the contract with another party for selling its goods and services without describing the harming nature of the products, it might be considered as fraud. In our case, the marriage decision with Pearl’s sister was based on Darrell decision and web page creation was a decision that was made before the decision of marriage.  Thus, it would have been the best decision to safeguard against the plaintiff. 
Proposed Solution
As per this case analysis, it is clear that there is no way the court can hold Darrell as responsible for paying Pearl the $800. It can then be summarized that Pearl can’t use the court to recover the money because she has no evidence to show that they had a contract. Pearl has no evidence showing that Darrell had committed to pay $800 for the work of Pearl.  This is because a legal contract must include the following elements;
· Offer
· Acceptance 
· Intention for legal consequences
· Commitment or consideration.
Furthermore, the contract between the two was based on oral terms. Oral terms have no evidence and thus Pearl cannot use the court to recover the money. Thus, it can’t be proven by law that Darrell breached the terms of the contract that they had with Pearl. On the other hand, the plaintiff has no evidence that can be used to describe Darrell to have agreed to give $800 for the installation of the software and for troubleshooting the web-page. Thus, there is no legal term that describes the formation of the website. Therefore, Pearl will not be able to use the court to recover the financial loss that she incurred after Darrell refused to pay her.
In conclusion, the court makes decisions based on written contracts with clear clauses and signed by all parties involved. In this case, the whole situation wasn’t recorded in a paper and thus Pearl can’t provide any proof to show that the two had a contract. Thus, the court should make his decision I favor of Darrell.  
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