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Contracts Discussion
The statue of frauds is a common foundation for modern legislation that necessitates certain contracts or agreements must be in written form for them to be enforceable. There are numerous contracts that must be in written form including the following three:
1. Contracts involving sale of land or transfer of land ownership.
2. Contracts related to marriage such as divorces.
3. Contracts involving a promise to recompense another individual’s debt or surety contracts. 
I believe that these contracts should be in writing based on few facts and opinions. Firstly, these contracts are under a ruling, which is the statute of contracts. This means that not putting the contracts in writing would be violating the legal provisions for contracts. As such, it is no doubt that in any circumstance that these kinds of contracts are not in writing they may be invalid or dismissible in a court of law. This means that if for instance an individual purchased a land without any written agreement, the land may be repossessed by the original owner or others since the contract cannot be enforced it was never written. The main reason such contracts of land should be in written form is to ensure that in cases of disputes the court can use the written documents to reach a verdict. Moreover, such contracts must also be in written form to deter its parties from breeching the contract. Therefore, the requirement for writing is a protection of both parties as well as a resource for the judiciary to solve disputes and deliver justice effectively. Overall, it would be ill advised to undertake certain promises without any written proof or evidence.   
 




