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6- Negligence.

- Effectual.

8- Exclude Liability.
% Limit Liability.
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1. Certainty.

2. Completeness.

3- Non-Conformity.

4- Exemption or Exclusion Clauses.
>- Legal Duty.
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10_ Assist.
11 Definitional or Substantive Approach.
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20- Fraud.

2L Mistake.

22 Misrepresentation.
23- Economic Duress.
24- Undue Influence.
25_ Unconscionability.
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14_ Procedural Approach.

15 Defensive.

6. Failure.

17- Doctrine of Repugnancy.
18_ Certainty.

19 Consideration.
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2. Doctrinal Interpretation.
25_ Authentic Interpretation.
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%_ Standard from Contracts.
27 Legal Interpretation.
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3_ Fairness.

40- Conscionability.

4L- The Principle of Bad Faith and Good Faith.
42_ The Principle of Unjust Enrichment.

43- White and Carter.

44- The Principle of Exploitation.

45 The Principle of a Fair Deal for Consumers.
46- The Paternalistic Principle.
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30- Customary Interpretation.

3L Result Orientated.

32_ Ingram V Little, 1961.

33_ Collateral Contract.

34_ Doctrine of Fundamental Term.
3. Doctrine of Innominate Term.
36_ Consumer.

87 Consumer Welfarism.

38. Reasonableness.
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88_ Reasonableness.
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73- Specific.
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- Arguing.

8- Evade.

8L Sale of Goods.

82_ Hire-Purchase.

8- Supply of Goods and Services Contracts.
84 Business Liability.

8. Personal Injury.

8. Deals as Consumer.
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Abstract

one of the most important aspects of the law of contract law is the subject of Exclusion or exemption clause.
regarding the nature of the clause exemption in England law, two or more defensive or descriptive perspectives
have been proposed. regarding the philosophical and interpretation of these conditions, it is necessary to
observe, first, the exceptions of the principle of freedom of will in England law on the basis of supporting the
weaker side of the contract, and secondly, what schools and approaches are the way to interpret the exemption
clause. most of the schools of this field have the approach of protecting consumer rights and are the schools of
formalism, realism, free market and the Consumer right. furthermore, the interpretation rules are the rule of the
original intent and Contra Proferntem and the main function of these conditions is the allocation of contract risk
and the liability distribution on the other hand, there are several controlling tools on the exemptions clause that
limit the scope, scope and effect of these conditions. in fact, it is necessary to observe the mechanisms and
works of the England law to supervise the clauses that in this regard, the beliefs of doctrine thinkers and laws
are studied. the doctrine of fundamental breach and the misrepresentation of the most important theoretical
control instruments, as well as the act of unfair contract terms, are legal instruments in order to control these
conditions.
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