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Abstract

The previous treaty is one of the most interesting and less clarified at the level of law
institutions of contract law. It is a so-called insurance policy for a basic contract in a situation
where its conclusion cannot or will not be made due to certain reasons or conditions. The paper
will discuss all the important issues related to the previous agreement, from the moment of
concluding it, including the moment of making a claim against the other party. The aim of this
paper is to help the reader to form a correct legal attitude towards the mentioned institution, so
as not to make mistakes during its conclusion, its misinterpretation, confusion with other

Institutions, etc.

Since, the definition and regulation of the previous agreement is given little place in Georgian
legislation, I think the best way to do it legitimately is to set legal precedents for its legal
assessment. That is why, in addition to scientific literature, the paper relies heavily on a variety
of cases and explanations from Supreme Court judges. It is clear from the review of these
precedents, that the parties often make various mistakes in the process of concluding a previous
contract or subsequently making various claims in court based on it. The basis of these errors is
mainly the problem of separation from similar institutions, incorrect expectations, setting the

claim in court on the wrong basis, and so on.

However, the present paper makes it clear that the scope of application of the preceding
agreement is wide and quite useful for a variety of legal relations. For these purposes, the text will
provide the structure, content of the previous agreement, its comparison and separation with
other institutions, and many other interesting issues. In conclusion, all issues will be summarized
and some recommendations will be given regarding the main problematic issues caused by the

pI'EViOIlS agreement.
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