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                   Proposal means a signification by one person to another of his willingness to do or obstain from doing anything with with a view to obtaining the assent of that other to such act or abstinence. According to section 2 sub section 1 a, explains how a person can do or obstain from doing anything with withi his willingness. 

                Invitation to treat means a mere invitation to another person to make an offer. The oofercan be accepted but invitation to treat can not be accepted.                     

                    The difference between the proposal and invitation to treat
1.       Proposal  means  a  signification  by  one person to another  of his willingness  to  do  or  obstain  from  doing  anything with a view  to  obtaining  the assent of that  other to such  act  or abstinence

. According to  the case  of  Alfi  E. A   Ltd Vs   Themi   Industries   and     Distributors Agency  Ltd  and  Nitin  coffee  Estates  Ltd  and  others   Vs   United  Engineering  works  Ltd   and  others. The  parties  concluded   agreement  of  sale   although  the  price  was not  stated. The  first  case  involved  sale  of  machinery  and  the  second  concerned  sale  of shares.  In both cases  the  court of appeal of Tanzania stated that since price is  the  fundamental  term  in  sale agreement   if  it  is not  mentioned   the  agreement  becomes  un  certaint  in  law   uncertainty renders  the  agreement  void. The  terms  of  an  agreement are  usually  contained  in the  offer or  proposal  so  when one   talks  about  uncertainty   of  the  terms of   the  agreement  really  is  referring to  uncertainty  in  the terms  of  the  proposal.
                                                WHILE 
Invitation to treat  is not an offer but a mere invitation to another  person  to make  an offer.

 The offer can  be accepted and contract  made but  an  invitation  to  treat  can not be  accepted. According  to   the  case   of  Fisher  Vs  Bell,  Bell  was  charged  with  offering   for  sale  a   flick knife (a knife  which  opens by  pressing a  button) in  violation  of  the  Restriction   of  offensive weapons   Ac t 1959   the  relevant   provision  of  which   read   in  part 
                     "Any  person  who  manufactures   sells  or  hires  or  offers  for sale or  lends  or gives  to   any  person  a  flick  knife  shall  be  guilty  of an  offence".
Bell had  displayed  a flick   knife  for sale. The trial court decided that there had not been  an "offer for sale" of the flick knife. On appeal to the Queens Bench it was held that in the absence of a definition  of  "offer for sale" in the act, the words were to be  construed as they are  in the law of contract. The court observed 
                  "It is clear that according to the ordinary law of contract,the display of an artical with a price on it in a shop window is merely an invitation to treat. It is in no sense an offer for sale  the  acceptance of  which  constitutes a contract". 
2.         In proposal  the may accept or reject the offer, an acceptance may accept and reject the offer.

 According to the case of Alfi East Africa Ltd Vs  Themi  industries Ltd. An employee of the appellant company entered into an agreement on behalf of the appellant with the respondent company. 

According to terms of the agreement all advantages were on one side in favour of the respondent. Two pieces of machinery specifically ordered by the appellant for him self were diverted to the respondent by kwast  under the agreement. The respondent was to pay the price  of the machinery for the price that was not mentioned nor was a method for calculating it agreed upon. 

When Kellner  a Director and principal shareholders of the respondent a company came to know about  this  he requested  the board of Directors to cancel the agreement. The respondent then claimed special and general damages from the appellant for breach of contract. The trial judge held, among other things that there was no evidence of fraud  non was the  agreement uncertain in regard to the price for the machinery. In court of appeal of Tanzania the holdings of the trial judge were attacked. 
                                         WHILE 
Invitation to treat  both parties make promise and assume obligation. Invitation to treat can not be accepted, you have to be careful whether or not a statement made amounts to a proposal or menely invites other persons to make offers. According to the case of  Harvela Investments Ltd Vs  Royal Trust of Canada Ltd. 
 A trustee of shares wanted to sell the shares. There were two buyers who existed as shareholders A and B  big $2,700,000 and B big  2,100,000 or $101,000 higher than A's bid. B's bid was accepted and A said that it did not come within the terms of the proposal such that A had an entitlement to the shares. But was the  trustee in breach of any  binding promise?. 
It was held that the contract should have been awarded to the highest fixed bid. 
An advertisement of an auction generally, may be seen as an invitation to treat with the property owner asking for offers of a certain amount and then selecting which to accept as illustrated.

3.      In proposal an offer is the final firm and clear expression of  willingness by the offer or to be bound. According to the case of Mukisa Biscuit Manufacturing Co Ltd Vs  West End Distributors Ltd. 
The appellant, a company Manufacturing biscuits, entered into a contract with the respondent whereby it was to be the sole distributor for the appellant's biscuits for a period of three years 
The respondent was not to take part in actual selling but was to be responsible for sales promotion and was to receive a commission. On termination of the agreement by the appellant the respondent sued for demage and un account. The high court found there was a contract and awarded general damage with interest from the date the contract would have expared. The appellant appealed alleging that the contract was too vague to be enforceble. That the respondent had not proved that it had suffered damage and had not mitigated any loss suffered and that the judge and in awarding interest for a period prior to judgment. 
                                              WHILE 
Invitation to treat does not express final willingness by the one who invites  to be bound  in those terms. 
4.         Proposal it  Invites any proposes certain terms on which he is willing to negotiate 
                                                 WHILE 
 In invitation to  treat  he may  invite  any person to make an offer in the term he has proposed 
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