Coercion (Section 15)
According to the Indian Contracts Act, 1872, coercion is defined as:
“‘Coercion’ is the committing, or threatening to commit, any act forbidden by the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) or the unlawful detaining, or threatening to detain, any property, to the prejudice of any person whatever, with the intention of causing any person to enter into an agreement.”
A point to be remembered is that it is not necessary that the IPC is applicable at the place the consent was obtained. A very crucial part of the law is the phrase “to the prejudice of any person whatever” which means the coercion could be directed against the prejudice of any person and not just the party to the contract. It is also not necessary that only the party to the contract causes the coercion. Even a third party to the contract can cause coercion to obtain the consent, as was seen in the case of Ranganayakamma v. Alwar Sethi where a widow was coerced into adopting a boy by the boy’s parents by not allowing the corpse of the widow’s husband to be removed from the home until the adoption is made.
The burden of proof in cases of coercion lies on the party whose consent was coerced. When consent of a party was obtained through coercion, the contract becomes voidable at the option of the party whose consent was so obtained.
Section 15 of the Indian Contract Act,1872 states that coercion is committing or threatening to commit, any act is forbidden by the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) or the unlawful detaining or threatening to detain any property, to the prejudice of any person whatever, with the intention of causing any person to enter into an agreement. Coercion means forcing an individual to enter into a contract. When intimidation or threats are used under pressure to gain the party’s consent, i.e. it is not free consent.

Coercion may involve the actual infliction of physical and psychological harm in order to enhance the credibility of a threat. Then the threat of further harm can lead to the threatened person’s cooperation or obedience.
Example
‘A’ went out for a walk, ‘B’ approaches ‘A’ with a stranger, pulls out his gun and asks ‘A’ to give all his possessions. The consent of ‘A’ is obtained by coercion here.
Effect
Coercion has the effect of making the contract voidable. It implies that at the discretion of the party whose consent was not free, the contract is voidable. The aggravated party will, therefore, determine whether to enforce the contract or to cancel the contract.
Techniques for causing coercion
· Threatening to commit any act which is prohibited by the Indian penal Code.
· Detaining not as per law or even threatening to detain any property, with the sole intention of compelling a person to enter into a contract.
Acts forbidden by IPC            
The word act prohibited by the Indian penal code makes it necessary in a civil action for the court to decide whether the alleged act of coercion is amount to an offence. A threat of bringing a false charm with the object of making another do a thing amount to blackmail or coercion. In the case of Ranganayakamma v Alwar Sett, where the widow was prohibited from removing the corpse of her husband until she consented for the adoption. The court said that her consent was not free and it was coerced. It is clear that coercion is committing or threatening to commit any act which is contrary to law.
Unlawful Detention of property
Consent can be said to be caused by coercion if it is induced because of illegal confining of a property, or a danger to do as such. With a specific goal of acknowledging the child’s due fine, the legislature annexed the property both of him and his father having a place, the instalment made by the father at that stage bearing in mind the ultimate goal of saving the property from being sold was kept to be made under coercion. Refusal by the government to discharge a temporary worker’s instalment unless he surrenders his demand for additional rates adds up to intimidation under the land detention class.
Burden of proof 
The burden of proof lies with the party defending the coercion. The burden of proof is heavier on him. This is because pure probability or fear is not a threat. In order to create coercion, a person must show that there was a risk that was prohibited by law and that forced him to enter into a contract that he would not otherwise have.

