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238 Pad 2 Flemews of Traditiozal Bussmess Law

DISCUSSION QUESTION
Jones walks inder & grocery store, puts 73 cents down on Fre counler, and says, “A Coke please.” Under contract {aw,
what has just eccurred? If the grocery store pwner takes the 75 cents, what type of corttract ket been agried upon?

CASE QUESTIONS

1. Polk listed property to sell with x real estate agent.
Aven made an offer, and the twa parties went back
and forth on terms, When Polk rejected an olfer
from Avon, Aven then accepted an eadier offer from
Polk and gave a 825,000 deposit check to cineh the
dead, Polk refised to s&l, Avon sued, clairriing there
Wik 2 conttract or, 2t e minimum, an option contract
lermed by the deposit check, Is there a contract?
[Polk v, Avon Properties, 946 S0.2d 1130, Dist. CL
App., Fla. (2008)]

2. Barry hired Anglin to produce engineering drawings
far swork Barry was doing at a brewery, Anglin said
it would charge “street” rates for the work, whick
meant $35 an howr for regular work, $40 an hour for
oyeriime work, and $43 an hour for its tGme. Barry
gave Anglin a "purchase vrder™ for the work, but no
rate was specified. Barry paid bills for two months.
Barry insisted that the work be done, but constantly
complained about the mtes and did not pay bills for
four months. Anglin sued for $98,618, the amount it
was due for work at the “strect” rate. Barry cleimed
there was no contract, beeausé there was no meeting
of the minds about the rate to be paid. Who prevails?
[Anglin v. Barry, 312 5.W.2d 633, Ct. App. Mo,
{1995} _

3. At the end of a two-vear lease, 4 landlord and tenent
discussed a new lease. The tenant sent a letter ko the
lendiord stating that it wotdd pay rent of $1,800 per
month, and that “all ether teoms and conditions of
the [original] lease, induding taxes, insurance, util-

ities, ete, shall rernain the same.” The letter also said-

-+ the tenant was to be advised “by confirmation letier
i the terms of the two-year lease extension were
acceptable to the lessor.™ The kndlord pever

- responded. The tenant paid rent for 2 coaple
manths, then meved out. The Tandlaed sued for
breach, daiming there was an agreement evidenced
by the Ietter from the tenant; the renant cdairmed
there was oo conbract. Whe is correet, and whyt
[Vakiant Steel v. Rowdway Express, 421 S.E.3d 773,
C1 App., Ga, (1993)]

4. Mary Lowe, iz the presence of her son, David, and
Aller Amdal, weote: “Jarimry 26, 1987, I Mary

Allen Amdahl $1.60 in cash binding the sak of ny
farmm {uf 880 aeres) for the amoun of $210,000 with
final payment due Nov. 1, 1983, Terms of Agree-
sent have been matually agreed to by both parties,
Contract drawn up #s soon as possible.” She sigmed
this staterment, and David Lowe witnessed it.
Amdakl wrote on the back of the paper 4 payment
schedule but did not sign the paper. When he
returned with a formal contrad, Lowe refused by
sign. Amdehl sued Was there an enforeeeble cori-

Aract? [Amdeh] v. Lowe, 471 Nw.2d 770, Sup. Cr,

NI {19811

- Rose, & minor, purchased = new ear from Skechan

Buick for §5,000. Rese Leter, while stll 2 TITIOT,
elected to diseffinms the purchase and notified Shes-
hen of her decision, She alse requested a full refand
of the prrehase price. Sheehan refused, and Rose
brought an activn to invalidate the eontract and to
seek a refund of the purchase price. What sill be the
likely result? [Rose v, Sheehan Buick, 204 So.2d4 93,
Fle. App, (1967} S

. To kelp in & fundreising drive for a hospital, Burt

gave a pledge for $100,000 that provided, “In consid-
eeatios of and to induce the subscription of others,

I promise o pay to Mount Sina Hospitel of Grester
Miarni, Ine. the sum of $100,000 in ten installments™
Burt made two installmem payments of $10,000 sxck
before bis death. The hospital filed 2 cleing for the
unpaid belance against his estate. [s this a contract
for which the estate is now liable? [ Maunt Sinai
Hospiiod v. fordan, 290 5024 484, Sup. Ct, Fa. {1974])

- BE sells gasolise under vatious brands. It sold a gas

station to Stanley. The sale egresment stated that
Staniey would only sell BP-branded gas for 15 years.
Alter four years, he switched to another brand. BP
sued for breach, Stanley daimed the restrictive cove-
nent was comnnéreially unreasemable, Would it be
upheld? [B# Prodicts v, Staniey, 665 F.3d 184, 41k
Cir, (2012}

. Copenbaver contracted to put pay washers snd dry-

Lrs in @n apartment complex swned by Berrvman,
With four years still left on the contract, Bervyoten
kickyd Copenbeyer oub, Within six months,

Leviwr, in the presenee-of Bavid Lowe recvived frame s o danpenbaver hadrput 1l equipmentibark-into service
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