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Question 1 

 

Amy, a star athlete at the University, was receiving offers from professional basketball teams to 

leave school and play professional basketball in the WNBA.  She received a letter signed by the 

owner of the Aces professional team stating; 

    “We may be able to use you when you finish college. If you stay in school until graduation, not 

sign or play for another pro team in the meantime, and then give us the first chance to bid for 

your services, we will pay you $20,000 when you graduate.”  

Amy, anxious to get her degree, liked this proposition and remained in school.  She promptly 

mailed a postcard to the Aces owner stating, “Thanks, I’m staying until graduation as you 

recommended. Amy.”  

Amy subsequently turned down multiple offers to play with other teams.  The postcard was never 

received by the Aces owner. 

During Amy’s senior year, she was injured so as to impair her playing ability. Shortly thereafter, 

she received a letter from the Aces owner expressing regret over the injury and stating that he (the 

owner), was sorry that Amy had not accepted his offer since he could not now use her nor pay her 

anything. Upon graduation, Amy offered her services to the Aces and demanded $20,000. When 

the owner refused, Amy wanted to sue him for $20,000. 

 

Amy consults you. Analyze the contractual rights of Amy and the Aces. 

 

**** 
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Question 2 

Susan Shopper (“Shopper”) consulted you on December 2, 2023 with the following story: 

On November 1, 2023, Shopper orally agreed to purchase (for Shopper’s home) a stereo set for 

$525 from Seller (a retailer) with delivery scheduled for November 9 and Shopper to pay on 

December 1. On November 1, Shopper and Seller signed, at the bottom, a form sales contract which 

contained a description of the stereo and the $525 price. One clause provided that “this contract 

can be modified or rescinded only by a writing signed by both parties.”  

On November 3, Shopper found the same stereo at Best Buy for only $450. Shopper telephoned 

and informed Seller of the difference in price. Seller replied: “Okay, I’ll deliver the set to you for 

$475.” Shopper thanked Seller and hung up.  

The set was delivered on November 9, as scheduled. However, on December 1, Shopper received 

Seller’s bill of sale for $525. Shopper again telephoned Seller who responded that he had meant 

$475 cash on delivery, but $525 if payment was not made until December 1. “Anyway,” said Seller, 

“my attorney says I don’t have to reduce the price. He gave me several reasons – among them that 

the $475 deal was oral.” Shopper immediately tendered a check for $475 “in full payment,” which 

Seller cashed. Seller said that unless he received a total of $525, he would sue Shopper for the 

additional $50. 

You may assume a valid offer, acceptance, and consideration in the initial contract and need not 

discuss those issues.  

What advice do you give Shopper? Why? Consider all possible bases Shopper might use to support 

her claims.  

 

****    
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ANSWER OUTLINE-Question 1 

 

Offer –  Intent 

 Terms 

 Communicated 

 

Offer Open -  Offer can be revoked unless made irrevocable by Detrimental reliance. 

Acceptance -  Offer for unilateral contract is accepted by full performance and not by promise (as bilateral k) 

Consideration - Bargained Exchange of an Act for Legal  Detriment 

Aced made an offer for a unilateral contract. 

The offer was made irrevocable by Amy’s detrimental reliance. 

The postcard mailing, which would have been a valid acceptance on dispatch if this was an offer for a bilateral K, was 
ineffective and therefore, also irrelevant that not received.  

Amy accepted the offer by fully performing the terms of the offer. There was adequate consideration in that Aces 
bargained for Amy’s acts in exchange for legal detriment of $20,000. 

 

ANSWER OUTLINE-Question 2 

1. UCC Contract – sale of goods, provisions of UCC apply. 

2. Modification – UCC good faith exception; contract can be modified as contract provision prohibiting 

modification is unenforceable. 

3. Statute of Frauds – sale of goods over $500, memo of terms and signed  

a. Initial contract – merchant’s confirming memo satisfies SOF 

b. Modification – to $475 is less than $500 so no need to be in writing 

4. Accord and satisfaction – good faith dispute; offer of accord and was accepted by cashing so discharge of 

debt 

 

 

 


















