Can Roger insist on the sale for £20?
The legal issue here is whether or not the display of the chainsaw was an offer, and by picking up the goods, did Roger accept the offer and form a binding contract? Essentially, does the cashier have the negotiation power to refuse the sale?

The case of Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain v Boots Cash Chemists [1953] 1 QB 401 applies – the display of goods in an invitation to treat.
This means that Roger makes the offer when he brings the chainsaw to the cash desk, and the cashier has every right to refuse the sale.

Outcome: Roger cannot purchase the chainsaw for £20.


What type of contract did Roger form when he put the advert for his lost phone up, and can the young boy enforce this contract against him?
The advertisement for the return of Rogers lost phone constitutes a unilateral contract – anybody who finds Roger’s phone can accept the offer.

The offer is clear and fits the criteria laid out in Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co Ltd [1893], therefore, Glen will be able to enforce the £50 reward.


What presumption does the second advert fall under? The chainsaw seller is demanding Roger buys the chainsaw for £149, does he have to buy it?
The second advert falls under the ‘tender’ presumption.

Roger does not have to buy the chainsaw for £149 from Joe, as a tender is a mere invitation to treat
