fer 91 he ;-’\_;;rn‘men(

it display advertisements i newspapers amd the

ations to make anotter, why was this

normal rule i3 th:
but rather invit
court hold that t
that a display ad is usnally notan

1. Ifthe
like are not otfers,
dii'fm‘cn!? Why did the

rationale tor the rule

his wis an ofter?

what is the
offer?

If a newspaper displ
weeks,” is it still only

4. 1s a listing by a private seller for the s
kly classified advertisements an offe

2

“This offer i .\:m\d for two
oris itan olfer?
Jdorin

ay advertisement reads,

s

an tnvitation to make an otter,
ale of atrailer on Cradyshis
the wee roran invitation to make an

ofter?

Silence as Acceptance

Hobbs v.Massasoit Whip Co.
33 N.E. 495 (Mass. 1893)

Holmes, J.

of eel skins sent by the plaintiff to the defendant, and

kept by the defendant some months, until they were destroyed. it must be taken
that the plaintiff received no notice that the defendant declined to accept the skins.
an instruction to the jury that, whether

are sent to the defendant, and it sces

This is an action for the price

The case comes before us on exceptions to
there was any prior contract or not, if skins
hether it has agreed to take them or not, to lie back, and to say nothing,
suppose that the man who has sent them believes that it is taking
about it, then, if it fails ta notify, the jury would be

fit, w
having reason to
el them, since it says nothing
warranted in finding for the plaintiff.

and unexplained, this proposition might seem to imply that one
ose a duty upon another, and make hima purchaser, in spite of

to him, unless he will take the trouble, and bear the
was argued for the

standing alone,
stranger may imp
himself, by sending goods
1se, of notifying the sender that he will not buy. The case

expel
evidence, we do not

defendant on that interpretation. Bul, in view of the
understand that to have been the meaning of the judge and we do not think that the
jury can have unde
stranger to the defendant, even if there was no contract belw
ay four or five times before, and they had been accepted and

rstood that to have been his meaning. The plaintiff was not a
een them, He had sent

eel skins in the same w

T
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