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I 1 mwn: Included parties in nR1R
a  Applies to both seller and buyer (as per v. 1)
i Justification: both phrases are needed
1 If: nmin only forbade seller — 8”10 since he knows the price, he is warned against nR»R
2 If: nmn only forbade buyer — 8"10 since he ultimately has the gain (as per aphorisms), he is warned...x2¥
b  Applies to salesman as well as V170
i Dissent: nTin "1 states that it doesn’t apply to an
1 Q:if heis a 1an, why does this exclude him from nxR?
(a) Answerl (ppr 7, quoting 37): referent is a middleman, who knows the prices quite well; the reason he
overpaid is he knows he has a buyer at that price (+profit)
(i) Support: 2 which explains "0’ "1’s position as on account that the 7an is an expert
(b) Answer2 (»wx ’7): he isn’t bound by the usual parameters of k)R (1/6%); rather, if he undersells even by a
bit, he may retract the transaction, since this is his livelihood
¢ victim has control over procedure; if he desires, transaction may be negated, or may demand the nxnxr-amount back
i Q:whois the author of this passage? It fits neither jn "1 nor a7 as per Xn»91 (above, :1)
1 According to: ym ", there should be no alternatives (no "n¥1”)
2 According to: 721, shouldn’t equate buyer to seller (a1 only applies it to seller)
(a) reaction: R™ expresses the same confusion (doesn’t know who is the author)
(b) Answerl (727): itis im 1 and 8®n»»1a should read “nx1”
(c) Answer2 (X37): it is »23; his ruling in Rn> 1 is in re: seller, here it is expanded to include both
(i) Support (>wx "7): sequence of mwn, mentions buyer then seller, and explicates buyer’s rights
1. Proving: that seller is understood to be included, as per xn»1a
I Impact of explicit forgiveness of nknr-strictures
a 11 -invalid, and nr)R still obtains
b YRmw - valid, no NRNR
i Suggestion: 11 follows thinking of n"1 — %01 1R8I NN 2NV NP MNR; HRINY follows NTINY “3 — B’p IRIN 1PNV 7272
ii  (case: if a man gives pwITP to a woman, on condition that she has no claims of N1 N2 W on him;
1 Ruling: po1pp are valid, but n” and nmi "1 disagree if any of the conditions obtain;
(a) »”r no conditions obtain
(b) A7m77 77 MO IRY, which are financial obligations, obtain, as she may forgive those debts
iii  Rejection: each position could be universal:
1 27 even works with nTi? 3; »"1’s position is only because she knows that she has forgiven nw) mv xw
2 5wy even works with n™); n"1’s position is only because there is a certain evasion of the obligation
iv  Clarification (129 3, quoting 5810w):
1 If: he states “you have no claim of k1R on me”, it is valid and there is no claim
2 But if: he states “this transaction isn’t bound by nknR”, it is invalid and nkn still obtains
v Challenge: if someone sells NinR2? or stipulates that "k1R doesn’t attach — it doesn’t attach
1 Note: according to 17, that even N> "1 would agree with his position — there is no ®1n who could author this
2 Answerl (7a8): we must accept that 27’s position follows n™ only; YRnw’s follows nmin> 1 only
3 Answer2 (837): we may distinguish between merely forgiving nk)R or explicating awareness of the amounts
(a) As per: xn1 - rule applies to ono, but if the seller tells the buyer that the item is worth 100 and he’s sell-
ing it for 200 on condition that there is no k1R — there is no NRNK
(i) Similarly: if the buyer tells the seller that the item is worth 200 and he’s buying it for 100 on condi-
tion that nk1R doesn’t apply - there is no NRMR
III Tangent: selling ninr1a (see footnote) - where there is no NRMR
a  Selling mnra - shouldn’t sell inferior good mmnra and solid goods at market price; both are ninxa or market price
i But: he pays the “shipping” etc. — but not the payment for labor, as that is included; as per 8™’s example

2 Acc. to ™o, selling “on credit”; to 1"an1 and others, means that seller informs buyer of line-items of his markup
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