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Oneoftheeffective factorsincreatingresponsibility
is cheating; This means that if someone deceives
another or is deceived by someone, responsibility
and guarantee are created for the deceiver. This
type of liability, which is a guarantee resulting
from deception, is called in legal terms the
guarantee of pride, which is a kind of coercive
guarantee and is called civil liability in law. Issues
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related to the guarantee of pride in jurisprudence
are known as the rule of jurisprudence, the rule of
pride. One of the types of pride is prying deals.
In cases where the prying seller makes a material
seizure of the transaction, the ruling on such
seizure has not been examined in either Islamic
law or Iranian law, especially when the original
owner does not allow the usurped transaction, in
which case the usurious seller's seizures must be
Be an independent title and sentence; Because if
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we accept that if the owner approves the transaction, her material possessions
are also valid due to its legal possessions.
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Extended Abstract]

One of the effective factors in creating responsibility is deception; This means
thatifa person deceives another person or is deceived by someone, responsibility
and guarantee will be created for the deceiver. This type of responsibility, which
is a guarantee due to deception, is called pride guarantee in legal terminology,
which is a type of forced guarantee and is referred to as civil liability in law.
Discussions related to the guarantee of pride in jurisprudence are known as the
rule of jurisprudence, the rule of pride. The rule of pride is one of the Muslim
rules of jurisprudence that has made its way to Iran's civil law from Imami
jurisprudence. Pride in jurisprudence is used in two meanings; Sometimes, the
truth of the title of pride is enough to deceive another person, and sometimes
the causal relationship between the deceiving person's act of "cave" and harm
and having the element of deceiving the cave is used in the definitions. One of
the types of pride is prudish dealings. In the case where the customer is ignorant
of the seller's prudishness, the ground for realizing pride is provided. In such a
transaction, if the owner of the goods is not satisfied with such a transaction and
the voiding of the transaction causes loss to the proud customer, according to the
proud rule, the customer's grievance shall be returned to me, the customer can
refer to the nosy seller to compensate for this loss and demand damages from
him. In addition to the rule of pride, the responsibility of a promiscuous seller is
based on rules such as Ali Al-eed, the sanctity of property is certain and harmless,
all of which indicate the need to compensate for damage and prevent loss from
the customer. In a nosy transaction, the trader is called "nosy", the transaction
party is called "genuine" and the person whose property is traded without his
intervention is called "non-owner" or "owner". It is necessary to explain that
the meaning of the word "other" is that the legislator has given the authority to a
person who was not involved in the contract and who has entered into a contract
on his behalf, to enforce the said contract if he sees the transaction as beneficial
to him. to do In other words, a snooping person without being a representative
of one of the two sides of the contract creates a legal relationship between
the original and the other. In this research, which is provided by descriptive-
analytical method and referring to library sources, we seek to determine the
position of the rule of pride in nosy transactions and prove the responsibility
of deception. The results showed that the main principle of pride is common,
which is current and common in many jurisprudential and legal chapters. One
of the cases and carriers of the rule of pride takes place in nosy transactions. In
nosy transactions, when the proud person is not aware of the noisiness of the
transaction and suffers after the rejection of the transaction by the genuine, he
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can go to the cave (the nosy transaction) and receive compensation from him
according to the rule of pride. Therefore, the customer's ignorance of the seller's
prudishness and his loss from such an event will cause the customer to refer to
the nosy seller for compensation according to the rule of pride. This is due to the
fact that the nosy seller has caused the deception of the ignorant customer with
this action and will be responsible for such deception and should be responsible
for the possible compensations due to the non-permission of the original owner.
In addition to the above reason, nosy transactions can also fall under the rule
of pride in another aspect. According to Article 371 of the Civil Code, in a sale
that depends on the permission of the owner, the power to surrender is valid
at the time of the permission, and therefore, if an unscrupulous seller fails to
surrender the goods, the ignorant customer will be able to approach him to
receive the damages incurred. Excuses are a sign of arrogance. In fact, a nosy
seller has caused the pride of the customer by concluding a sale that, on the one
hand, the customer is ignorant of the fact that it is nosy, and on the other hand,
he is unable to deliver the goods, and he will be responsible for such pride.
Regarding the loss of the nosy deal, it can be summarized in three possibilities:
1.The causer (deceiver) is responsible for the loss, and the steward (arrogant) is
not a guarantor, even if he seizes the property.

2.There is a difference between the case where the arrogant person was in
charge of the wasted property or was somehow involved in its loss, and the
case where he had no role in the loss except for deceiving the steward. In the
first case, both are guarantors, and in the second case, only the steward is the
guarantor; Because the steward is stronger than the cause.

3. Both are guarantors, and if the owner takes the damage from the steward, he
can refer to the aggressor.
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