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Problem 23.3
According to the Uniform Commercial Code (UCC), the buyer has the right to stop good delivery by the carrier when they realize that the seller has delivered damaged items or different items apart from the ones which they had been contracted the seller to manufacture. However, if the buyer, in good faith and in a commercially reasonable manner, resells the wrongly delivered goods by the seller, the buyer has all the rights to recover from the seller the differences between the resale price and the contract price (Hawkins, 2019). Therefore, while applying this concept to the provided scenario, the seller will be forced to pay a compensatory damages fee to the buyer for the financial losses they have suffered due to the wrong supply. This is because the seller failed to collect back their shipment, which the buyer had rejected. Therefore, due to the circumstances, the buyer was forced to sell to goods at a discount price making $30000, which lower than the initial payments of $75000 which they had made to the manufacture. Therefore, the seller is liable to pay $45000 to the buyer as a recovery fee for the financial losses they have caused them. 
On the other hand, if the buyer breaches a contract in a manner that significantly impairs the whole contract, then the seller has the right to cancel the entire contract (Kryla-Cudna, 2018). Therefore, for the provided scenario where the seller sold the goods at a reasonable price, they are not in a position to seek recovery from the buyer, considering that they breached the contract by wrongly printing the jerseys. Hence despite the fact they sold the item, the seller will still be forced to refund the buyer their initial payment installment as a recovery fee as well as any consequential and incidental damages caused due to the reach of the contract. Therefore, the buyer will be forced to refund the seller the $75000 plus any other damages fees due to the inconveniences.  
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Problem 26.2
As per the provided case scenario, the buyer, Toys-We-Is, and the seller, PlayCo, had officially signed an agreement. The seller had committed to delivering the provided goods as per the contract. Therefore, I would advise Ball to sue PlayCo to force them to honor the terms of the contracts. Besides, the buyer has the right to sell their products at their own prices depending on the profits they want to make. In addition, the contract did not include what Toys-We-Is was planning to sell the acquired produce; hence the seller is liable for the breach of contract and should pay Toys-We-Is due to consequential and incidental damages because their action intended to destroy the Toys-We-Is reputation. As per the UCC § 2-716 comment one, the courts can only sound a caution when one party unintentionally breaches the contract (Anderson, 2018). In such scenarios, I think that the courts will force the PlayCo to pay Toys-We-Is a certain price, damages, and other reliefs that the courts deem fit it seems that their acts are intentional. 
Notably, the damages award is the most prevalent remedy for a contract breach if one party is seeking financial losses compensation as a result of a contract breach. Besides, the injured party due to the contract's breach is primarily entitled to various benefits. The UCC § 2-716 gives the buyer the right to claim and deliver goods to their client as identified in the contract. Hence, failure to honor the contract will mean that the buyer's reputation will be destroyed due to the failure to deliver the goods as per the customers' request. The UCC § 2-716 section provides the buyer with the right to goods comparable to the seller's right to the price (Anderson, 2018). Therefore, as per comment two, the sale can replace a unique good, which is not specified under the contract, to save their reputation. 
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