Shema - Standing or Sitting
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One who is sitting, may he stand for ynv nxs49p, if it will aid his hana?

No. The o1 »9 learns from the Ny and the terminology of the 7viy y\nbw that although, since his
intention is not to follow >nnw na, he would not be nnn 20, he would still be termed an 12y, as
with anyone who contravenes the words of the N7, even those of the pa1. On 95 o, the b7 vann
says that there is no issue, as it is clear that he is not trying to be over-frum; rather, the ms» is to act

like ©5n5n who are called, 'o*1my. The o 11 19 disagrees.

In the evening, he would not even be following the opinion of >xnw n>a and therefore, says the ma

qoy, he should also not stand.

If one did stand, must he read ynv nx*9p again?

mMoDIn seem to learn that one would not be xxv the msn of ynw nxop. The o¥1In 19 writes that this
may be only if he changes position in order to follow the opinion of >xnw ma. If, however, his
intention is as above, then although he was wrong to act so, he need not reread ynv. [According to

the Vilna Gaon in »9x nv, in all instances, there is no need to read again.]

If he was standing, may he sit down?

In the morning, unlike the pov of the o7 9, the M2 Mmwn follows the ruling that he most
definitely may do so. In the evening, however, he should not do so, for fear that it may look like he
is following the opinion of »nnw n>3; this is as opposed to the n27 »ox who leans towards permitting

it.

What are the general rules for being 9nnn?

The 57wann writes that once something has been widely accepted throughout SNw> Y55 as being
permitted [as explained by the o7 »9], one who is 1NN, is seen as being proud and should be
placed in banishment; unless, that is, his intentions are clear to all, to be v owb. However, in the
place of his teacher who rules leniently, even if his teacher lacks solid grounding, unless he can
actually disprove the pps, he may not be >nnn. If he does so, even with the purest of intentions, he

should be put in ».

—
| —



