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 Between his wealth and his cunning tongue, Korach was one of the most influen-

tial people of his time.  The Ben Yahoyada on Sanhedrin 110a explains that all the money 

Yosef acquired in selling food to Egypt fell into three different categories.  The money that came from idolators disgusted Yosef and was 

designated to its own treasury.  It’s this money that came to Korach’s hand and eventually descended with him into the pit.  Further-

more, he was the only member of his tribe that remained at the Yam Suf to sweep up the jewels that floated to the surface after the Egyp-

tians and their horses drowned.  It was this combination of wealth and charisma that made him capable of influencing people to follow 

him as he rebelled against Moshe.  The ultimate provocation came from his evil wife, who mocked the purification ritual sanctifying the 

tribe of Levi to serve in the Mishkan.   

 Korach’s main complaint against Moshe was that he assigned the position of Kohen Gadol to his brother, Aharon, and the 

workings of the Mishkan to the tribe of Levi.  Convinced that he had been overlooked for a greater position of honor, Korach’s claim 

against Moshe was that the entire congregation was worthy of serving in the Mishkan.  “Everyone is holy”, (Vayikra 16:3) and should 

therefore have a part in the sacrificial service. 

 Of the two Halachic arguments Korach presents to Moshe to convince his followers that he devised the entire Torah, (does a 

room filled with Sifrei Torah still require a Mezuzah on the door, and does a garment require Techeles on the Tzitzis if the garment is 

made entirely of Techeles), the second one is of great significance, and has bearing on today’s value system. 

 One’s response to the wealth they acquire is a glaring sign regarding the quality of their character.  Utilizing a well-known cli-

ché, the question is asked, do the clothes make the man or does the man make the clothing?  This question clearly represents the differ-

ence between Aharon, (whose position Korach coveted), and Korach.   

 Korach never hesitated to use his wealth in order to influence others.  The Midrash relates how Korach hosted a huge feast and 

as animals were being slaughtered, Korach mocked Elazar ben Aharon, ridiculing how they, as Kohanim, were entitled to take for them-

selves a portion from everything.  It’s much easier to convince others to join you in this setting.  People are blinded by wealth, especially 

when they have the opportunity to see it on display and enjoy it personally as they did here. 

 Times have not changed much.  How often do people conclude that one’s wealth automatically entitles them to respect, even 

when their true character is deficient?  Indeed, “the clothing makes the man” is something that many buy into today.  Korach used it to 

gain followers then, and many use it today to help others overlook their short-comings.  One of the most common manifestations of this 

is the concept, “It’s business, not personal”.  What a convenient way for someone on top to discount their level of responsibility and he 

value of those beneath them.  Is taking advantage of someone within the company or someone you are transacting business with permit-

ted because you have tasted the honey of success?  Are we the kind of people who find pleasure in our success when it comes at the ex-

pense of another?  Nowhere in our Halacha or Hashkafa do we subscribe to this philosophy. The reality is that all of business is person-

al.  Last I checked, the paycheck one receives at work is used to feed their families, pay the mortgage and tuition, etc.  It does not get 

more personal than this. 

 So from a Torah perspective, let’s answer the question comparing Aharon and Korach.  Does the clothing make the man or does 

the man make the clothing?  Hashem answers the query for us in dramatic fashion.  Chazal clearly relate that in addition to Korach be-

ing sucked into the pit, his wealth followed him.  If someone borrowed something as insignificant as a needle and thread from Korach, it 

was pulled out of their tent and joined the rest of Korach’s wealth in the pit.  The lesson is profound.  Could Korach’s wealth have 

served a greater purpose?  Could it have been given over to support the poor once we entered Eretz Yisroel?  Why was it lost with Kor-

ach?  The mussar haskil is that it is every person’s responsibility to sanctify that which Hashem blesses us with.  Before anything, we 

have to recognize that our wealth does not belong to us but comes from Hashem.  It is entrusted to us to use in a manner that demon-

strates recognition of the true source of our material sustenance.  The potential material wealth has to achieve Kedusha is based on how 

we relate to it.  The moment we embrace the philosophy of “B’kochi v’etzem yodi…” we’ve taken the potential Kedusha within gash-
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miut, and make it chol, mundane.  At that point, Hashem has the right to take it away from 

us.  In the same way that an animal dedicated to the Bais HaMikdash becomes disqualified if 

it develops a blemish, so too material wealth that is blemished via the manner we relate to it, 

is vulnerable to be “rejected” by Hashem for our use in this world.  This type of wealth is the 

magnifying glass that hangs over us and serves as the prosecuting attorney in Bais Din Shel 

Ma’alah.  To lose it may actually be a Bracha, as said loss can be a strong motivating factor to do Teshuva for believing that “the clothing 

(wealth), makes the man”. 

 How do we learn from Aharon that the man makes the clothing?  Before Aharon was installed as the first Kohen Gadol, Ha-

shem, through Moshe Rabbeinu instructed Nachshon to make priestly clothing for him and his sons.  Although throughout our history 

many have worn the priestly clothing, the reality is that Aharon brought the greatest honor to his role and the “bigday Kehuna” not only 

because of his proficiency in fulfilling his duties as the Kohen Gadol, but because of his character.  How is Aharon classically remem-

bered in Pirkei Avos?  In the name of Hillel, as an ohev shalom v’rodef shalom (Pirke Avos 1:12)!!  He brought honor to his holy vest-

ments because he recognized that if his character was wanting, his role and the clothing associated with it would become meaningless.  

On top of that, Aharon realized that the level of Kedusha his Avoda would achieve would only be as great as how he conducted himself 

outside of the Mishkan.  What made Aharon’s standard of Kehuna the one to follow was this attitude.  When he entered the Kodshay 

Kedoshim to represent the people in achieving forgiveness for them on Yom Kippur, he was keenly aware of whom he was representing.  

As their attorney before HKB’H, he knew their strengths and weaknesses, the spiritual potential they fulfilled and the Torah challenges 

that they had yet to complete.  The intimate association he had with everyone put him in the position where he could plead their case 

before Hashem accurately and with great eloquence.  Indeed, his dedication to the wellbeing of Klal Yisroel in general and each person 

and family in particular validates that he made the clothing!!  He wore them so that he could fulfill his role on behalf of the people, not 

because he looked for the clothing to be a source of honor for him.   

 The Mishna cited above requires careful examination.  Many fail to recognize that the most important part of the Mishna is the 

letter “vav” that joins being an “ohev shalom” with a “rodef shalom”.  There are many who love peace, but when it comes to helping 

someone in the midst of a conflict, they choose to not get involved.  Telling a person that you understand their pain does not draw you 

into the middle of a dispute.  It simply says that that you’re sensitive to their state of social discomfort.  The conversation that ensues may 

open the door for you to offer advice that will precipitate peace between the two parties.  Similarly, there are those who appear to pursue 

peace because they enjoy the action of the conflict at hand.  Unfortunately, their motivation demonstrates that they don’t truly love peace.  

They’re what’s known in Yiddish as a “Koch Lefel”.  They enjoy stirring the pot. 

 It’s the “vov” in the middle that provides the formula for following in Aharon’s footsteps.  Loving peace requires proper, pure 

motivation.  Once this characteristic reaches a level of serious authenticity will the person be able to pursue peace in a manner that truly 

brings shalom – peace and completion – between quarreling parties.  One side of the Mishna without the other cannot achieve the peace 

that Aharon was famous for.   

 In my opinion, the contrast between Aharon and Korach is validated in the way in which Aharon passed from our world to the 

Olom HaEmes.  Korach used his wealth as the foundation for his desire to corrupt the masses into following him.  It was lost forever with 

him in the “Pi ha’aretz” of oblivion.  What events surrounded the passing of Aharon? Hashem commanded Moshe to bring Aharon and 

his son, Elazar to the top of Har HaHor.  It was time for Aharon to pass on.  Aharon enjoyed the merit of seeing his son take over for him 

as the Kohen Gadol.  How the garments would be transferred from Aharon to Elazar was a problem for Moshe.  We dress from the inside 

out and undress from the outside in.  If this remained the case, as the outer clothing was removed from Aharon, they would have to be 

placed on the ground, bringing them disgrace.  Furthermore, Aharon would be left standing there unclothed, which would disgrace him 

as well.  The Midrash relates that at that moment, Hashem performed a miracle that solved both problems.  Moshe was able to undress 

Aharon from the inside out, and as every piece of clothing was removed and miraculously placed on Elazar, Aharon’s clothing was mi-

raculously replaced by its corresponding burial shroud.  In my opinion, this was done to demonstrate that Aharon made the clothing, as 

opposed to the clothing making him.  They were removed from the inside out to demonstrate that his character, the way he served Ha-

shem Yisborach and Bnai Yisroel as Kohen Gadol operated from his p’nim, from the inside out as well.  His Avodas Hashem was a prod-

uct of his generous heart, his exemplary character and his sincere love for Klal Yisroel.  His service was performed with no expectations 

of anything in return, and with no desire for personal honor.  All Aharon ever wanted was to serve Hashem properly, bring honor to His 

Holy Name and do his part in leading the people in the observance and study of Torah, Mitzvos and Ma’asim Tovim.  He did it with love 

and compassion which is why we find that the entire nation, men and women mourned his death, in contrast to when Moshe passed on, 

only the men publically mourned him.    

 How do we relate all of this today?  The first reality that we need to always be aware of is that everywhere outside of our Holy 

Land, (including the United States) is Esav’s land, not Yakov’s.  Although many Jewish communities throughout the world have enjoyed 

success and have had an influence, (most of the time positive), on the overall population, the reality is that chutz l’arertz is Esav’s land, 

not ours.  The value system is materialistically based and remarkably seductive!!  Although one may have a Torah observant home, they 

can get wrapped up in a materialistic lifestyle, and before they realize it find themselves compromising Torah values that call upon us to 

differentiate between wants and needs – to recognize when enough is enough.  We can work fourteen hours a day thinking that it is our 

effort that will determine how much we glean, or we can work enough to do our proper hishtadlus and make sure we set aside time to 

learn Torah.  What we need to realize is that it’s one thing to make a living.  It’s another to know where it comes from.  If we don’t sancti-

fy the gashmiut, then it may pay our bills and support our lifestyle, but it will never achieve the Kedusha that is potentially inherent in 

the living we earn thereby compromising what we need to teach our children.  What we make is not near as important as recognizing its 

source, what we do with it, and how we relate to it.  Unlike Korach, Aharon exemplified these ideals.  It’s up to us to follow in his foot-

steps.         
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