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Korach 
The Zera Shimshon, Rav Shimshon 
Chaim ben Rav Nachmon Michoel 
Nachmani, was born in 5467 
(1706/1707) into an illustrious 
family with great Rabbinical 
lineage. He studied the revealed and 
concealed parts of the Torah by the 
Torah greats of his day.  

He served as Rav of Modena, Pisa, 
Sayna and Reggio, Italy, and was 
recognized as a holy and pious 
individual, as well as a tremendous 
Torah scholar in all areas of Torah. 
He passed away on the 6th of Elul 
5539 (1779). 

His Seforim were named, Toldos 
Shimshon (The ‘Offspring’ of 
Shimshon) on Pirkei Avos and Zera 
Shimshon (The ‘Seed’ of 
Shimshon) on the Parshi’os of the 
Torah. In his introduction, he 
explains that since his only son had 
died during his lifetime, he wrote 
his Seforim to perpetuate his own 
memory after his passing. 

The following is his passionate 
request to learn his works.  

“I implore of you with ten terms of 
supplication to choose from my 
Chiddushim (novella) the piece that 
finds favor in your eyes, for your 
learning will sooth my soul etc… 

“This righteousness will stand by 
you forever – to ‘eat’ in this world, 
and be satiated in the next. In this 
merit, Hashem will repay you with 
children, health and sustenance. 

“…and now my brothers and 
friends etc. do a true kindness, and 
with your eyes you will see children 
and grandchildren surrounding 
your table, houses filled with all 
that is good, wealth and honor will 
not cease from your children…” 
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And Korach ‘took’ (16:1). 
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sure a house that is full of Seforim (Sifrei Torah) should not need the 

protection of a Mezuza. 

Zera Shimshon asks that Korach’s main complaint and the basis of 

his clash with Moshe Rabbeinu was because he was infuriated with the 

nomination of Eltzafan, which Korach held was a position

received. That being the case, what place did his argument about the 

is and Mezuza have? It seems entirely out of context.

Zera Shimshon explains that Korach thought that he was greater 

afan. As well, he felt that his lineage entitled him to the position over 

He was the son of Yitzhar who was the second son of Amram and 

afan was the son of Uziel who was the fourth son to Amram. 

Regarding the Mitzva of Tzitzis, it seems from the pessukim that the 
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much stronger reminder. 

The same is true with the Mitzva of Mezuza. Th

protection (see Zohar 3:300b). Korach reasoned that if one could have a Sefer 

Torah in his house, it would serve as an even stronger protection than that of 

just a small Mezuza and Hashem would defenitly rather that one have such a 

protection if he was able to. Korach thought that his r

than that of Moshe Rabbeinu and that Moshe Rabbeinu had not correctly 

understood the Mitzvos that Hashem had commanded him.

Using this line of reasoning, Korach felt that since he was greater than 

afan, here too Moshe Rabbeinu was wrong for picking someone not as 

great and that it was in reality he, Korach, who should have been picked.

Obviously, he was mistaken, and the Mitzvos were given exactly as 

Moshe Rabbeinu had said and not necessarily did everything have to 

he way Korach saw it. Nor did Hashem’s pick of 

have to fit with Korach’s reasoning. 
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