David Shneor
The Road from Beit-El to Nablus: An Examination of Rashi’s Map in His
Commentaries on the Bible and the Talmud
The verse that describes the location of Shiloh in relation to the well-known road and
settlements in its vicinity (Judg. 21:19) is one of the most geographically informative
in the Bible. In manuscripts of Rashi’s commentary on Judges, there is a map which
matches his interpretation of this verse. An examination of different manuscripts of
this commentary shows that this map exists in most of them, and that it is graphically
similar in most of those manuscripts, although there are certain differences as well.
The fact that it appears in so many manuscripts, as well as its relative uniformity and
correspondence to Rashi’s explanation of the verse, all point to the high probability
that this map was indeed drawn by Rashi himself. This conclusion is supported by the
fact that an almost identical map also appears in Rahsi’s commentary on BT Gittin 7b.
Rehav Rubin
Seventeenth- and Eighteenth-Century Greek Orthodox Maps of Jerusalem
The article will survey map-icons of Jerusalem and the Holy Land that were drawn
and painted during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries in the Greek Orthodox
Patriarchate of Jerusalem and its monasteries. These images were included in various
genres of ecclesiastical art: icons painted on wood; icons on canvas, and small
manuscript booklets, known as ‘proskynetaria’. They were drawn in traditional iconic
style and present spatial representations of sacred places in Jerusalem and the Holy
Land. These images were part of religious memorabilia sold to pilgrims in Jerusalem
and their makers, artist– monks, endeavored to cultivate and disseminate the
Orthodox image of the Holy Land. The contents of these map-icons can tell us about
the routes taken by Orthodox pilgrims and the sites they venerated.
Asaf Yedidya
From Rothschild to Crémieux: ‘Israel’s Notables’ in the Thought and Activity of
Rabbi Zvi Hirsch Kalischer
The article discusses the perception of Rabbi Zvi Hirsch Kalisher, that the first phase
of the redemption of Israel will be introduced by ‘Israel’s Notables’. It then reviews
how this perception was expressed throughout his ongoing proto-nationalist activity to
convince the Rothschilds, Moses Montefiore, Albert Cohn, and Adolphe Crémieux –
and the Alliance Israélite Universelle, which the latter headed – to support the

settlement of the Land of Israel. This examination shows the evolution and formation
of Rabbi Kalischer’s thought and plan of action over the years. The article also
presents important unpublished documents that shed light on significant episodes in
the realm of Rabbi Kalisher’s activity, and particularly on his unique attitude towards
the Alliance Israélite Universelle and its president, Adolph Crémieux.
Boaz Hutterer
Elizabeth Finn and the Keys of Jerusalem: More about the History of the Eruv in
Jerusalem in the Late Ottoman Period
In 1861, after the death of Sultan Abdul Majid and the coronation of his brother
Abdul Aziz, the representatives of the Jewish community in Jerusalem received the
keys of the city for a short time. This event, which was part of a customary Eruv
installation, was documented in the literature and the press of the period, but received
a much broader interpretation than just the custom of Eruv. About three decades ago
Prof. Yehuda Nini referred to the description of the event by the Italian engineer and
architect Ermete Pierotti, but there were other references to this event, especially the
descriptions and interpretation of Elizabeth Finn, the wife of British Consul James
Finn. She believed that this episode reflected the changing status of the Jews in the
Land of Israel. Her words and other references throw interesting and additional light
on the changing status of Jerusalem in the late Ottoman period and on the attitudes of
Jews, Muslims, and Christians at the time.
Ehud Galili, Fabio Ruberti, Richard Walding, Shahaf Galili, and Baruch Rosen
The Battle Record of the Italian Submarine Scirè in WWII and Its Sinking by
the British before the Attack on Haifa Port
The Italian submarine Scirè, carrying experienced and decorated attack divers, was
sunk on 10 August 1942 in Haifa Bay. Previously Scirè divers successfully attacked
twenty-eight Allied ships, using innovative underwater warfare. Five of them were
warships, including HMS Queen Elizabeth and HMS Valiant, sunk at Alexandria.
Consequently the strategic balance in the Mediterranean was temporarily changed and
the Allies for a while lost their naval superiority. The possible attack on the oil port of
Haifa and the danger to the Royal Navy in the Mediterranean made Britain redouble
its efforts to destroy the Scirè. Communication intercepts enabled the British to track
and hunt down the Scirè as it approached Haifa. Newly discovered underwater
electric and acoustic warning systems suggest that Haifa bay was heavily protected by
these secret systems. They probably enabled the British to locate the Scirè and sink it

by means of guns and depth charges. Evidence sourced from original British and
Italian documents, combined with first-hand underwater investigations, have helped
to create a modern narrative of the demise of the Scirè. These new discoveries are
reported and discussed. The importance of the Scirè wreck as a significant historical
monument, as well as the need to preserve it as such, is also discussed.
Yossi Katz
From England to Israel: Registration of the Jewish National Fund Ltd. as an
Israeli Company in 1954 and Its Implications
The Zionist Organization established the Jewish National Fund (JNF) in late 1901. In
1907, the JNF was registered as an English company under the name Keren Kayemeth
LeIsrael, Limited. Forty-seven years later, in May 1954, upon the initiative of JNF
England, a new company named Keren Kayemeth LeIsrael was founded, as an Israeli
company, under a special law – Keren Kayemeth LeIsrael Law, 5714-1953. JNF
England has not ceased to exist, and it still has some land assets registered in its name.
The establishment of JNF Israel in 1954 was a milestone in the history of the
organization and stemmed from the need to adjust to the changing reality brought
about by the establishment of the State of Israel. The founding of Israel placed before
the JNF some challenges, among which were the need to achieve the application of
the National Land principle to state lands and to set the geographical borders for the
organization’s land acquisitions.
The JNF leadership also understood that following the transition from the Yishuv to a
state, it should perform some organizational-legal changes – namely, to register as an
Israeli company and adjust its statutes accordingly. In order to maintain the interests
of the organization, JNF England was not closed down. The great resemblance
between the Articles of Association of the two companies indicates that the
organization wished to preserve its direction and goals as much as possible, and first
and foremost to continue to provide land for Jewish settlement, while keeping the land
in the perpetual ownership of the JNF, namely, the ownership of the Jewish People.
The essential change made in the JNF Israel statutes compared to those of JNF
England was the annulment of the prohibition to lease JNF lands to non-Jews.
However, it cannot be argued that today the JNF is permitted to make sweeping lease
of lands to non-Jews. This was not the aim of the change in the organization’s
statutes, but rather to avoid criticism about partiality or to prevent absurd cases that
occurred because of strict adherence to the relevant section in the 1907 statutes.
Furthermore, most JNF lands, if not all of them, were purchased in the period from
the its establishment until the change of the statutes in 1954. They were purchased

with the help of donations from the Jewish People on the assumption that they would
be leased only to Jews, as determined by the statutes of JNF England. The duty to
remain faithful to the donors applied to JNF Israel, too.

Yechiam Weitz and Ofira Gruweis-Kovalsky
The Reburial of Ze’ev Jabotinsky in the Discussions of Israel’s Cabinet
The article deals with discussions in the Israeli cabinet about reburying Jabotinsky in
Israel. In his last will and testament he expressed the wish that his coffin be
transferred to the land of Israel ‘by order of the Jewish Cabinet’. The subject was first
discussed in the cabinet of Moshe Sharett in December 1954, which made no decision
and established a committee to examine the general criterion about reburial of Zionist
leaders. The response of David Ben Gurion’s cabinet was negative, mainly due to the
standpoint of Ben-Gurion. Jabotinsky had been his bitter opponent in the Zionist
Movement.
The last discussion took place in March 1964 in the cabinet of Levi Eshkol, which
decided to transfer Jabotinsky’s remains to Israel. While in the cabinet nobody
objected to the decision, in inner discussions in Mapai (Labor Party) circles some
ministers expressed their doubts, including Prime Minister Eshkol. The ceremony of
reinterment on Mount Herzl was conducted in July 1964, twenty-four years after
Jabotinsky’s death.

