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THE SOURCE OF THE
PROTOCOLS.

it

TRUTH AT LAST.

The so-called * Protocols of the FElders of.
Sion " were publisked in London last year
under the title of ** The Jewish Peril."\

" This book is a translation of a book! pub-
lished in Russia in 1905, by Sergei Nilus,
a (iovernment official, who professed to hare
received from a friend a copy of a summary .
of the minutes of ‘a secrel mecting, held in
Paris, by a Jewish organi:atio;n that was
plotting to overthrow civilization in order to
establish a Jeuqsh world state. .0

These ‘* Protocols ' attracted little atten-
tion until after the Russian Revolution of
1017, when the appearance of the Bolshevists,
among whom were many Jews, professing
and practising political doctrines thiat in
some pointa resembled those advocated in
the ** Protocols,” Iled many to beliere. that
Nilua's alleged discovery was genuine. The
“ Protocols ’  were widely discussed and

translated into several European languages.
Their authenticity has been frequently ai-
tacked and many arguments have been
ad-{uced for the theory that thegj are a forgery.

In the jotlalv_r-:'ng articles our Constantinople
Correapondeqt for the first time presents con-
clusive proof that the document is in the main
a clumsy plagiarism. He has forwarded us
a copy of the French book from which Hhe
plagiarism is made. The British Museum
has a complete copy of the book, whic
entitled ' Dialogue awr Enfers  enjra
Machiavel ¢t Montesquieu, ou la Pojitigte de
Machiavel aw XI1X. Siécle. Par un Cone
temporain,” and was published at Brussels
i 1865, Shortly after ita publication the
author. Maurice Joly. a Paris lawyer and
publiciat, was arrested by the police of
Napoleon I11. and sentenced to 138 months'
tmprisonment.




tha
| diplomatist to the writer in 1908. *If you
~onl
- many men who matter, and you may find the
' key to many strange secrets.”  Yet must
“confess that when the discovery which is the
; theme of these articles was communicated to

me
bre

A LITERARY FORGERY.

(Krom Our Constantinople Gorréspondent.)
“/There is one thing about Constan tinople

b is worth your while to remember,” said a

v stay here long enough you will meet

[ was at first incredulous: Mr. X., who
ught me the evidence was convinced..

“* Read this book through,” he sdid, *and

VO

1 will find irrefutable proof that the " Pro-

ctochls of the sLearned Elders of Sion' is &

plagiarism.”

+

. L _
Mr. X., who does not wish his real name to be

known, is a. Russian Iandowner with English
connexions. Orthodox by - religion, he is in

pPo

itical opinion a Constitutional Monarchist.

. He came here as a refugee after the final failure

of

Clor
“far o< it concerned Russia, had studied the
. Protocols,” and during the period of Dentkin’s
ascendaney had made investigatipns with the

{ll)

-

col:
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the White cause in South Russia, He had
| . . .
ig been interested in the, Jewish question, as

ject of discovering whether any “oceedlt

* Masonic ' organization, such as the " Proto-

2 speak of, existed m Southern Russia. The
v such organization was o Monarchist ons
e discovery of the key to the problem of the
rotocols 7 came to him by- chance. >
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THE SWISS ORIGINAL.

A foew months age he bought.a numbor of old
s00%s fro n n former oficer of tho ** Okhrana
Pelitieal Police) who had fled to'Constantinople.
Amonz these kooks was a small volume in
I'teneh, lacking the title-page, with dimens’ons
¥ 6kin. by 3%in. Rt hid been cheaply ro-
wound.  On the leather back is printed in

. Latin capitals tho word Joli. The preface, .

¢ lare characteristic of the

Centitled Simple  avertissement,” is  dated-

Cieneva, October, 15, 1864, The hoo' contains
324 pages, of which numberr 315-322 inrlusive
follow page 24 in the enly copy known to Mr.
X, perhapsg owing to a mistake when the ook
was rebound. Both the paper and the typo
* sixties and seventies
of the last century. Theso details are given in |

the hope that they may lead to the discovery |

, lof the title of the book [See introduction abovel. |

Mr. N. believes it must be rare, sinee, had it no*
been so, the " Protoco!s ™ would have 'spwdil_\/
heer recognized as a plagiarism by anvone
wh(huul read the original. o
That tho latter is o " fake " could not b
muintained for an instant by anyone who hs

seenc it Its original possessor, the old Okhmr}ﬂ.

officer, did 110t remember whore he obtyined {t, ]

Jend attached no nhmportance to it. Mr.
Hplaneing at it one diy, was struck by o fe-

semblinee betwoeen o passage which had eught
hix eye and & phrese in the French edition] of
the " Protocols » (Edition do la Vieille Frapee,
1920, 5, Rue du Préanx-Cleres, 5. Paris [7th
Arrondisseinent ). He followed up the clue. and
lsoon realized that the © Protocols 7 were th a
lvery large extent as miuch a paraphrase ofj the
|Geneva original as the published version jof o
[War Office or, Foreign Oftice telegram 1s a para-
\phrase of the ciphered original. -
" Before receiving the book from Mr. X. T was,
las I have said, incredulous. 1 did not believe
that Sergei Nilus's ©* Protocols ' were auth¢ntic ;

'they explainedl too much by th> theory of
Hvast Jewish  conspiracy. Professor _
Saceount of how they were obtained wis too

Vilus's

melodramatic to be credible. and it was hard to
believe that real " Learned Elders ()f}Si(m”
would not have produced a more intelligent
political xcheme than the crude and th ratrical
subtilties of the Protocols. . But 1 copld, not
have believed. had 1 not seen, that thh writer

who supplied Nilus with his originals was a care-
less and shameless plagiarist. )

The Geneva book is a very thi yv-veiled

lattack on the despotism of Napoleon III. in

" the form;of a series of 25 dialogues divided into

four parts. The speakers are Montesquieu and
Machigvelli. In the brief preface te his book
the anonvmous author points out| that it
contains passages which are applicable to all
(iovernments, ** but it particularly pergonifies
a political svstem which has not varie

application, for a single day since thel fatg) and
‘alas ! too distant date when'it w roned,”
Its references to the ** Hauss nisation '
of Paris, to the repressive measures and polioy

of the French Emperor, to his wastefll financial
system, to his foreign wars, to his upe of secrat
societies it his foreign policy (¢f., his notorious
relations with the Carbonari) and his sup-
pression of them in Irence, to. his relations
with the Vaticdw, and td his control of the
Press are unmistakal le.
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\I ACHIAVELLI-NAPOLEON. |

The Gieneva Book, or as it will hpnceforth bﬁ

call¢ad the Geneva Dialogues, opeps with the
meeting of the spirits of Monte gaquied - -and
[]

t,he vmr&d:s‘ Q

Machiavelli on a desolate beach
l '? ]"%ﬁﬂ‘

of |shades. After a' lengthy
civilities Montesquieu asks :
explam why from an_ a.rdm:@,
he | had become the author of 1%
anT ‘the founder of th




10

of thought which has made all crowned
- heads your disciples, but which is well
~fitted . to justify the worst arimes of
‘tyranny.”  Machiavelli replies that he
is & roalist and proceeds to ‘Justify the

teaching of " The Prince,” and to ox-
E}aiﬂ its applicability to the Western
suropean States) of 1564, |

In the fiest six * Geneva Dialogues ™
Moritesquiéu is given a chance of argu-
ment of which he avails himself. In the
seventh dialogue, which  corresponds |
to the fifth, sixth, seventh, and PArt
of the .cighth =« Protocols,” he gives
Machiavelli permission to describe at
lengith how he would solve the problem
of stabilizing political societies * in.
cessantly  disturbed by the spirit  of
anarchy and revolution.”  Henceforth
Machiavelli or in reality Napoleon 111,
speaking through Machiavelli, has the '
lion’s  share of the dialogue. Montes- |
quied’s  contributions thereto become :
more and | more exclamatory ; he s
};_‘nfmmdly\ shocked by  Machiavelli. |
Napoleon's  defence of an able and’
ruthless dictatorship, but hix counter-
arguments . grow  briefer and weaker.
At times, indeed, the author of L Esprit
des Lois " is made to cut as poor a figure
a8 --pareum componere magno-—does Dr.
Watson ‘when hé attempts to  talk
criminology to Sherlock  Holmes.




' DIALOGUE AND
* PROTOCOL.”

The * Protocols " follow almost the same |
order as the Diaslogues. I)mlmgues 1-17
generally correspond with * Protocols™
1.19. There are a few exceptions to
this. One.isin the 18th * Protocol,” where,
together with Bam phrases of passages|
fmm the 17th alogua (* Geneva Dia-
logues,” pp. 216, 217) there, is 'an echo of
a pm&m@e in the 25th * Geneva Dialogue,”
viz, Quand le - malheureux est
nppr:mé il dit ‘le Roi le savait’;
Quand on veut se vanger qu’on espére un
secours, on dit ‘' le Roi le saura. This
‘appears on page 88 of the English odi-
tion of the ** Protocols' (4th E.dmon,
published by “The Britons,w 62,
Oxford-street, Lcmdon. W) as “In
order to exist, the prestige of power must |
occupy such a position: that the people
can’say among thomlv&s “If onllv the
King knew about it,’ or * When the
l\lﬁ knows about it.’”
| e last five * Protocols” (Nos. 20-24
inclusive) do mnot contain so many
paraphrases of the “ Geneva Dialogues " as
| thc(;l 19. Some of thel'xlr resemblances |
and paraphrases are, however, ve
striking, e.g., the following :— v

A .loan is an issue of Government paper
which entails an obligation to pay interest
amoaunting to a percenm?e of the total sum
of the barrowed money. If a loanis at 5 per
cent., then in 20 years the Government will
have unnecessarily paid out a sum equal
tn mt of the loan in order to cover the
' In: 40 years it will have paid
twice, md in 60 thrice that amount, but the
loan wili sl;nil mmm as an unpaid debt.—
“ Protocols,”

- MoNTEsSQ Umn' B How are loans made?
- By the issne of bonds entailing on the Govern-
ment the obligation to pay interest propor-
tionate to the capital it has been paid. Thus,
if a loan is at 5 per cent., the State, after 20
years, has paid out a sum equal to the bor-
rowed capital. When 40 years have expired
it has paid double, after 60 years triple: yet
it wmains debtor for thé entire capital sum.”
—t Geneva maloguﬂ,“ p- "50.

[




But generally speaking * Protocols ”” 20
and 21, which deal (somewhat un-
convincingly) with ' the financial pro-
gramme of the Learned Elders, owe less
to the “ Geneva Dialogues,” Nos. 18-21,
than to the imagmation of the plagiarist |
suthor who had for once in a way to
show a little originality. This is natural |
- enough since the  Dialogues " in question
describe the actual financial policir of the

- French Imperial Government, while the
fﬁé‘ Protocols ' 'deal with the future. Again
“in the last four * Geneva Dialogues™
Machiavelli’s apotheosis of the Second
Empire;* buing based upon historical
facts which took place {:vtweﬂn 1852
- and 1864, obviously furnished scanty
inaterial for the plagiarist who wished
to prove or, very possibly, had been
ordered to prove in the ‘“ Protocols ™ that
the ultimate aim of the leaders of Jewry
was to give the world a ruler sprung
from the House of David. L |
The scores of parallels between the
two books and a theory concerning the .
methods of the plagiarist and the reasons
for the publication of the “ Protocols™
in 1905 wil be the subject of further
articles, Meanwhile it is amusing to find
that the only subject with which the
“ Protocols ’ .deal on lines quite contrary
to those followed by Machiavelli in the
* Dialogues,” is the private life of the.
Sovereign. The last words of the * Proto-
-cols” are * Qur Sovereign must be irre-
proachable.” The Elders evidently propose
. to.keep the King of Isracl in great order.
The historical Machiavelli was<, we know,
rather .a scandalous old gentleman, and
his shade insists that amorous adventures, .
so far from injuring a Sovereign's reputa- |
tion, make him an object of interest and ;
~gympathy to " the fairest half of his
subjects.” |

{To fﬁe condinred.)




* JEWISH PERIL”
EXPOSED.

HISTORIC “FAKE.”
DETAILS OF THE ~
FORGERY.

e ]

MORE PARALLEILS.

We published yesterday an article from
our Constaniinople Correspondent, which
showed that the notorious ‘* Protocols of the
Elders of Zion“— one of the myasteries of
politics since 1905—awere. a clumsy forgery,
the text being based on a book published in
French in 1865. '

The book, without title page, was obiained
by our Correspondent frgm a Russian sowrce,
and we were able to identify it with a complete
copy in the British Museum. .

The disclosure, which naturally ~aroused
the grealcst interest among those Jomsdiar
with Jewish questions, finally disposes of
the * Protocols '’ as credible evidence of a
Jewish plot against civilization. -

We publish below a second article, which
gives further close parallels between (Aé
language of the Protocols and that asiribused
to Machsavelli and Montesquicu in the volums
dated from Geneva. - '




PLAGIARISM AT WORK.
(From Our Constantinople Correspondent.)
While the Geneva Dialogues open with an
. exchange of compliments betweon Montesquieu
and Machiavelli, which covers seven pages, the
~author of the Protocols plunges at once in
medias res. f g
| One can imagine him hastily turning over
" those first seven pages of the book which he has
been ordered to paraphrase against time, and
angrily ejaculating, '' Nothing here.” But on
page & of the Dialogues he finds what he wants ;
the greater part of this page and the next are
promptly paraphrased, thus :—. -
- Geneva Dialogues, p. 8. Protodols, p.;l (* The

N

Among mankind the
~ewtl instinet is mightier
. than the good. Man is

more drawn to evil than
to good., Fear and Force
- have more empire over
him than resson. . . .
Everv mansme at domin-
at:on : t@lna but would
be an Jppressor if he
" could :  all or almost all
are ready to sacrifice the
rights of others to ther
- own intercsts. , o+

What restraine those
beasts of p~ey wh.ch they
eall men from attacking
ome another ' Hrute un-
restrained Foree 1n the
first stages of social hfe,
then the Law. that s still

. force regulated by forms.
" You bhave consulted all
historical sources : every-
where mught  precedes
nght. Political Laberty s
w mecely s relative idea. ...

HBritons ' edition).
It must be noted that

‘people with. corrapt in-

stincta are more ntimerous
than those of noble in-
stinct. Therelore in gov-
erning the world the vest
results are’ obtained by
means of violence and in-
timidation, and- not by
academie _ discussions.
Every man aims at power;
every one would like to be-
come a dictator if he oaly
could do so, and rare in-
deed are the men who
would not be disposed to
sacrifice the welfarc of
others in order .to attain
their own personal aims.

What restrained ' the
wild beasts of prey which
we call men ? What has
ruled them up to now ?
In the first stages of social
life they submitted to
brute and blind force, then
to law, which in reality is
the same force, - only
masked. From thus I.am
led to deduct that by the
law of naturc right lies
in might. . Political {ree-
dom 18 not a fact but an
idea.

The gift of liborty according to the Machia-
velli of the Genova Dialogues, of self-government

according to the

Protocols

(page 2), leads

specdily to civil and social strifo, and the State
% svon ruined by internal convulsions or by
{ereign intervention followirg on the heels of

civil war.

Then follows a singular parallel

l etween the two books which deserves quota-

ton :--

Geneva DNinlogues. p. 0.

What arms  will they
(Statos) employ in  war
against forcign enemies ?
W ill the oppasing generals
communicate their plans
of campaign to one another
and thus be mutually in
a position to defend them-
selves ¥ Will they mutu-
ally ban night attacks,
{ra ambushes, battles
with inequality of foree?
Of course not : such com-
batants would court de-
rision. Are you against
the employment of these
traps and tricks, of all the
strategy indispensable to
war inst the enemy
' within, the revolutionary ?
3

Protocols, p. 2.

: . 1 wouid ask the
question why is it not im-
moral for a State which
has two cnemies, one ex-
ternal and one internal,
{o use different means of
defence against the former
to that which it would use
against the latter, to o
secret plans of delence, to
attack him by night os
with superior forces 7 . .+ o

s s



RIGHT. AND WRONG.

Both | Machiavelli ' and the. author of the
Protocqls agree (Prot. p. 3, Geneva Dialogues,
p- 11) almost in the same words that politics
have nothing in common with morality. Right
s desoribed in the Protocols as ' an abstract
1den established by nothing,” in the Dialogues

]

us an infinitely vague " expression. The end,
~say Dboth, justifies the means. ''I pay lesg
| attention,”’ says Machiavelli, ‘‘to what 1is
good and moral than to what is useful and
necessary. The Protocols (p- 4)‘use the¢ same
formulg, substituting ' protitable ™ for ** use-
ful.”” Aeccording to the Frotocols hel who would
rule " must have recourse to cunnihgness (sic)
“and hypoeriwy.”  In the recond Dialoguo (p.

15) Mintesquicu  reproaches Maghiavelli  for

having [~ only two words to repeat-/-‘ Force ’ and

“guile.| " Both Machiavelli apd'the ** Eiders "
[ of the [Protocols preach despiorism as the sole
! safeguard ageinst anarchy. {In the Protocols

this despotism 2has to be Jewiah and ‘hem-

‘ ditary.| Machiasvelli's despotism is obviously
{ Napolepnie.
! herts are scores of other parallels between
| the bogks. Fully 50 paragraphs in the Pro-
tocols pre simply paraphrases of pédssages in
 the Dihlogues. The quotation per me reges
regnant, rightly given in the Vieille France
I edition| of the Protocols (p. 29), while regunt
is substiituted for regnant in the English version
(p- 20), pppears on p. 63 of the Geneva Dialogues.
Sulla, whom the English version of the Pro-
tocols Insists on. calling ** Silla,” appears in
both books.

After covering Italy with blocd, Sulla reappeared
as a simple citizen in Rome : no onc durst touch a
hair of his head. Geneva Dialogues, p. 189,

Remember at the time when llaly was streaming
with bloud, she did not touch a hair of S8illa's head,
and he was the man who made ber blood pour out.
Protocols, p. 51.

Sulla, who after the proscriptions stalked
‘““in ravage grandeur home,” 13 one of the
tyrants whom every achoolboy knows and those
who believe that Elders of the 33rd Degrec are
| responsible for the Protocols, may say that this
i#= & mere coincidence. But what about the
exotic Vishnu, the hundred-armed Hindu deity
who appears twice in each book ! The following
passages never were examples of “ unconscious
plagiarism.”

+ Geneya Dialogues, p. 141 :—

velli.—' Like the Qod Vishnu, my press
will have a hundred arms, and these arms will give
their hands. to all the different shades of opinioR
throughput the country.” ,

Protocols, p. 43 :—

Geneva Dialogues, p. 2071""‘“&

Montesquieu.—* Now [ undé

of the god . Vishnuj

. R
t




' B

3 the Endian Hdol;’ and cach of
ere ' ta &ﬁpﬂhb" v your
Mg?“mhii P60 1— o ,
%‘“ i Govagnment will resemble the Bindu
m} thng, « Mﬁngt our hundred hands will
) &gm ‘spring of the social machinery of

-« . TAXATION OF TrF PREss.
<. The Dm!oguaa and the Protocols alike
evoty, glal attention to the Press,

and their schemes for the muzzling and
epntrol  thereof ave almost identical,

: ute _identical, indeed, in many |
details.” Thus Machiavelli on pp. 133+

and 138 d.i' the Dialogiies expounds the
fgunmng ingenious schemo :-—

1 shall extend the tax on newspapers (o

or rathersI-shall introduce a stamp

duty on books having less than a certain

‘ . A book, for ecxample,

of
with than 200 or 300 pages will not rank as |

tbw v but as & brochure, I am sure you see
the advantage of this scheme. On the one
hand 1 thin (e rarifie) by taxation that cloud
of short books which are the more :tprondugm
of ﬁ\lmllam; on the other 1 férce those who
wish to m;lm stamp duty to throw them-
stlves into long and costly compositions,
which will hardly cver be sold and scarcely
road in such a form.” '

The Protocols, p. 41, has :—

*~We will tax it (the hook [l!mss) in the same |

manner as the newspaper Ilress-—that is to

a8y, by means of Excise stamps and deposits. |

But on books of leas than 300 pages we will
a tax twice as hoavy. These short

we will classify as pamphlets, which |

constitute tho most virulent form of printed
PO . These moasures will also compel
wri to publish such long works that they
will be littie read by the public and chiefly
80 On account of their High price.’”

Both have the same profound contempt
for journalists. S

Geneva Dialogues, pp. 143, 146 :—

. Machiavelli—* You must Lknow that
journalismy is a sort of Freemasonry ; those
who -live by it are bound . . . to one
another by the tios of profesdsional discretion ;
like the augurs of old, they do not lightly
dival the secret of their oracles. . They
would gain nothing by betraying themselves,
for they have mostly won more or less dis-
creditable seaps . . "

B there exists in French journalism

& systerh of ! understanding for giving
countersjgna. A \ns of the Press are

tied by mutual profcssional secicls in the
manner of the -aneient oradles, . Not one of
ita moembers will betray- his knowledge of
the secret, if the secret has not been ordered to

be ‘'made public. No single *publisher will |

bave the courage to betray the sccret en-
trasted to lim, the reason being that not one
of ‘them s admitted into the literary world
without bqt_rinq the marks of some shady act
in his past lite.” . i

s S -

i




Gowm FOR THE ProPLE.

But this contempt is nothing compnred
\{t which both Machiavelli and the
Eki&rs evince towurds th: measses whomn
gtanniy is to reduce to a more, than
neﬂt&l servitude. ,
Geneva Dialogues, p. 83—
shiavelli.—'" You do not kpow the un-
bcmné d meanness of the peoples .
relling before force, pitiless towards the
mk implacable to faults, indulgent to

eﬁmw, incapable of supporting the contra-
&.icﬁtms of a frec rédgime, and patient to the

point| of martyrdom under the violence of |

an audacious despomn . giving them-
e_dves} A whom thcay pa.rdon for deeds
for t#o ‘of which they would have be-

venty . constitutional ngs.”
- p 15 ¢ e .

ir intensc meanness the Christian
les gom- independence—when kneeling
they crouc power ;. when they are
pitiless towards the wea.k merciless in dealing
with faults, and lenient to crimes ; when they
fuse to recognize the cont.razilcumm of
m; when they are patient to the

¢ of martyrdom in bearing with the
lence of an audacious dispotxsm. At the
s of their present dictators, Premiers, and.

' - sters, they endure abuses for the smallest
ﬁxch they would iuwe murdered t,wenty




. " ATTITUDE TO TAE CHURCHES.
- Both the Elders and Machiavelli pro-
os¢ to make pohtzca.! crime thoroughly
mpopular b mmnlaun the treatmment
the g& criminal to that of the
p th.dew;ia not a little attention

po 'H ammtmn and espionage ;
‘the ‘creatis Mmhmvelh had evidently
studie laan I1.’s police nisthods,

and mzﬁered at the h.nds of his agents.
Eiw h pro to exercise a severe control
over thi and tha Bench. As regards

the Vatican, Machi: avelli-Napoleon, with
pecent Italian history in mind, aims at
the complete -control of the Papacy.
Afte l}%o popular hatred against
the -urch of Rome and its clergy, he will
intervene to protect. the Holy See. as
ha !eon I11. did intervene, when * the

‘E'zd : prpoae o follow a similar plan:
*when the people in their rage throw

._....-. on to the -Vatican we shall
_ tectors in order to stop
b hnd 2 imately, of course, they

mean to daatroy the Church. The terrible
chiefs of a Pan-Judaic conspiracy could
hardly have any other plen of campaign.
Machiavelli, naturally, does not go so
far. Enough for him if the Pepo is
safely lodged in the Napoleonic pocket.
Is| it necessary to produce further
that the majority of the Protocols
'ply paraphrases of the Geneva
Dialog ,.'mth wtcked Hvbmw Elders,

laee of Machxaxelh-Napolmn IlI.,
and the brutish goyim (Gentiles) sub-
itited for the fickle masses, ' gripped
in & vioe by poverty, ridden by sensuality,
devoured by ambition,” whom Machia-

"The questions now arise, how did the
originals become known in Russia, and
why were the Protocols' invented ? -

(To be continued.)
A ———




THE PROTOCOL
FORGERY.

" USE IN RUSSIAN
" POLITICS.

B

METHODS OF SECRET
POLICE.

e

SOME CONCLUSIONS.

-In  articles from our Conasgntinopls
Corregpondent, published yestordey and on,
Tuteday, we proved fhot the so-called
“ Protocols of the Elders of Ziom," wivich
hare been believed by some since their publics-
tion in 1905 to indicate & Jewish plot againal
civilization, weore & clumney forgery.
To-day our Correepondent reviews the use
to swhich the Prolopols twere pad in - recent
Russian politics, and swmmerizes his con-
clusions.

THE PROTOCOLS IN RUSSIA,

(Fram Our Constautinople Correspondent.)

There ie no evidence as to how the Geneva
Dialogues reached Rumsia. The following theory
may be :

The Third Napoleon's secret police, many of
 whom were Corsicans, must have known the
!ux'xtanoeofthebhhgnnanddhmﬁcet-

tainly obtained them {rom some of the
many persons arrested on the charge of political
conspiracy during the reign of Napoleon III.
In the last two decades of the 19th century
and in the early years of the 20th there
were always a few Corsicans in the Palace
Police of the Tsar, and in the Russian secret
service. Combining courage with i '
a high average of intelligence with fidelity to
his chief, the Corsican makes a first-¢
agent or bodyguard. It is not improbable thet
Corsicans who had besn in the service of
i Napoleon 1., or who had had kinsmen in his
 secret service, brought tho (enova Dislogugs
' to Russis, where some member of the Oklwens
or some Court official obtained poescssion
of them. But this is only a theory.




As to the Protocols, they were first pub-
| lmhed in 1905 at Tsarskoye Selo in the seecond
‘ edition of a book entitled * The Great Within

the Small,” the author of which was Professer
Bergei Nilus. Professor Nilus has been desetibed
to the writer as a learned, pious, credulous
- Conservetive, who combined much theolo-
gical and some historical erudition with a
singular lack of knowledge of the world. In
January, 1917, Nilus, according to the igtro-’
duction to the Fremch version of the Protocols,
published a book, entitled ‘‘ It is Heve, at Qur
Doors!!" in which he republished the Pro-
tocols. Inthishbwrwork,woatdingtothe
French vemon. Professor Nilus stated thas the
man tofthePratooolamg:vmhmby
Alexis Nicolaievich Bukhotin, a néble
afterwards became Vice-Governor of Mq)go.

According to the 1906 edition of the
tocols they were obtained by a woman who
| stole them from ‘‘ one of the most influential
snd most, hq;hl imitiated leaders of Free-

nry. tieft was sovcomplished at the
cloaaofﬂ'lemt 1 ofhho'inibi.atad'in
Prance, that nest of Jewish conspiracy.” But
in Uleepilognet.otbeEnglﬂhwrdmofthe
Protocols Professor Nilus ‘M
found them in the safes at uart.au
of the Bociety of Zaon which are at present
situated in France."” Acocording to tbe%‘rﬂwh
version of the Protocols, Nilus in his book of
1917 states that the Protocols were notes of a
lan submitted to the ** Council of Elders = by

: r Hertzl at the first Zioniat
which was held at Basle, in A , 1897, and
that Hertzl afterwards complained to the
Zionist Committee of Action of the indiscreet

ublication of conﬁdentml information. - The

otocols were signed by ‘' Zionist mpruonu
tivee of the 33rd l)egroe" in Orient
masonry and were secretly removed - m Lho
complete file of the proceedings of the afore.
said Zionist Congress, which was hidden in the
“ Chief Zionist office; which isx situated in
French torritory.”’

SBuch aro Profesasor Nilus's rother contra-
dictary sccounts of the ongm of tha Protocols.
Not a very convincing story ! Theodor Hertel
is dead ; Sukhotin is dead, and whoere sro the
signatures of ths Zionist representatives of the

33rd Degree !
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- Tarning to the text of the Protocols, and
i ing it with that of the Geneva Disloguen,
‘one 1s dtruck by the abeence of any etiort on the
| of the plagiarist o conceal his plagiarisms.
| pars ing has been very carcless;
|perts of sentenoces, whole phrases at times. are
‘identical : the development of th~ thought is
'the same ; there has beon no attempt worth
ll_n:)x:r;t.immg to alter th> order of thy Genews
iBe . The plagiarist has! introdueed
;I)nr:z‘:‘lim, and Nietzache in one paseage in
‘ordor to be ‘‘up to date'’; he has given a
' Jewish colour to ‘* Machiavelli's ' sehemes for
'dietatorship, but ho has utterly failed to eon-
'osal his i to the Gemeva Dialogues.
This gives the impression that the real writer
‘of the Protocols, who does not seem to have
’ anything to do with Nilus and may have
‘been some quite unimportant précis writer
' eraplo by thn Court or by the Okhrans,
‘was obliged to paraphrase the original at short
'notice. A proof of Jewish conspiracy was
‘required at onoe as a woapon for the (om-
'servetives against the Liberal elements in

- Mr. X, the discoverer of the pth-m-n' ism,
informs me that the Protocols, shortly aftor
their discovery in 1901, four years before their
'publication by Professor Nilus, served a sub-
| sidiary , namely, the first defoat of
Monmour lippe, a %‘mnch hypnotist and
thought-reader, who acquired considerable in-
fluence over the Thm.and the Ts_arim'r;:
the inning of the present century.:
‘lﬁnutboﬁvonnm wag disliked by certain great
|personages, and incurred the natural jealousy
of the monks, thaumasturgists, and similar
adventurers who hoped to cepture the Teer

the Empreas in their own interest, or
in that of various cliques. Philippe”was not a
Jew, but it was MJ to t a Frenchman
from “ that nest of Jewish conspiracy " as - a
Zionist agent. Philippe fell from favour, to
retgrn to Russia and find himself once more in
the Court’s geod graoces at a later date.




THE FIRST REVOLUTION.

But the principal impertance of the Protoeols
was, their use duting the first Russian rovolu-
ten| This revolution was supportod by
the Jewish olement in Russija, notably by
she Jewish Bund. The Okhrana organization
lum this perfoctly well ; it had its. Jewish
and | otyptoJewish ncmtn. one of whom after- -
vnr{iu assassinated M. Stolypin ;- it was in
league with the poworful Conservative faction :
with its allies it sought to gain the Tsar's ear.

For many years bofory the Russian rovolutian
of 1905-1906 unmh-dbeen.moe!qm

ofBabhuwho% CORBSICAREY AERETTY
the ox. The pu !lcthuofm, R |
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Mt for the“ (‘onservnbi\m; It is

fthat the manu-
wés communicsted
' 'I‘aar carly in 1905, and that its

omumummti g ibu to fall

of the Like ﬁ%ng 8v ﬁmpolﬁ'ghmk:
in that year umd the subsequent strong
réactionary movemont, Howover that
‘ma be, the date and place of publication

lT::;bu first odition of J}l;e Protl:)lcolﬂ
aro tahl pow t wo know
that tho omh wh?oh wore given hitn
were simply pavaplrssos. .
CONCLUSIONS. ‘

The following conclusions are, thero-
fore, forced upon any rader of the two
bcmlu; who has studicd Nilus's account

&tm,mnm of the Protovdls anid hes
ROMOE wq\mmtanm with Russian history
in tho years prcm(hhg tho<rovolution of
1805-6 :-—

1. Tho Protocols are largely a para-
phraso nf the bouk here provisionally
called. “Geneva Dinloguea

3 "It Q}f fweto dasigned: foster the
boliaf among Rus<ian Conservatives, and
especially in Court cireles, that the prime .
conse of discontent among the politically |
minded elemonts in Rusia was not the |
ropressive polioy of the bureaucracy, but
a world-wide Jewish conspirpey. They
thus served a3 & weapon sgainst the
-Russian Liberals, who urged tho Tsar
to make certain concassions to the
intelligentsia.

‘3. The Protocols wore {mmphramd
vory hastilv and carclessly,

4. Such portions of the Prowools a3’
weres not derived from™ the Genova'
Dialogues were probably supplied by’
the Okhrana, which organization very
yqsmbly ‘obtained them from the rmany :

ews it employed to spy on their’ co- |
religionista,

So much for the Protocols. Thevl
have done harm not so mach, in the
writer's opinion, by arousing anti-Jewish
feeling, which is older than the Protocols’
and will persist in all countries where '
there is. & Jewish problem wuntil that.,
problem -is, solved ; rather, they have
done harm by rmadmg all sorts of
mostly well-to- people that every
recont mamfbstatmn of discontent on the
part of the poor is an unnatural phenome-
non, & factitious - agitation caused by a
secrot aouloty of Jews.




