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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
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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.






