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fell upon them while they were still in the camp, and
they went about prophesying. Joshua, regarding their
action as irregular, wished 1o stop them; but Moses
answered, “Art thou jealous for my sake? Would that
all the Lord’s people were prophets, that the Lord
would put His spirit upon them!” The story thus
exemplifies the theme that prophetic inspiration is not
confined to an individual or a group, but is a gift
coming directly from God to the individual whom He
chooses.

According to rabbinical tradition, the prophecies
uttered by Eldad and Medad on this occasion were
predictions of the future wars of Gog and Magog, of
the oppression of the Jews by the heathens, and of the
final triumph of Israel through the help of the Messiah
(Targum Yerushalmi to Num. 11:26). The early Chris-
tians also had a book said to be the prophecy of Eldad
and Medad; there is an allusion to it in the Shepherd
of Hermas, vision 2, section 3.

ELDAD HADANI, Jewish traveler, b. 880; d. o40.
He claimed to have visited a part of East Africa, where
his own tribe Dan, together with the tribes of Asher,
Gad and Naphtali, lived in a secluded country sur-
rounded by seven mountain ridges, and separated from
the descendants of Moses by the river Sambation. His
stories, verging on the fantastic, struck the imagination
of some of his listeners in Babylonia, Kairwan, and
Spain, but raised doubt in others. His account appeared
subsequently in print, in many languages, and in widely
deviating versions, the first being the Sefer Eldad
Hadani (Mantua, 1480). His exploits served probably
as a basis for the Christian legend of Prester John, the
ruler of the Jewish tribes living along the river Sam-
bation, in far off Ethiopia.

Opinions on Eldad Hadani are divided. Some con-
sider him as a Karaite propagandist under the Orthodox
mask, while others regard him as a common adven-
turer. Still others, while discounting the fantastic ele-
ment in his stories of the Ten Lost Tribes and of the
Bene Mosheh (descendants of Moses), point out that
the divergence in the regulations for the examination
and killing of clean animals, as described by him, from
those generally accepted, may be accounted for by the
fact that he is describing a group of Jews who sep-
arated at an early period from the rest of Jewry, Tt
is pointed out that the customs described by him
strongly resemble those prevailing among the Ethio-
pian Falashas. Some even think that Eldad himself
was a Falasha.

Lit.; Goiten, in Jewish Quarterly Review, new serics,
vol, 17, p. 4833 Epstein, Eldad Ha-Dani (1891); Schlos-
singer, The Ritual of Elded Ha-Dani (1908); Krauss, 8., in
Tarbitz, vol. § (19306-37) 208-32.

ELDERS (Hebrew zckenim), the earliest group or
body entrusted with political and judicial power in
ancient Isracl. The Biblical tradition speaks of the elders
as early as the time of the Exodus from Egypt as being
the official representatives of the people (Ex. 3:16;
12:21); impliedly, therefore, it regards the authority
and functions of the elders in Israel as of pre-historic
origin. In this it is unquestionably correct. The institu-
tion goes back to the remote, nomadic, tribal period of
Israel’s history, when the old men, generally the heads
of the various clans, constituted the sole authoritative
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body within the tribe and discharged whatever judicial
and administrative functions there were. The same
condition obtains still today among the Arab nomads.
The Bedouin sheich corresponds almost exactly to the
Hebrew zaken and discharges much the same functions.
Likewise among the ancient Babylonians the shibr seem
to have formed the village council, just as in anciept
Israel.

After the seulement of the Israelite tribes in Pales-
tine, when the old tribal, nomad or semi-nomad life
gave way to agricultural, village and city life, the elders
continued to exercise their old authority. They consti-
ted the village and town councils, and at their
meeting-place in the town or city gates all matters of
local administration and judgment and its execution
were decided by them. After the establishment of the
kingdom and the centralization of supreme authority in
the king, the authority of the clders naturally waned
somewhat. None the less they continued to exercise
local authority and to be generally regarded as the
representatives and spokesmen of the people (ef. Deut,
19:12; 21:3 and passim). This authority they continued
to exercise even during the Babylonian Exile (cf. Jer,
20:1; Ezek. 8:17 14117 30:1),

Atv times, when their authority clashed with the
despotic power of the king, they vielded weakly
the royal will (cf. I Kings 21:11; 11 Kings 10). At
other times, however, the king took counsel with them
as the recognized representatives of the people, and
acted upon their advice (cf. I Kings 20:7-8). Appar.
ently too the king had a body of clders as his regular
advisers (I Kings 12:6). This body is probably fore.
shadowed in the Bible in the stories of the counsel of
Jethro to Moses to appoint local leaders (Ey, 18:2122)
and in the appoinunent of the seventy elders as assis.
tants to Moses (Num. 11:16-305 cf. Ex. 24:14). In the
post-Exilic period the authority of the elders continued,
even in the face of the steadily increasing power of the
priests and seribes, so that in the Sanhedrin ecach of
these three gro‘[iﬁ; had their proper representatives and
places (Matt. 27:41; Acts 4:5).

Lit.: Hastings, James, cdit., Dictionary of the Bible
(1927); idem, edit, Encyclopacdre of Religion and Ethics,
vol. 5 (1922) 253-50.
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I. Introduction. 1. Origin. The Protocols of the
Elders of Zion (Russian Protokoly Sionskikh Mudrer-
sor) first appeared in Russia in the early twentieth
century. Apparently the carliest edition was that of
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Paul Krushevan, who published an abbreviated version
in his Kishinev newspaper Znamia (The Banner) in
August, 1903. Most subsequent reprints and ll‘:i!l:'ihi—
tions, however, are based upon the longer version
published by Sergei Nilus in his book Velikoe v Malom
(The Great in the Little), 2nd ed., Tsarskoe Selo, 190s,
and republished in 1grr and in 1917, Another early
version was that of G. Butmi, in the third and fourth
editions of Vreagl Roda Chelovecheshago (1‘;‘;“.{-,;&.5 of
the Human Race), published in St, Petersburg in 1906
and 1907. .

2. Content. The Protocols consist of twenty-four
sections  (Buuni has twenty-seven), which :ll].t‘gcdly
were read by a Leader of Zion to a secret gathering of
Elders. The Protocols, somewhat illogically :11‘r;||1gcd,
set forth the alleged schemes of the ?cndc:'s of Zion
to overthrow all governments, ':uul l[]cnr proposals for
organizing a Jewish world empire. The spcnkc!“lm;lists
that by the use of terror, and lln‘.ough thc1 t]c]?lhtaltng
effects of liberalism and class strife, the Gentile states
have been weakened. (_)llwrb weapons u.scd are a mo-
nopoly of gold, which is entirely in ]:‘:wmlf hands, and
control of the press, as well as immorality and eco-
nomic crises. As non-Jewish allies {}Plhusc stj;)lm(}setl
clders the leader lists Free Masons, RL?I]_UC:II partes, and
atheists; speculators and corrupt [?(}lmcmns are ready to
do the bidding of the Jews; and if any people d.:\res to
rebel, their capital will be blown up by cxp!osmns in
tig .‘.‘Lib“"ﬂy system, or the Elders will turn :qumst th@n
“American or Chinese or Japanese cannon. : After the
terrorized and bewildered pf:oplc) .ha\'c submnl‘f:‘d to the
inevitable, the leaders of Zion will sct up ‘tlul'xr world
empire. Instead of the gold standard .thcy will introduce
a flexible paper currency; the press w1.l] be censored .;1::1(1
licensed; financial stability will 115: insured .h}’ S]fll ul
taxation and by public wurk_s; credit monopolies will be
instituted, and prosperity will result, so that ic pm?}?lc
will rejoice in their good f‘c‘n't'unc. As for the hostile
their secret societies will be broken up, and the
police will keep close watch over cuci} pc:tc;nml‘ .C‘I'JI.L"]TI)’.
Dangerous foes of the new ru;:‘lmc‘wﬂl ?)c :1rr)usl<}.ci m?;_:
ireated like common crammn!s. 1 I:usl l_htj. pu::pL] w{r}"
enjoy the blessings of prosperity and ht!‘L‘Lll if[)i".)-‘“ﬁil wi
be glad that they dwell under T.hL.’. I'-Inus.n of David.

11. Evidence as to Aut.hentlclty. 3 .Stﬂltf:rnm:lts
of Original Publishersf. Krushevan, the first o prmdt
the Protocols, did not claim that they nc.lun]]y OI’igII‘.ILIi([:
with the Jews, but stated 11]:1[ they might ‘wcll.bc .lw
secrer Jewish  program. Nilus and Buuml, ‘hr_.{wmlcr,
state positively that the [)rutoc’n!s are an :II’U‘I mlm.:c lI%‘T_.
ish product. Nevertheless, ncither one C‘Im‘l‘» lU .1.1\‘{.
seen the original Protocols. W'l:i‘t Ih‘e reader 1.s‘ given
is a copy of the original, 111I:ulc in France b'y .;n un‘—
known, and which, after passing Eimmgh several E:Tmh'
finally was translated from the French and puml,\]lll.'tl.

: ace Nilus states that the copy came from the

(In one pl from
Zionist headquarters, in another, from a leading Free

few,

Mason.) No signatures t.}[ lllc‘EIdcrbs ;m.:.gi\'cn, :m.d
indeed, in his earlier editions Nilus did n,ut attempt to
identify the Jewish leaders to whom the .[ rotocols were
read. In the 1917 edition, however, Nilus states that
he had just learned from Jewish sources 111.;1t the
Protocols were read by Theodor Herzl at the time of
the Zionist Congress in August, 1%.4{;?.

Butmi sheds little light on the origins of the Protocols,
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In his book they are accompanied by what is termed the
explanation of the translator, who says that they were
taken from the vaults of the Zionist Central Head-
quarters, and were signed by the representatives of
Zion, who, however, were not the same as the repre-
sentatives of the Zionist movement. Butmi himself cau-
tions his readers against this distinction; Herzl's group,
he states, is really a dangerous revolutionary organiza-
tion, and there is no difference between these Zionists
and those who signed the Protocols. Thus there are
several contradictory explanations offered concerning
the origin of the Protocols, and it is only in the 1917
edition of Nilus that an attempt is made definitely to
cannect them with a specific group of Jews—Herzl and
the Basel Congress,

4. Internal Evidence. Neither Nilus nor Butmi is
an unimpeachable witness. Butmi dedicated his book
to the “Union of the Russian People,” a notorious ter-
rorist society, and in his introduction made statements
so extreme that his veracity is doubtful. Nilus was a
mystic, much concerned over the imminent coming of
Antichrist. In his 1911 edition he had much to say of
the symbol of Antichrist, a six-pointed star, composed
of an ordinary and an inverted triangle. He complained
that the ordinary triangle, the sign of good, was found
on the soles of galoshes, and the inverted triangle, the
sign of evil, was on Russian railroad cars. Such were
the sponsors of the Protocols.

The Protocols themselves contain a number of doubt-
ful passages. There is the famous statement that the
Elders would ensure the election of docile puppets—
men who had in their past some “Panama” or other.
The word Panama was perhaps used as a generic term
for corruption, as the Panama scandal was already
known by 1897, the year of the Zionist Congress—or,
on the other hand, it may have referred to the election
of President Loubet in 1890, as he was accused of com-
plicity in the Panama affair. If Loubet's election was
meant, then the Protocols could not have been read at
the Zionist Congress of 18¢7. Then there is the threat
to blow up recalcitrant capitals by explosions in their
subway systems—allegedly uttered when only two Eu-
ropean capitals had subways, and only two others were
building them, The boast that all Europe was in a state
of turmoil, thanks to the machinations of the Elders,
does not fit the situation in 1897, when Europe was
fairly peaceful, instead of being “in torture” and sub-
ject to disorders and revolution. Likewise the claim
that the financial straits of the powers were calamitous
does not correspond with the world situation at that
time. And the threat of using “American or Chinese or
Japanese cannon™ was an empty one.

In other places the Flders are pictured as boasting
that they controlled the French Revolution of 1780, and
that they invented the phrase “Liberty, Equality, Fra-
ternity”—although these statements are untrue, The
Protocols contain only one quotation from the Bible
—and that, strange to say, is from the Vulgate, the
Latin Bible used by the Catholic Church, And another
suspicious contradiction is that the Jews, who are de-
picted as boasting about their mastery of gold, are
made to propose the abolition of the gold standard
after their rise 1o power,

5. The Testimony of Graves of The Times.
While the internal evidence alone indicates that the
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Protocols were not written by Jewish leaders, it is not
positive proof of this suspicion. For this it is necessary
to turn to other sources, One of the first among these
is Philip Graves, Constantinople eorrespondent of The
Times of London. In 1921, during the furor over the
appearance of an English edition of the Protocols,
Graves sent word to his editors that he had been given
a book by a Russian in Constantinople, who had ob-
tained it from a former oflicer of the Okhrana, the
Tsar’s political police. Graves was struck by the simi-
larity between some of its passages and certain sections
of the Protocols, and became convineed that the litde
volume had served as the basis for the latter, which he
now believed to be a plagiarism. On returning 1o Lon-
don he was able to identify the book as Digdlogue aux
Enfers entre Machiavel et Montesquicu, by Maurice
Joly, a Parisian lawyer during the Second Empire, who
was a Catholie,

6. The Dialogue of Joly. Joly’s book consists of
conversations  between the shades of the two great
political philosophers; Machiavelli, to the dismay of
Montesquicu, explains how easy it would be to over-
come a modern democratic state and to establish des-
potic control over it. Joly himself stated that the book
was 4 satire on the Second Empire, a fact that the
French police were not slow to realize. The author
was convicted of insulting the government, and was
mmprisoned and fined,

When Joly's Dialogue is compared with the Protocols
of Zion it is certain that the latter was largely drawn
from it. Many of the arguments, and even the very
|‘:|1ra1si11g and words, are similar. The following similes,
for example, are so unusual that there can be no doubt
of the fact of plagiarism (see llustration, page 49).

DIALOGUES
After having covered Italy
with blood, Sylla could re-
appear in Ttaly as a pri-
vate individual; no  one
touched a hair on his
head.

PROTOCOLS

Remember  in  instance
where Italy, drenched in
blood, did not touch a
hair of Silla’s head, who
had shed that blood: Silla
in the eyes of the people
was deified by his power.

[ shall

devoted

count on a
organ  in each
opinion, in cach party; 1
shall have an aristocratic
organ in the aristocratic
party, a republican organ
mn the republican pirty, a
revolutionary organ in the
revolutionary — party, an
anarchist organ, if neces-
sary, in the  anarchis
party,  Like  the
Vishnu, my

Our newspapers will have
all  possible  tendencies—
aristocratic, republican,
revolutionary, even anar-
chistie—as long, of course,
as the constitution exists,
. .« They, like the Indian
god Vishnu, will have a
hundred hands, of which
cach will feel the pulse of
some one of the opinions
god ol society,
press  will
have o hundred arms, and
these  arms  will stretch
out their hands 1o gl pos-
sible  shades of apinion
over the whole surface,

| ].]C simile of Vishnu is used not once but twice in both
Dialogues and Protocols.
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These parallels, and the many others to be found, are=
proof that large parts of the Protocols were plagiarized
from Joly. Indeed, those who uphold the authenticity-
of the Protocols as a Jewish document admit the simi—
larity, but claim that Joly was a Jew and that his worke
is not what it appears, but is an exposition of the Jewishy
plans for world conquest. This view, however, is hard
to accept, as there appears to be no reason why the
Jews should publish such plans if they held them; henee
the most likely explanation is that Joly's work was whae
he said it was—an attack on Napoleon 111,

7. Du Chayla’s Conversations with Nilus. An-
other important disclosure eame from the French Coune
du Chayla, who spent several years in Russia before
1914, and joined the Orthodox Church. During the
war he served with distinction in the Russian Army,
and afterward for two years in the anti-Bolshevik Don
Army. In a series of articles published in 1921 in
Poslednyia Novosti (The Latest News), a liberal news-
paper of Paris, he told of meeting Nilus at a Russian
monastery in 19og. Nilus showed him the manuseripe
of the Protocols, and explained that he had received it
from a certain Mme. K., who had obtained it in Paris
from General Rachkovskii, head of the Russian police
in the French capital, The general, according to Nilus,
had stolen it from the archives of the Free Masons.
When du Chayla asked Nilus if he was sure that he had
not been deceived by Rachkovskii, Nilus answered that
even if the Protocols were false, God was using them
to warn mankind of the coming of Antichrist, as he
had once used the Ass of Balaam to prophesy. This
answer, and other evidence of Nilus's mystical train of
thought, convinced du Chayla that the Protocols were
a forgery.

8. The Bern Trial. In 1934 two National Socialists
of Switzerland were brought to trial on complaint
made by Swiss Jewish societies that the defendants, by
circulating the Protocols, had violated the Bern law
against improper literature, The trial, held in a Towly
police court, became a test case, and attracted wide
attention,  Several of the witnesses for the plaintiffs
were well-known  Russian liberals.  The defendants,
on the other hand, made no attempt to prove the
authenticity of the Protocols, but merely sought w©
show that they were not subject to the terms of the
law. This defense was either a confession of weakness
or a strategic ervor. If the defendants were able w
prove the authenticity of the Protocols, they missed
a notable opportunity to demonstrate that fact to the
world,

[n addition to producing in court the testimony of
Graves and du Chayla, the plaintiffs were also helped
by Vladimir Burtsev, Paul Miliukov, Boris Nikolaevsky,
and S, G. Svatikov, noted Russian emigrés. Milinkoy
could contribute no direct knowledge of the Protocols,
but stated that no reputable and intelligent person could
believe in their authenticity., Burtsev, however, shed
considerable light on the origin of the disputed docu
ment, The famous liberal, who before the war exposed
the notorious agent provocateur Azev, testified that
A. A. Lopukhin, Director of the Department of Police
under the Tsar, told him that almost everybody in
Russian official life knew that the Protocols were a
forgery, and that Rachkovskii, Russian police chief in
Paris, was the responsible person. General Kurlovy,
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former Chief of Gendarmes, told Burtsev that Rach-
kovskii himself had stated that the Protocols were a
fabrication, although the work had been done before
his time.

Much the same information was imparted to Burtsey
by the notorious Manuilnv-Manascvich,”and by Belet-
skii, an important police official. Beletskii declared that
the only reason the Protocols were not brought forward
in the Beilis case was that they were so evidently
fraudulent that to use them would haye weakened the
government’s case.

Burtsev’s most striking testimony, however, was based
upon information obtained from General Globachev of
the Okhrana (the political police). He informed Burt.
sev that the Protocols had been forged outside Russia
between 1896 and 1900—i.e., when Rachkovskii was still
active in Paris. Burtsev's informant also told of the
impression the Protocols made on Nicholas IT: the Tsar
had been convinced that the Revolution of 1905 was the
direct result of Zionist plotting, Some of the Tsar's
advisers, however, protested  against accepting  the
Protocols, and an investigation established that they
were a forgery. Rachkovskii admited the fact, declar-
ing that such tacties were neeessary to uphold the
Tsarist regime, The T'sar, however, issued orders that
the Protocols were to be withdrawn from circulation,

This testimony soon produced a reaction from the
defendants. Globachey wrote a letter to a Russian news-
paper denying that he had ever spoken to Burtsey
the Protocals, and asserting that he had
information about them Lo any agent, Thig retraction,
according to Burtsev, resulted from pressure on (Glo.
bachev’s brother in Berlin. The denial of Globachey
enabled the defendants 1o charge Burtsey witly perjury,
He, however, defended himself, and produced a letrer
from Globachey in which the lagter admitted dj
the Protocols with both Burtsey
K. As a result Burtsev was exon
and the defendants were m
perjury action,

Highly significant testimony wag
Professor 8. G, Svatikov, who in 917 was sent by the
Russian Provisional Government o close up the Rus.
sian police burcau in Pais, Here he made the acquaint.
ance of Henri Bint, wh had been Rachkoyskiis lead-
g man, and who in 1917 Was in charge of the Paris
o!hpc. I!mt_ told Svatikov of assisting Rachkovskii in o
e w1t
] ¢ last, put the date of (i work
in 189‘9‘ur 1901, c:thcr_ Just before op Just after the Parig
l':xpusu-mn- of 1900—in cither case, after the Zionis
Congress in 1897. Bint's part in the fm‘gcry was that
:Lfvfmj::llsl;ry ;hew‘::::]I{fllai::z(cju“(t;ml’ il(‘ICE)I‘f:]'il'l}I to him,
: ‘ ; e Olovinskii, wig per-
fon.ncd his task in the ]S;blmlln‘:quc Nationgle, Thisg
testimony agrees with that {.J.f Burtsey, wi, stated that
b.mh .Lupukluln and Beletskii hqq told him gy Golo-
vinskii had aided in fabricating Protocols, These
statements I:I:we subsequently been contradicred, oy
ever, acct‘)rf_h‘ng to FF(‘_‘YUI}\WI]LI, 2 Germap writer, by
C;.cncrul Splri(%m-'lch of the Okhrana, whe, declared thyy
Bint wa.‘f ‘not Important enough g know Rﬂc]lkuvskii’s
secrets. The same source also averg that Rachkovskii’s
son, who knew all his father’s agents ip Paris, states
that no one named Golovinskii workeg for his father.

about
never given

Scussing
and a mutyg| friend,
erated of the charge,
ade to pay the costs of the

also presented by
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Title page of Sergius Nilus' book conturning r!:c'_ Protocols,
published at Tsarskoe Selo tn 1905

: stats of docu-
Svatikov also testified concerning I’I“’Il'iﬂé;]:r,l] His-
mentary evidence sent to the C']J.lllrl ll:’ )itﬂ-impuﬂ,mt of
i L y CCOW. ¢ INOS & ;
torical  Archive in Moscov Censcritl
.  the ; ensorship
these contained the minutes (_:[ the h‘;’}f::}f bool. cols
Committee which had considered : 1 st ca
tining the Protocols. The cc:wnrl w‘ni rf:ﬂ-gcry e
book urged that it be HUI’_P"L'"?:'? :5 tl'hc inficcs ol
disturbing propaganda. Than Ih ] l0 k was approved,
Nilus’s wife at court, however, the WE veral censors
in spite of the continued ‘,I_,pm.:unlj Ulf ';tiﬁ'\' was the
Another Russian witness for lll.? }; ‘ltll-t Ith Herzl
. ikolaevsky, who testihied tha . Hleraly
writer B, I, Nikolaevsky, sSemitic Ruun
the Zionist, was received by the alll{—S;rull:IL o
Minister of Internal Affairs, Plehve, in 190 3-']-¥1;1]izcd
after this interview the Zionist movement w‘uﬁ o Nilus
; 95 . wars after
: : is e ant that two year
i Russia, It is signific o We
claims to have received the Protocols the Rll.’ih{ldn g ;
: . T remel : on.
cr‘nmcnt sermitted the Zionist movement to functi he
: vl EoBEa i
Either l’]f:h\'e had not been informed concerning I.m
i j as a reason
Protocols, or he did not regard them -d?l.d- % :‘:.0 est
suppress ’Zimlism. Both of these I’”?S]l"llm-% 111%2111
that the Protocols were not taken seriously in i
official circles. ‘ _ y liv-
After hearing this evidence, 1]1::IL|uurl d(;']iun :]Thqt
y . 35. The verdict was the
3 4 z Mli)’ 10935. ey
ered its judgment in , sl  Tolv's Bk
the Protocols were largely a plagiarism of Joly’s book,
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and were fraudulent. As such they were found 1o be
improper literature. Consequently, the two leading
defendants were fined and ordered to pay a large part
of the costs. They at once appealed. In the higher
court the verdict was reversed, in 1937; the reversal,
however, was on legal grounds only, The court did
not rule on the finding of the lower court that the
Protocols were fraudulent, merely holding that the
law, which applied to salacious literature only, did not
forbid fraudulent works, This ruling was made with
reluctance, as the court expressed regret that the plain-
tiffs were not legally protected against such unwar-
ranted attacks,

9. Conclusions,

The case for the authenticity of
the Protocols is we

ak. It is based upon the statements
qf I‘\Tilus and Butmi, two unreliable witnesses. No fac-
simile of the original is available, no signatures, or
other concrete proof, Moreover, both men admit that
the manuscript passed through several hands before
reaching them, Furthermore, there are conflicting ver-
S100S to account for their possession of the manuscript,
and it was only in 1917 that Nilus assigned the work
to a specific group of Jews. The Protocols themselves
contain a number of internal contradictions and pos-
sible anachronisms,

There is, Mmoreover, evidence to show how the Pro.
tocols really originated. We have the testimony of du
Chayla, who talked with Nilus and heard him admit
that they came from Rachkovskii, and of Graves, who
found the prototype, the Dialogue of Joly, the indis-
putable source for much of the material of the Proto-
cols. Then at the Bern trial reputable witnesses—
13U1"1'§t:\', Svatikov, and others—gave evidence as to the
Russian origin of the Protocols, Burtsev cited what he
had learned from former police chiefs like Lopukhin,
Beletskii, and Globachev—all of whom implicated
Rachkovskii in (he fabrication. Svatikoy reported his
conversation with Bint of the Russian police in Paris,
:-vlm admitted that under Rachkovskii he had helped
in f"r_ﬁi“}.‘; the Protocols; the attempts of Russian con-
Servatives to disprove this testimony are not convincing.
;llhu.-"',-W?ulc. l'|l(;'l"c I\ no vilid evidence to connect the

mtm.f)Is with Zionists or other Jews, all the evidence
II‘}‘-"L‘ 15 tends o show that the Protocols originated
with Rachkovskii, head of the Russian police in Paris.
) Joun 8. Curriss.
ol i}“;;;ir“'r-”?lff"' l-{:_-g;r.ml, \'1"/1: 'I'ru.’lr‘ abornt “'z"/’.-f.' Proito-
dey Stdg'c'.r e S.f‘n.:iysfjljl .;!“jr {t'\t_,l f'l'urr;.l]‘S. ‘]';., {!‘f;.’};:'jf:(lrf,?':
0}: 21‘()”.‘ .ﬂ'ﬁ /I'P'P!'ﬁ'}“_\‘l.’lijli l:, 1 -'r}‘];“" I‘.’ ”-]. ‘f P = . IrI”‘[[.“:f:u,i
€ry Substantiayed The -;H )’ ‘;l; L;uLL HM.HTJW )?"
Raas, Emil, :uul,]érun:u}; !{{:“Er‘!f’ f'mlj’y-‘- "‘;rL'] . “'}'* I"'
"'}ffft'/}fffxg (It)jH)- g;:rl;\-'ll.,],;‘;}lurgt.s, Dc'a,rrr;)fng?:u?}bru}:‘.!‘

Veisen von Zion 5 /:;-,",J;:‘;} /‘t.;'lf'u_l;m, (J'cq -””T;‘”. ‘.l‘r:,{
graphic tr;mﬁcripts" ni:“ 1h: B -r‘lﬂﬂ'-rlf”' J ‘T()Q”‘ !m ; l:: !
L I, i, Der Berper ;E-I.. tr“’ hu}'.m:. H}?([:(!.W.j{,'-
Veisen pop ,Z:'rm !/-r-‘ ;Um"\.-‘ ‘-‘m:’ s e
CoARten wnd Gutacheten (1939).
ofltllt _}i:i]?lf)ftati?n. I)uring,t]u: first four decades
Elde Lt the so-called Protocols of the Jt_.(‘{{."ﬂ'.f'tf
pm“f ’Of ,{:mi}‘ have formed a swaple of anti-Jewish
N .P-igdlld‘l. Fhey have been translated into every
“t](i”I])}Cli‘ll l'{.}l.!{zuc, :md' even i!lm Ar:il.)ic and ]2[1)1111(.250,
5 'ihn;m— ween cx;‘_ﬂ.mtcd,'\:wth consistent rcgu!a‘rll}.ﬁ,

T ost every political erisis on the continent. Thejr
Bross t“n‘cu]uriun is said to have exceeded that of any
other IJtr:r;u'y production in modern times.
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L. In Russia. The Protocols first appeared at the
beginning of the 2oth cent. in Russia, as part of .llw
propaganda conducted by reactionary elements against
the growing progressive movements of the d;ly.. TI‘w}‘
were intended more especially to persuade a vacillating
czar that the liberal measures then being sponsored l?y
his minister of finance, Serge Julicvich Witte, were 1.11
reality part and porcel of a gigantic ]'udcu-]\-fu_so_nm
piut to overthrow the monarchy and tlL.‘hll’!ly‘Chf’lStl.’]ﬂ
civilization. The prime movers in the diwcmm;m(m.of
this propaganda were a small group :'nf extremists
opposed  specifically to the prr)ic}:lcd reform of lh}‘
gold standard, the introduction into the country o
foreign capital, and the rapprochement of the empire
with Republican France. Prominent :unnng_ihun‘ﬂ. was
the publicist and ex-licutenant of the _Impcrml (‘ruar(l,
George V. Butmi (de Katzman), and it was n‘mmly to
his initative that the Protocols owed their first pub-
lication, .

In 1903, following the pogrom at }_{is_'hincv ('A{_Jrﬂ
19th to 20th) and the subsequent palliative ;.ulm:ssmn
of Jews to “free domicile” in the Pale n‘f Settlement
(May 23rd), Butmi handed the manuscript to Pavo-
lachi Krushevan, the notorious instigator of the out-
break, and editor of the loecal anti-Jewish sheet Z:m::ma
(The Banner), for use as counter-propaganda against
further privileges to the Jews. Krushevan published it
in the issues of August 26th 1o September 7th.

The publication was well timed. On the very day
when the first instalment appeared, Krushevan and
the anti-Semitic cause were on the point of a signal
defeat, On that day, the Jewish youth Pinchas I?;ls‘l'it:\’-
ski, who had attempted, three months carlier, 1o
assassinate Krushevan for his part in the massacre, was
sentenced to five years' penal military HL‘I’\'iL‘L‘,.iI'I:ilC&!(l
of 10 death, as the Jew-baiting party had insisted.
Moreover, less than a month had elapsed s‘iucc ']‘hcm!ur
Herzl, in an interview with Minister of the Ilnt.’l“lnr
von Plehve, had secured a removal of the Russian
government's ban on Zionist uclix-it_y. Lastly, the d‘auc
of publication coincided nicely with the cm.u‘.ludlng
sessions of the Sixth Zionist Congress, then h‘umg hu']r.l
at Basel, Switzerland.  Nevertheless, in spite of its
timeliness, the publication of l]w'.’.'rr;fm-rJf; n 1903
made little impression and failed of its purpose.

Two years later, the reactionarics decided to try
again., This occasion, too, was well L‘hra\.'cll. In August,
1905, de Witte (now a count) had signed at Ports-
mouth, N. H., the much-criticized treaty ending the
Russo-Japanese War, while in f_)clniwl'.til' the same year
there had occurred the First Revolution and llfc 15511
ance by Nicholas 11, under the iniluclmml- _c)f W}llc, of
the famous Declaration voluntarily limiting his own
powers and granting the people a L'un*sfilminl'lzll gov-
ernment and a parliament (I)um;f). 1 hese develop-
ments, and the tendencies which inspired !hum, nat-
urally alarmed the reactionaries, more especially \\*}}cn
it was learned that Witte was actually contemplating
legislation to dispossess some of the landed nobility.
At first a number of counter-measures to offset the
liberalizing tendencies were attemipted. Thui, as carly
as February, Trepov, governor-general of St. I’clcf‘s-
burg, significantly dismissed the prfl.lcc chief Lopuchin,
appointing in his stead Rachkovskii, under whom the



ELDERS OF ZION

THE UNIVERSAL JEWISH ENCYCLOPEDIA

3]

L Juorg .«0 ...Mﬁ.vo‘:.wknh bm_\.hu ‘::nu.\w.\ iy
Y L., Fuisuaog wpwop] wed soaysngnd fo uworsiuiad &g paanpordas
s28vd uoqro puv siyr wo spowniogqg SJSWsHoL) &g ‘uonvaisspsse £y siamod
A0 SN AI205 252y Jo sup WBOYS 20y 2m,, 1prat of Lforogoad | oy
pa3urys tung ‘uotpmosse sy; A2l uoyngoass So6r 247 43pfr pxay oy
up saSuvys Furmoys ‘wonips tung Y1 #1 J030704d turs dyp fo prussang

vinsrew{oo kduaold Gsoeogudn avesvcoalue M Tymusmedaa
LIDEEOL LIAAUD) 18 USTBUIRMY ._.mu.n_nc RBWVOY A "L%E
WELGA ¥ALLIOSIQDXNA 'Y DVuvR wyusdaiods soieR wand
0008 ‘wrEicido BRI 920 BRY somanidec mEmror mpy

'$¥0203040 yimalicr)

‘aRysmin argadmocy
ary ‘aRUQdEcINY BrA BROIONS3I0dImy TRMIgAL
TR ‘eg qoledy 3lEEocod i@ wmdinor Hrdd ‘tRde T
‘arododdor - -4 ‘mricomdszon &vE> oi0ad emamuaom 4xug
s Lxearo ma ‘quodsy 28 weLroinetdd 2¥AY%0201 giGEKe
~ipv Amalond ames sedasoiced ngoln ‘axoEolD 1RERX()

*2xamen trenld 1a oed wos
—'L1¥01d 3& g3alvlned BrnAdolow 95 ‘amviass
~F¥JE MREJOGHKID %t ‘sudolox ‘019b20— mag@
»d0Y go3amKde* PONITAMTed 2ivi wwmomom sda
urca aRRQEI0dIdYor $BOTIA YRIIOQON LRAE
U012\ 90 myour sawdrnnerdy  ¥Ae0  weYeissy
AOXCOY AR ‘iumot AROTRSFOYL0d 1 BINCEcuvg ok ‘eEsry
Frsd oueustAdres caodom Lomrcl 9@ qawopy )
“PLERCTLEY HRAMILLLGILL) 94123008 Y 10D uOTIOT 28 09000 :pwsda
~¥odo 70 $8FLL 15 PO BLOTYTEC { 2221167 28 2xquaS grEaor g
‘fougoe powgoads sdoulo
Q1sY MBI FOY RN OL "4ovn 2untodno onsalsarroxn
L0121 NAYECRIC DY 20 L ArII 00 94880813
*g1voagiodd KUl BOlurgno0 vedoLox ‘gaedia
AOLMREYZI0DLIPORNOL 91015010 BIRKOLIOT . 1E
WngnBERro¥ AR219I0AgYoantodo aormen eH

*0iTErangeoran e¥od faralud

“¥0) 0 Paraigroielp et amy eaem <silmadno ‘emasramioradn
“KU N elh ‘oved Keodory oifaceson -em omeror wrqudiowd
uwinfida rir qxmduzen ‘asaog troardinsedy B mrodva wmos
oo ANINC], "RAREULACR0I3 U DRANLIOL  POULECEE LLE RG]
O mawavL yosrorouvenualn werrzday 1Ro¥Lp mm ¢ wnca
~nrE SRMRUTRW]® kdI2RAMIEE 048 ‘WGl 20 Qu e
=0 8 Wodotosadoy yrady oz auxsadnoodn 8 @iy

LHUTIA0442E g st ogryg

‘2ruajorr [0 fuvaw Aq y18uaqgs ano (seomod 4yy) wayz jo 2uo moys 118
AW, [PIDS S[030]04],, 2yl [0 U043 SHIIN Y7 ‘uOLRJOAIL upIssIEy 541 Jy7
240f2q ‘SO61 ut wyy smoys 28pssvd paYyavw 2y uoips 42ppp v ur rung g
WPA40120p,, SOar yya ‘CO6GI ur paysngnd | 1020104, SHUN P [0 apuason.g

SouomTIKYAL TMUR ¥Rl QIMIedU BT ALYL) 3 eawdd pmired
-ed gog 21£di0d vsedu vnagurreonesdsins Hmvu TCI0J, “HRET
<wgeda innexnig LxRgRorxediada oo 'qeodoed ‘goand HMTANETER
gamocrergo ‘ndfIroyw possrusomendalyn pomws ermanedsaoed
48 nredold €00 CIITTLO kIMad alEaxoron oML T ‘Ponowc mamon
10 LiNdndEr 1BeTcrgoadu o1h ‘TRol 44 EowwrigL Emen godol
0% un ‘fanon afwdanumownye v8 LRgog 2iaesadan olp wrosng
sxRagvidolddor MUTALT 98 AHEOS Mpolh ‘CKIFOTZ00E TRYY

1u-g srowoiods maegoudd on)
TN

minasny dournd ewanpu 99 ovaaw ¥ndowosn 'nros
s IWRNINOUES VI RRHNORDHNY BARNINCAN PN nNs M0 Ry
PHIMEY exn Swnaluop nwas ‘ewwis o ‘wdod{riu se—sxwinirs
Kxou &8 ®in3 noss NUDENLONCD KW QXN o6n LwOoNp() ‘ANDH RN
-\n&-ﬁuﬁgu UHNOWE I8 qna.ukfx*.n.x.hngvguﬁ!bﬁ ROONY Doy
neofu ¥IN0302 ez09 eN D{ 34 NUDPMANNMP OnnrcudS Jxal\\
"AG0lan
~OFDMI BRIIGISDIY 45 KI9I0Q028II0d AWMLV 81 viore -prvda
-7200 B9 §UDCL I8 BILIVRGUNEL QNAIALOD 49 2IgmyL pNRave}
« J0le_©3 9Y8 TN3TLONON NS KT -ORIGRELS K- STOT0A” Datng00la
Arack TRILVTRE AR 0L Tivd 28modd TI750el0pq) ORTMINILTOR-
SLTBALNEE SLIOEH HEO3 B MUEG0D 40 Gougsd unody) pamniaid
-ugToEniodd 91u19910 RECLOI AR OILIUgTegHiadn STy sH
"0JT¥000qQorak vTod peraiudvod ¥ poralavolerp ®e amo asEld
LICIRUBRAD “eweryvsopadu enm mr Own ‘croru FroJowd pincos
~ou oN CHOM Swuduions nvnakifu s exmdomox ‘Hol arozvdan
anayg), ‘ornanuacdn B ARKAundogold KOqITeIR MUA) FEELOT R
‘ancynelr wangqrtinngdo ¥1aeanery Olh ‘Aol 11 OF (Bjdamend
=02 1 qacodomouaden ¥roda of aarssanvdusodn d=mer M ewioediax
Qumarop kIauwxLdoog 0T OXeN SKEL PAISILILRO1G0 OIVETRLIOD
CJI0IE KETHRMMLIOT m:ﬁ. AW DRI AMDPON JO MITTIZOIVEQ NV navice
WL0P NNRNIIAMNCHONE ‘HOMMUNVOH CiON{IN2XD FMINNOTY IRHRIRHD
«Iop000 7 20 wRwdhrwodu 'rwnn w0 nyvwdnoe R BUATIYT 00RYYT
~0Y40el L3v8 4 uqrsd Arymandu qeQ 1Ium 48 Liovedon wEd
~CETTY UUR MuUkdonesg GHMETION 0D H1923LM0dD FMHLICEA MR 0L3
"TrEatrga omodar *naadid g2 q1cdly 9a wnumder AR ‘2xRTdey
©R B0l BRIKOET—anote 4g "Smirds i mdoreud ‘muesadadu ‘v@




ELDERS OF ZION

Protocols had originally been forged in Paris. More-
over, on October 28th, two days before the czar finally
signed the famous Declaration, this same Trepov, act-
ing on behalf of the reactionaries, had in fact induced
Nicholas to abdicate in favor of his brother, Grand
Duke Michael. When, however, these efforts came to
nought, the plan was devised of reviving the ancient
myth that the liberal elements were but tools of a
Judeo-Masonic conspiracy, and a new edition of the
Protocols was projected. But the method of publica-
tion was this time more subtle, The reactionary group
decided to reach the czar by playing on the growing
religious proclivities of his consort,—proclivities which
led, ten years later, to the episode of Rasputin. It was
discovered that the czarina had been impressed by a
curious mystic work published in 1901, under the title
The Great in the Little,—the Coming of Anti-Christ
and the Rule of Satan on Earth, by a religious fanatic,
one Sergius Nilus. The author was thereupon tracked
down, apparently by the aforementioned George V.
Butmi, and a copy of the Protocols was shown to him,
as ostensible proof of his thesis that demoniacal forces,
in the person of Jews and Freemasons, were indeed
plotting to destroy Christian civilization. Nilus was
persuaded to include the Protocols as an appendix to a
new edition of his The Great in the Little, and this
was duly issued, late in 1905, from the government
press at Tsarskoc Selo, winter residence of the czar.
Besides serving the ends of general reactionary prop-
aganda, this edition of the Protocols appears also to
have been used for a more specific purpose. In De-
cember, 1905, the month in which it was issued, the
czar had before him for consideration a memorandum
submitted by Foreign Minister Count Lamsdorf, in
which it was proposed that the projected anti-British
alliance secretly agreed upon, six months carlier, by
the Russian czar and the Kaiser be supplemented by a
pact between Germany and Russia against the alleged
Judeo-Masonic peril. The arguments used in that
memorandum are precisely those enunciated in the
Protocols, showing that the publication of the latter at
that particular juncture was not purely fortuitous,

Further editions of the Protocols were produced by
Butmi in 19067 and by Nilus in rgr1, but it was not
until 1917 that they again entered, to any appreciable
extent, upon the political stage. This was the fateful
year of the czar’s abdication (on March 15th) and the
seizure of power by the Bolshevists (November 7th).
The whole structure of society, as cherished by the
reactionaries, collapsed, and once again a scapegoat
had to be found. The circumstances of 1905 were
repeated on a larger scale, and once more Nilus pro-
duced an edition of the Protocols, pointing out ex-
pressly in the preface that they were offered as a “key
to the understanding not only of the first abortive
revolution of 1905, but also to that of the successful
revolution of 1917, in which the Jews played so fateful
a part.”

The charge was repeated, by implication, in a fresh
edition issued some two years later at Novocherkassk,
in South Russia. By this time, the treaty of Brest-
Litovsk had been signed (March 3, 1918), forcing
Russia to yield to German control the Baltic provinces
of Lithuania and TFinland; the czar and the royal
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family had been assassinated by the Bolshevists at
Ekaterinburg (July 16, 1918), and the White armijes,
under Denikin, Kolchak, Mamontov and Wrangel,
were careering through the country. At the same
time, strenuous efforts were being made by dispossessed
landowners and monarchists to stir up the peasants of
South Russia against the Revolution, on the grounds
that it was an attack, by Jews and Freemasons, on the
nation and the Christian religion. Prominent in the
dissemination of such propaganda was the official press
bureau attached to the White armies, for this bureau
operated largely with the assistance of those reaction-
aries of the Black Hundreds to which men like George
Butmi belonged. The campaign was conducted mainly
in the official military organ Zaria (Dawn) and in the
Kiev sheets Osvag (produced by the local press organi
zation under A. Savenko) and Kicvlianin, while leaf
lets to the same effect (subsequently withdrawn on
orders from London) were distributed also by the air
service of the British armies at Archangel and Mur-
mansk. The material was designed both for native
and foreign consumption. On the home front, it
contributed largely to the notorious pogroms which,
by 1920, claimed at least 120,000 victims, while type.
written copies distributed in London and Paris (the
anti-British passages being first expunged) had much
to do with securing British support for Denikin, and
French munitions and equipment for the counter-
revolutionary Polish forces under General Haller.

2. Outside of Russia. The campaign conducted
by the White Russian reactionaries found response on
the continent of Europe. Reports from British agents
in Russia, sent home to their government at this period,
are full of arguments and assertions drawn dircetly
from the Protocols, and there can be no doubr that the
scare thus raised played a significant part in over-
coming British reluctance to embark on a campaign of
support for Denikin.

It was, however, in Germany that the effects were
most strikingly felt. The defeat of that country in
the World War and the creation of the Weimar
Republic on democratic lines had gravely perturbed
the Junker and monarchist reactionaries, and no tool
of counter-propaganda was found readier to their hand
than the Protocols. The ground had been well pre-
pared. For nearly half a century there had been in
circulation a story, originally published as fiction in
1868, telling of a secret meeting of Jewish “clders™
(variously located at Prague, Cracow and Lemberg)
at which plans had been drawn up for world domina-
tion. The Protocols, purporting to be the record of
such a convention, thus served as a timely “corrobora-
tion” of the story.

The story was first issued in 1919 by a circle of
Russian monarchist refugees in their journal The Sun-
beam. Later, in the same year, a German translation
was produced by Captain Mucller von Hausen, writing
under the pseudonym of Gottfried zur Beek. This
translation, the rights to which were acquired in 1929
by the official publishing house of the Nazi Party, was
sponsored largely by the nobility and monarchists,
Prince Otto  Salm-Horstmar II and Count Behr,
former president of the conservative party in the
Prussian Upper House, raised large sums to subsidize
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ELDERS OF ZION

it, while Prince Joachim Albrecht of Prussia himself
distributed copies among waiters and valets in fashion-
able hotels. The Kaiser had extracts read publicly at
Doorn, and the conservative press, notably the
Deutsche Tageszeitung, owned by Count Reventlow,
and the Krewz Zeitung, kept up a barrage of invective
against so-called Jewish international conspiracy.

Here again, the propaganda was designed both for
home and foreign consumpton, Within the country,
it was meant to pave the way for the reactionary Kapp-
Littwitz party of German Nationalists, who were at
the time campaigning for support and whose policies
subsequently culminated in the famous Putsch of
March 13, 1920. Outside the country, it was designed
to serve two ends. On the one hand, it was to
counteract the influence of the newly formed Com-
munist International (March, 1919), Leon Trotsky
being expressly described as a tool of the rabbis, and
the book itself was significantly dedicated not only to
the German people, but also to the princes of Ewrope.
On the other hand, it was to offset the growing sup-
port in Europe for the League of Nations project, then
very much on the political tapis, by representing it as
nothing but an instrument of so-called international
Jewish intrigue.

Propaganda against the new developments was, how-
ever, by no means confined to Germany. Counter-revo-
lutionaries everywhere, especially White Russian refu-
gees, saw in the International a menace which had to
be checked, while the increasing enthusiasm for the
League was a cause for concern among all the world’s
reactionaries and isolationists. In 1919 and 1920, there-
fore, the dissemination of the Protocols reached inter-
national proportions, cfforts being made to spread
them through the length and breadth of Europe and
America.

The prime agents in this campaign were, once again,
the White Russians. In January, 1919, during the
informal sessions of the Peace Conference in Paris,
typewritten copies of the Protocols were circulated
among the delegates, while in the United States, where
a suitable atmosphere had been created by the appoint-
ment of the Senate’s Overman Committec to investigate
Bolshevism, the document was later distributed, in
the same form, among members of the cabinet, the
judiciary and the Intelligence Services of the Army
and Navy.

Mainly responsible for the propaganda in the United
States was a small group of reactionaries operating
from New York under the leadership of one Boris
Brasol (b. 1885), formerly a prosecuting attorney
under the czarist regime. The primary object of this
group was to overthrow the Bolshevists and restore the
Romanoff dynasty. A spiritual and political successor
of the old Butmi-Krushevan clique, it adopted the
same tactics, secking not only to mobilize support for
the White Russians, but also, by means of the Proto-
cols, to convinee public opinion that the Red Revolu-
tion was but part of an international Jewish conspiracy.
As carly as January 15, 1919, three days before the
formal inauguration of the Peace Conference at Ver-
sailles, Brasol had written to the New York Times
protesting the representation of the Bolshevists there,
and had followed this, on August 3rd, with a plea for
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the supply of American munitions to 1he counter
revolutionary armiecs. In February, 1920, a month afier
the signing of the Peace Treaty (January 1oth), and
when the ground had been conveniently prepared by
anti-Jewish testimony before the Overman Commitree,
Brasol and his colleagues decided to bring their more
clandestine propaganda out into the open. A transla,
tion of the Protocols, produced with the assistance of &
fellow White Russian, Miss Natalic de Bogory, way
published anonymously at Boston by the firm of
Small, Maynard and Company. The volume, entitleq
significantly The Protocols and The World Revolte.
tion, included a lengthy preface and appendices, written
by Brasol, and the text of Jew-baiting depositions beforg
the Overman Committee,

Closely associated with the Brasol group was g
Doctor Harris A. Houghton, at that time head of the
New York office of the Army Intelligence Service. 1
was Dr. Houghton who made the next move in thy
campaign. Houghton was the family physician of
C. C. Daniels (brother of Josephus Daniels, then See.
retary of the Navy). C. C. Daniels was head of
secret bureau of anti-Jewish investigation ser up by
Henry Ford, the motor magnate, After cnm':lssing:
opinion on the document among university professory
and newspaper correspondents, and receiving markedly
antagonistic  reactions, Houghton  introduced the
Protocols, and with them certain members of the
Brasol group, to the attention of C. C. Daniels ang
his organization. The result was the publication, iy
Ford’s Dearborn Independent, of a series of article
devoted to the “international Jewish conspiracy” and
making free use of the Protocols. The articles, written
mainly by Ford’s assistant, W. J. Cameron, appeared
weekly from May 22 to October 2, 1g20, and were
subsequently reprinted in pamphlet form under the
title The International Jew. (Seven years later, in g
letter to Louis Marshall, dated June 30, 1927, Ford
retracted and apologized for the publication, claiming
that he had been duped by his assistants,) ‘

The text of the Protocols employed by the Dear.
born Independent was an improved version of the
Brasol-de Bogory translation.  This was offered by
Houghton to the firm of Putnam, and its projcctu.i
publication was actually announced. Subsequently,
however, through the intervention of Louis Marshall.
president of the American Jewish Comumittee, this
edition was cancelled. The improved rcndcring‘.hn\\-_
ever, appearcd under independent auspices, with the
imprint of a New York firm called The Beckwith
Jompany.  Investigation revealed that this Arm was
simply an ad Joc organization (soon liquidated), ex-
ploiting the name of one of Houghton’s relatives.
The printer, a Mr. F. Lisiecki, was reported, at the
same time, to be planning a Polish edition.

Meanwhile, the Protocols were being cireulated also
in England. There, oo, the ground had been con-
veniently prepared by the march of events. Increas
ing reverses suffered by the Britsh-supported army
of General Wrangel in South Russia were leading the
government to reconsider its policy and 1o seek some
form of compromise or rapprochement with the Bol-
shevists. This change of front naturally alarmed thoese
who favored the counterrevolutionary movement, so
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that the publication of the Protocols came as a timely
reinforcement of the “anti-Red” drive which these
elements were pursuing.

A few weeks before the appearance in the United
States of the Small, Maynard edition, a translation
of the document, distinguished by marked crudity of
style, was published anonymously in London by
Messrs. Eyre and Spottiswoode, the King’s printers,
under the title of The Jewish Peril. The authorship
of this rendering is not definitely known, but an in-
teresting account of its origin was given, on May 17,
1936, in the anti-Semitic Highland Post, published at
Highland, N, Y. This account, later reprinted in the
Jew-baiting American Gentile (June, 1936), states that
the work was exccuted by one George Shanks, private
secretary to Sir Philip Sassoon, then Chief Whip of
the Conservative Party and aide of the Prime Minister,
David Lloyd George. Shanks, it is asserted, was born
and educated at Moscow, his mother being an “Ash-
kenazic” Jewess named Catour, and his maternal
grandmother being called Schilling. The account goes
on to relate that when Eyre and Spottiswoode proved
reluctant to issue o second edition, the stereotyped
plates were acquired by a certain Dr. John Clarke, but
t?mt Shanks brought legal action to restrain publica-
ton. It is stated also, in the same source, that the
D”’ft‘ of Northumberland attemnpted later to produce
an independent edition, but that the highly reputable
firm of T. and T. Clarke of Edinburgh refused to
]‘“r}dlc the project. It has not yet proved possible to
verify this account, but two facts are at least signifi-
cant, and lend it an air of verisimilitude. The first is
that a Pr. John H. Clarke was, at the time, head of
the anti-Semitic organization, “T'he Britons,” which
subsequently igsued 3 new edition of the Protocols.
The sccond is that the Duke of Northumberland was
indeed engaged, at just this period, in a marked anti-
IBOISI‘CVISt “crusade.” On November 21st, for instance,
i::: ]I;:ldt 4 statement ﬁ_lt[‘ilfuting the recent coal strike

am to the machinations of Bolshevism.

tll;] hre [}ublication_ of the English edition created some-
1€ ob a sensation. Both the Times (May 8, 1920)

and t y
d the weekly Spectator tended to take the matter
seriously, while the Morni,

bs fherad ng Post ran a counterpart
articles of the Dearborn Independent in a scur-

;:ret::siizrf:; ‘?:fa'f Cause of World Unrest, if‘ which
o was\ subas made of thcl Protoclofs material. The
Both i T I’Se(cl;ucntly reprmt:;:d, in volume _form,
Churchill Wﬁ;)m .an{] the United States..“flms'ton
secretly \:«'ith lhw‘}; reported to .hegvc been intriguing
o b gtwernmc usstan Imperialists, over the head
$0c0ls i order C!'lt,lmclmc:(l‘ also to exploit the Pro-
no mieans gl, to mllstcr his p:.)]tq.x, a_nd he was by
¢ m this among public figures.

tofog_lc hfft::s:;l]g?ntg}s later, a new lrnns]a]‘;iﬂll, by. Vic-
o Mﬁ?’nz‘n‘ P’ ormer corr.cspomblcnt in Russia of
Hnti~SCmiticg0r 0st, was published in ‘I‘_ondon _by an
i g:l‘nlz;:tmn know1“1 as The BFI[O]’I.S.
ccame the standard English translation.,

Nor was the dissem

il ination of the document confined
to Englis]

At Friﬁs:al'{mg‘countries. An edition appeared
Red Arm;r w’ ‘mld in I:h_c summer of 1920, when l‘hc
episcopate i“ﬂs closing in upon W;lrs;wy, the Polish

‘ sstied an appeal for aid to its colleagues
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abroad, basing its plea very largely on the allegationg
of the Protocols. At about the same time, a Polig
translation was produced anonymously by an Assump.
tionist priest named Evrard.

The following year, yet another use was found for
the Protocols. The Arabs of Palestine and Syria were
expressing dissatisfaction over the project of Jewish
colonization, and had even taken advantage of a visi
by the French cardinal Dubois to convey their atj.
tude to the French government, through his good
offices. Almost contemporary with this agitation wag
the publication, in Damascus, of an Arabic translation
of the Protocols, the obvious purpose of which was to
rouse Arab passions against the Jews by suggesting
that the establishment of a Jewish state in Palestine
was, in fact, a victory for the “international Jewish
conspiracy.” The book attained a wide circulation,
and propaganda for it was made throughout the Eqst
by Barlassina, Latin patriarch of Jerusalem. Its sup.
pression by the French High Commissioner merely
increased its circulation, and there can be little doulyt
that it contributed much to the exacerbation of Aral
feelings toward the Jews.

In the same year (1921), an edition of the Protocols
appeared in Italy under the editorship of Giovanni
Preziosi, at a time when Benito Mussolini’s Fascists
were rapidly gaining strength. The Fascist Party was
not anti-Jewish at its inception; yet its initial rarson
d'étre, when it was first formally organized on March
23, 1919, was to combat Communism and Socialism,
and the dissemination of the Protocols was associated
with propaganda, sponsored by leading Italian pub-
lications, linking the Russian Revolution with an in-
ternational Jewish plot,

In 1923, when the Nazi party in Germany was pre-
paring to win the masses against the Weimar Repub-
lic, and when the movement which culminated in the
Ludendorff-Hitler Putsch of March gth was very much
in the air, the Protocols were again trotted out as
ideological ammunition. A lengthy commentary on
them was produced by the Party's theoretician, Alfred
Rosenberg, and the following year Theodor Frir_seh,
Germany’s leading anti-Semite, prepared from the Eng-
lish edition his own new translation. At the same
time, General Ludendorfl, in his Kriegsfihrung und
Politik (Warfare and Politics), took special pains to
endorse the charge of a world-wide Jewish plot and to
express belief in the Protocols, while in 1925, in the
first edition of Mein Kampf (pp. 325-26), Adolf Hitler
also expressed his acceptance of the document on the
grounds that “the best criticism of them is furnished
by the actual course of events,” Since that date, the
Protocols have become part and parcel of Germany’s
political propaganda, their dissemination being pro-
moted in all countries by the Nazi party machine.

In 1933, after copies of the work had been sent
to Roumania by the Germans, long extracts from the
Protocols were read in the Roumanian parliament by
Deputy Professor Catuncanu and, in the subsequent
debate, the arch-anti-Semite, Professor Cuza, took op-
portunity to endorse the allegations. Elements respon-
sible for this agitation, it transpired, were closely asso-
ciated with the Nazi Christian Fascist Party of Stepan
Tartarescu which, on October 16, 1933, demanded the
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expulsion of Jews from the country. Previously, on
May 29th, Representative Louis T. McFadden, quoting
the Dearborn Independent, had introduced reference
to the Protocols in the United States House of Repre-
sentatives, with the object of spreading the charges
through official entry in the Congressional Record. By
way of nullifying the effect, however, thanks to the
intervention of Dr. Cyrus Adler, words of rebuttal
also were inserted in the Record, so that the plan mis-
carried.
In the same year (1933), the Protocols were put to
4 new use in the United States. The New Deal had
been introduced by President Franklin Delano Roose-
velt, to be followed, a little later, by a resumption
of normal diplomatic relations with Soviet Russia
(November 16th). These events alarmed the coun-
ry’s reactionarics, especially those who viewed with
favor the contemporary rise of Adolf Hitler in Ger-
many, with its promise of totalitarian development on
the continent of Turope. The reactionaries were not
dow to denounce the Presidents policies as the prod-
uct of Jewish intrigue. He himself was ironically
described as  “Rabbi” Roosevelt (sometimes  even
“Rosenvelt”), while Jewish officials of the administra-
tion, such as Bernard M. Baruch, Felix Frankfurter
and Henry Morgenthau, Jr., were represented as hench-
men of an international cabal closely associated, if not
identical, with the “Elders of Zion.” Against this
background, the Protocols were once more trotted
out as “evidence” of the Jewish conspiracy which was
allegedly gripping the United States by the throat.
Especially prominent in the dissemination of this
libel were William Dudley Pelley and Robert E.
Edmondson., On January 31, 1933—the day that Hitler
stepped to power in Germany—Pelley launched the
first stage of his anti-Jewish campaign by the forma-
tion of a fascist-like organization known as “The Sil-
ver Shirts.” This organization, later succeeded by
a variety of others of similar character, made a point
of including among its “literature” the Marsden trans-
lation of the Protocols and a number of treatises ex-
pounding that document. Edmondson, on the other
hand, preferred to operate independently under the
name of the Edmondson Economic Service. His prin-
cipal vehicle of propaganda was a series of folio-sized
leaflets called T'he Vigilante Bulletin, issucd from an
uptown address in New York city. Copies of the
Protocols were freely advertised in these sheets. Both
Pelley and Edmondson continued their endeavors in
the first two terms of the Roosevelt administration.
Nor were they by any means alone in these efforts.
Other anti-New Dealers, to whom the Protocels were
indebted for a new lease of life, included Harry Jung
of the American Vigilante Intelligence Federation and
Gerald B. Winrod, of Kansas, who in 1933 proclaimed
the discovery of a Jewish plot to overthrow the democ-
racy of the United States, and who consistently bol-
stered his assertions by reference to the Protocols. A
notorious feature of the propaganda put out by these
“patriots” was its dependence, 1o a large extent, upon
Nazi sources, cspecially upon material circulated by
the notorious Welt-Dienst news service of Erfurt,
Occasionally, the spread of the Protocols was encour-
aged by less “obvious” means. An example of this was
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Federation of  America. The os-
body, whose former president
Cameron of Dearborn
that the
are the

the Anglo-Saxon
tensible object of this
was Ford’s assistant William J.
Independent fame, was to promote the idea
Anglo.Saxon peoples, rather than the Jews, )
real descendants of Isragl. This thesis, too fantastic
to receive support from academic sources, nevertheless
provided an ageney, through this Federation, for the
circulation of the Protocols.

In 1935, the Protocols were employed indirectly by
anti-Jewish members of the Greyshirt organization of
South Africa. The story was spread that a document,
outlining a plot similar to that described in the Pro-
tocols, had been discovered in a synagoguc at Port
Blizabeth, The rabbi of the synagogue, however, at
once instituted proceedings for libel against the in-
stigators of this attack. When the case came to trial,
it was revealed that the “incriminating” protocol was
nothing but a crude farrago of nonsense, headed by
the badly written words 1727 =80 (Chronicle), mean-
ingless in the context, but copied mechanically from
the Hebrew title of the London Jewish Chronicle. The
inscription DB o > Kosher for Passover),
copied erroncously from labels on Passover goods, also
embellished the document. The defendants were fined
$0,000, and the magistrate, Sir Thomas Graham,
strongly denounced the forgery.

At about the same time, the Protocols were being
exploited also on another front. An Irish Catholic
priest, Father Denis Fahey, published in 1935 2
lengthy work entitled The Mystical Body of Christ
in the Modern World, in which an attempt was made
to show that Bolshevists, Freemasons, and others were
united in a conspiracy to overthrow the divine dis-
pensation of the world, as revealed in the teachings
of the Church. Although professing not to make use
of the Protocols on account of their doubtful char-
acter, Fahey took pains to draw his readers’ attention
o their existence, and in a later edition (1938)
claimed, as had Hiter before him, that if the docu-
ment was not actually written in the circumstances
alleged by the anti-Semites, the course of events
nevertheless proved that a plot such as it outlined had
indeed been concocted. Significantly enough, Fahey
made frequent reference, in support of his case, to
the writings of persons known to have been associ-
ated with the Brasol and kindred groups.

This scemingly “religious” use of the Protocols was
repeated in the United States, the same ycar (1938)
as Fahey's second edition appeared, by Father Charles
E. Coughlin, who published the text serially in his
weekly journal Social Justice, claiming in the same
way that while the document might not be authentic
from the literary point of view, it could stll be vin-
dicated as genuine by the course of events.

With the introduction of an antiJewish plank into
the program of Sir Oswald Mosley's British Union
of Fascists, the Protocols came to be distributed in
England also by Blackshirts both from their  head-
quarters in London and at metropolitan and provin-
cial street meetings, where their circulation was supple-
mented by material known to have been derived from
Nazi sources. By this time, however, the spuriousness
of the documents was common property, so that the



ELEAZAR

effect of this propaganda was negligible. The Pro-
tocols were distributed also at at least one meeting of
The Link, an organization founded ostensibly to
promote Anglo-German friendship, but really serving
as a kind of unofficial propaganda agency for the Nazi
regime. (Its founder, Sir Barry Domville, and several
of its leading members were interned in 1939, in
the interests of national security, shortly after the out-
break of the war.)

In December, 1939, a few days before Franco’s
anti-Semitic New Year speech, in which an onslaught
was launched against Jews and Freemasons, the
Protocols were produced in a new edition by the ex-
tremist Falangist Party in Spain. Five months later,
in a special volume produced by the same party, the
story of a sccret conclave of rabbis plotting world
dominion was again revived. This time, however, the
scene was laid in Barcelona and the conclave was
said to have been broken up by General Franco him-
selfl

Thus, it is apparent that in every case in which
they have been exploited, the Protocols have served to
bolster much the same kind of reactionary tendencies,
In Russia, they bolstered the Monarchists against the
d?mocrats, and the Imperialists against the Bolshe-
Vists. In Germany, they bolstered the Junkers and
l!u: dichard conservatives against the Weimar Repub-
lic. In Ttaly and in Britain they supported the Fascists
and totalitarians, as also in Roumania and Spain. Nor
was  this alignment always accidental. There is
abundant evidence that the reactionaries in cach coun-
try worked in close collaboration, and indeed, that
the only international conspiracy to be found in the
story of the Protocols is that of the reactionaries all
over the world, who struck first at the Jews and then
at dumn:rm:yr

See also: ANTESEMITISM; CANARDS.
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.EI‘EAZAR, third son of Aaron and his successor as
high pricst, During the lifetime of his father Eleazar
served as chief over the Levites and as ministering
Priest. - When Aaron ascended mount Hor to die, he
Was accompanied by Moses and Eleazar, and the latter
Wwas then invested with the garments of the office
(Num. 20:22-29), Eleazar aided Moses in the taking
of the fing] census of the people in the wilderness
(Num. 26, anq participated in the conquest of the land
of Canaan, His death is recorded at the end of the
book of foshua, but its exact time is not stated; Jose-
phus Places it about twenty-five years after the death of
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Moses.  According to tradition, Eleazar wrote Josh.
24:29-32, dealing with the death of Joshua. He i
succeeded in the high priesthood by his son Phinchig
and by the latter’s descendants up to the time of £,
who established the line from his brother Ithamar; the
original line was again restored by Solomon in the
person of Zadok. The critics see in the stories of
Eleazar the claims of the various priestly clans thy,
disputed the supreme office.

ELEAZAR, the Hasmoncan, brother of Judas Mac
cabeus. In 163 B.C.E. Eleazar met death on the bagtly,
field of Beth-Zechariah (I Mace. 6:43-46). Here, accort|.
ing to a legend, he was crushed to death by an elephan,
which he had killed in the belief that it bore in a litte;
upon its back the king of Syria who was responsible fo,
the oppression of the Jews.

ELEAZAR, martyr during the persccutions of the
Jews by Antiochus Epiphanes, about 168 B.C.E. Accord.
ing to the account given in /1 Mace. 6:18-31, Eleazay
was already of an advanced age (“fourscore years ang
ten”) and was one of the principal religious leaders,
He was compelled by force to open his mouth in ordey
that swine's flesh might be thrust into it, but spat i
out and preferred a death by scourging to submitting
to the royal decree or even pretending to eat the for.
bidden meat. He was accordingly put to death, There
is no reference to Eleazar in rabbinic literature, buy
scholars agree in accepting the substantial truth of the
story as given in II Maccabees.

ELEAZAR BEN ARACH, Tanna of the secon(
generation who flourished during the and half of the
15t century C.E. He was one of the five favorite dis.
ciples of Rabbi Johanan ben Zakkai, probably the young.
est of the five, as he is mentioned last (Aboth 2:18).
Rabbi Johanan ben Zakkai considered him superior t,
all other savants of his day. Thus Abba Saul gave ag
his opinion, “Were all the sages of Israel placed in one
scale, and Eleazar ben Arach in the other, he woulq
outweigh them all” (Aboth 2:18). Rabbi Johanan alsq
applied to him the epithet “rising well,” meaning an
inexhaustible source of original ideas. Once, it is re.
ported, Rabbi Johanan propounded the question,
“Which acquisition is best for man to strive for?” The
reply offered by Rabbi Eleazar, “A good heart,” way
preferred by him to all others (Aboth 2:9). Rabbj
Eleazar was very proficient in the mystical interpreta.
tion of the Bible and once, while Rabbi Johanan
listened to his discourse on the subject, he exclaimed:
“Happy art thou, O Father Abraham, from whose
loins sprang Rabbi Eleazar ben Arach” (Yer, Hug.
ii, 77a),

Only two Halachoth and a few Haggadic sayings are
connected with his name. This is probably due partly
to the fact that he died at an carly age, as may be
inferred from a saying of his colleagues (T'os. Ned. 6).
A more likely reason, however, is the fact that after
the death of his teacher, Rabbi Eleazar, upon the advice
of his wife, refused to follow his colleagues to Jabneh
and went to Emmaus, a resort, where he remained iso.
lated from the other savants of Isracl. According 1o ap
exaggerated account in the Talmud, Rabbi Eleazar
forgot his learning to the extent that he could not even
read properly (Sab. 147b; Midrash Eccl. 7:15), The



