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“I will bless them who bless thee,
and curse them who curse thee.”

The Zionist Conspiracy?
Are the rumors true that Jews are planning to take over the
world's governments and banks?--by Brian Dunning
Skeptoid #271-August 16, 2011-Podcast transcript

Today we're going to point the skeptical eye at conspiracy theories
that claim Jews are trying to take over the world. There is not just one
version of this, there are many; and in their various forms, they've
been around for centuries. There's hardly been a moment in the past
2,500 years when some group somewhere has not been fomenting
mistrust and suspicion of Jews and their motives: The Jews want to
take over your government, the Jews want to take control of your
banks, the Jews want to abolish your church. The accuracy of these
claims is one thing; the history behind them is another.
Although the word Zion means many things to many cultures, it's
usually a place of peace and unity, and cross-cultural brotherhood.
However it's most often associated with the Jewish people in
particular. In that lexicon, the word Zion typically refers to the
"promised land", the homeland promised by God to the Jews
according to Judeo-Christian canon. Zion can also refer more
specifically to the city of Jerusalem or the location of Solomon's
Temple, and sometimes to the Biblical land of Israel.
Historically, a Zionist was any person who fought for the
establishment of a Jewish nation in Zion. This was finally fulfilled over
the course of many bloody months from 1947 to 1949, as various
nations fought over the partitioning of Jerusalem and the surrounding
region. The nation of Israel has held a tenuous foothold ever since, and
it remains the political and spiritual homeland of all Jewish people all
over the world. Since its establishment, the mission of Zionists has
been to defend and strengthen Israel, and to oppose challenges to its
sovereignty; in short, Zionism is Zionist nationalism.
Some critics of Zionism frequently broaden the application of the
word Zionist to include any people anywhere who express support for
Israel. Suffice it to say that anti-semitism is not your everyday bigotry.
Its roots run deep, it is cross cultural, and it's been institutionalized as
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an official national policy by some of the world's greatest superpowers.
Nazi Germany is the only most obvious example of anti-semitism as
policy, but it's hardly the only one. 500 years before Christ, in the time
of ancient Persia, Xerxes ordered all Jews in his kingdom to be killed.
Various Roman emperors and Greek kings ordered the Jews to be
exterminated. While the Christians prosecuted their Crusades against
Muslims and Jews, the Muslims were forcing Christians and Jews to
either convert or be killed. In the 1300s, Jews were widely burned at
the stake throughout Europe for "causing" the plague. In the 1400s,
the Spanish Inquisition burned some 30,000 Jews for refusing to leave
their country. But this list could go on and on ad nauseum. Jews have
always been blamed for something, and were always at the receiving
end of the genocide. There are scant examples in history of Jews doing
the same to anyone else.
And yet claims of Zionist Conspiracy have always persisted, lack of
evidence notwithstanding. The most significant evidence of the
existence of the Zionist conspiracy to rule the world appeared in St.
Petersburg, Russia in 1903. Znamya was a small, short-lived
newspaper published by an extreme nationalist faction called the
Black Hundreds, for whom antisemitism was a core value. Znamya
serialized 24 articles over 9 issues of the paper titled The Protocols of
the Sessions of the World Alliance of Freemasons and of the Sages of
Zion. They were, apparently, the recorded minutes of that group's
meeting which took place sometime in the late 1800s. The headline was
"A Program for World Conquest by the Jews: Minutes of a Meeting of
the Elders of Zion". Its articles covered topics such as economic war,
methods of conquest, acquisition of land, a transitional government,
propaganda, destruction of religion, organizing disorder, and the
control of stock markets. Russian ultra-nationalist Pavel Krushevan,
the publisher of Znamya and openly antisemitic, refused to give his
source for the articles, other than to say they were received by him in
French and were translated.
The "Protocols of Zion", as they were commonly called, were
widely translated and reprinted. They appeared in numerous Russian
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publications for the next 14 years, and then arose in the west. Britain,
the United States, and Germany began publishing them around 1920,
and they've been available in print somewhere ever since. Today they
are still published throughout the Middle East, in Venezuela, in
Malaysia, and Indonesia; most often in Muslim countries.
The first Western publication is believed to have been in the Times
of London on May 8, 1920, under the headline "The Jewish Peril".
While some readers were shocked at what they believed the Jews
were up to, others were more skeptical; and one of the Times'
correspondents finally uncovered a shocker. A year after the
publication, in August of 1921, the Times published a followup called
"The End of Protocols" in which it was revealed that much of The
Protocols of Zion was a nearly exact copy of an 1864 book by Maurice
Joly called "The Dialogue in Hell Between Machiavelli and
Montesquieu". Joly, a conservative French lawyer, wrote it as a
satirical account of how Napoleon III was planning to take over the
world. Large sections of it were plagiarized word-for-word in the
original French, literally replacing the word "French" with "the world"
and replacing "Napoleon III" with "Jews". As Joly's book was (and
still is) available for anyone to examine, this revelation established
conclusively that The Protocols of Zion were a hoax.
But who was the hoaxster? Pavel Krushevan himself, perhaps?
Many authors advanced theories over the ensuing 70 years, but it
wasn't until 1992 and the collapse of communism that certain Soviet
archives were unsealed and made available. Russian researcher
Mikhail Lépekhine spent five years going through the records, and the
story he unearthed was worthy of a modern spy tale.
In the opening years of the 1900s, the Imperialist Russian government
correctly saw impending revolution as a very real possibility. The
primary job of the Okhrana, the Russian secret police, was to stave
this off as best they could; and in a war of ideologies, propaganda is
usually the best weapon. Antisemitism was endemic in the Imperial
government (indeed, discrimination against Jews was a national policy), and
blaming the empire's problems on the Jews was a familiar tactic of the
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regime. Pyotr Rachkovsky was the head of Okhrana based in Paris,
where he could keep an eye on the many revolutionaries who had
sought safety in France. Around 1900, while researching propaganda
campaigns, he came across The Dialogue in Hell Between Machiavelli
and Montesquieu. Documents unearthed by Lépekhine show that
Rachkovsky's office hired the author and political activist Matvei
Golovinski to write something up showing that the Jews were behind
everything the revolutionaries opposed. Golovinski wrote The
Protocols of Zion using the text provided by Rachkovsky as a guide,
and it was then delivered back to Russia by their agent Yuliana
Glinka. She delivered it into the eager hands of publisher Pavel
Krushevan, and the rest is history. Mikhail Lépekhine's findings were
written up in the French magazine Le Figaro in August of 1999, and
again to much greater attention in L'Express a few months later.
In what seems like an almost pitiful last gasp of a dying regime, as
the revolution progressed, the Imperialists began calling the Bolshevik
revolutionaries themselves Jews. The term Judeo-Bolshevism was
invented to associate Jews with communism, and later became one of
Adolf Hitler's pet phrases. The ironic footnote to all of this is that
Golovinski, author of the most infamous antisemitic document in
modern history, changed allegiances after the 1917 revolution and
became a Bolshevik himself.
With "The Protocols of Zion" having been so thoroughly proven
to be a hoax as early as 1921, its continued publication and
endorsement by such world leaders as Hugo Chavez and Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad suggests that belief in the Zionist Conspiracy is driven
by something other than true history or evidence. Many scholars have
identified three basic types of antisemitism:
1. Ancient anti-Semitism, which despised Jews because they
were poor and considered inferior. Their culture had a late start and
few friends, and they never got a strong foothold.
2. Modern anti-semitism, on the other hand, is largely based on
suspicion of the Jews trying to control the world economy. Since the
establishment of Israel, suddenly Jews have been considered to be in a
position of strength from which they can wield international power.
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3. Christian anti-semitism, which has its roots in Jewish deicide.
This is the belief that all Jews, everywhere, are responsible for the
execution of Jesus Christ. This underlying theme has been the
primary driver of European anti-semitism for two thousand years.
Why were the Jews always on the receiving end of holocausts,
crusades, inquisitions, and imperial edicts? Why are there no stories of
Jews riding forth and exterminating their enemies? The Christians
and the Muslims fought each other, and both fought the Jews; we
don't seem to have ever seen the Jews fighting back. The simple
answer is that throughout most of history, there has never been a
Jewish homeland. For 2,000 years, there have been no Jewish kings
to send armies against the Christians and the Muslims. There were no
Jewish dungeons in which confessions of apostasy could be extracted.
The Jewish culture has been largely a civilization of refugees ever
since Biblical times. They are history's greatest scapegoats and
toughest survivors.
So far, not a single one of any of the myriad Zionist conspiracies has
ever come true or been evidenced to exist. The only foundations
supporting the current Zionist conspiracies are profound, historicallyrooted anti-semitism, and hoaxed or nonexistent evidence. Centuries of
oppression have marginalized the Jewish community and they remain
a tiny minority in the world; hardly the likely suspects to rise and
conquer the world's economies and governments.
Some conspiracies are, undoubtedly, real. But of the many
conspiracy theories that claim to predict future events, like a Zionist
world government, not one has ever materialized. To those who
promote or fear any given Zionist conspiracy, consider that all of its
predecessors has faded away unfulfilled. I urge you instead to find
your own Zion, a place of peace, unity, and cross-cultural
brotherhood. (Goshen Land, http://mmsstarnet.weebly.com/hide-from-the-beast.html)
But if you insist on having evidence for the Zionist conspiracy, the
official logo for the 2012 Olympic Games in London — a grouping of
jagged polygons — is said to spell out the word Zion. Watch out!
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The Rothschild Conspiracy

Some believe that world governments and economies are secretly
controlled by the Rothschild banking family.~by Brian Dunning
Today we're going to point our skeptical eye at the famous
Rothschild banking family, and the multitudinous conspiracy theories
surrounding them. Just about every conspiracy theory website that
presumes the world's governments act in willing concert under the
guidance of some secret council points the finger at the Rothschilds.
We're going to take a modern-day look at this mysterious family, see
who they really are and what they really do, and see exactly what
evidence there is that shows that they are actually directing world
affairs. Why would superpowers such as the United States, Russia,
and China willing give up their sovereignty, conducting wars and
exerting control over markets according to instructions from above?
The answer, according to the believers, is money.
Driven by their quest for money, the Rothschilds have been said
to assassinate US Presidents, and to create virtually every war since
the 1800s in order to finance both sides. Some say the Rothschilds
(who are Jewish) caused the Holocaust, while others say they were
the true power behind the creation of Israel. They would, and
continue, to do anything for money. In fact one of the earliest and
most influential Rothschilds, Nathan, is claimed to have said:
"I care not what puppet is placed upon the throne of England to
rule the Empire on which the sun never sets. The man who controls
Britain's money supply controls the British Empire, and I control the
British money supply."
The Rothschilds' whole story is one of money, and it began in the
18th century. Their history is perhaps largely responsible for the
modern belief that Jews control the world's money supply, which is
not entirely unrooted in fact. Throughout Christian Europe, it was
common for institutionalized anti-Semitism to prohibit Jews from
owning property; so Jewish business people had no choice but to
work in the fields of commerce and finance, where money could be
kept liquid and easily transferred or hidden. By denying Jews the
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stability of property ownership, Christians unwittingly forced Jews of
the day into great financial expertise.
The greatest of these financial adepts was Mayer Amschel
Rothschild, born in 1744 in a Jewish slum of Frankfurt. Not much is
known about his early life, as his was one of tens of thousands of
marginalized, outcast families. But once he came of age he became an
apprentice at a small bank in Hamburg, where he learned the trade.
Returning to Frankfurt at the age of 19, he offered his own banking
services in a modest way, beginning with trading of rare coins and
related investments. He was energetic, clever, and most of all he was
charismatic. And he was smart, seeking out wealthy clientele, and
associating with nobility whenever he could. By the age of 40, he had
consolidated his most important business contact: the Landgrave
William, the Elector of Hesse, one of only a tiny number of nobles
empowered to elect the Holy Roman Emperor. When William was
younger, he had engaged in the trading of rare coins with Mayer's
father, and so the two had always known one another. When William
inherited his own father's massive fortune, his friendship with Mayer
Rothschild gave Mayer the ability to begin conducting larger
international transactions.
This was the point at which the Rothschild name became first
involved with the manipulation of money behind the scenes of wars.
Mayer was a firm believer in family business, and insisted on using his
own sons — by then he had five — as his business partners. What he
did next became the model for many powerful Jewish financiers who
followed: He installed each of his five sons as his agents in the five
major financial centers of Europe: the eldest Amschel Mayer
Rothschild in Frankfurt, Salomon Mayer Rothschild in Vienna,
Nathan Mayer Rothschild in London, Calmann Mayer Rothschild in
Naples, and the youngest Jakob Mayer Rothschild in Paris.
One of Mayer's earliest transactions was the start of the
pseudohistory and hyperbole surrounding everything Rothschild.
Napoleon was on the march through Europe, and the popular version
of the story claims that William gave the entirety of his fortune to
Mayer to protect it from being seized by Napoleon. Mayer was able to
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hide the money by sending it to his son Nathan in London. The
London Rothschild office had to spend it somewhere, and loaned it to
the British crown, in order to finance the British armies fighting
Napoleon in Spain and Portugal in the Peninsular War. In fact, all
William gave to Mayer were some important papers. Nathan had
already long managed the bulk of William's money, and much of it was
already invested with the British Crown. William was no stranger to
such transactions; his father had gained much of that wealth in the
first place through the financing of Britain's war on the American
colonies, a few decades earlier.
Nevertheless, the Rothschilds' savvy investments of William's
money paid off handsomely, netting sufficient interest that their own
wealth eventually exceeded that of their original nest-egg client. This
marked the birth of the Rothschild banking dynasty.
Four of Mayer's five sons had sons of their own, most of whom
were sent to other financial centers to head new offices. By Mayer's
edict, family members intermarried with first and second cousins,
keeping the company sealed tight against outsiders. At their height,
the Rothschilds' wealth, if it had been pooled, would have been the
largest single fortune in world history. Europe was littered with
dozens of staggering mansions owned by family members. Throughout
the 19th century, N M Rothschild and Sons in London filled the role
now held by the International Monetary Fund, stabilizing the
currencies of major world governments. They profited heavily, but
they also provided a crucial international service.
World Wars I and II, the costs of which exceeded the abilities of
either the Rothschilds or any other banks to finance, and resulted in
the creation of the International Monetary Fund, marked the end of
this part of the Rothschilds' business. In addition, Nazi Germany
devastated the Austrian Rothschilds and seized all of their assets. The
family members escaped to the United States, but lost their entire
fortunes to the Nazis, including a number of palaces and a huge
amount of artwork. The banks' sizable assets became the property of
Nazi Germany, and this is the only seed of truth to the claim that the
Rothschilds "funded the Holocaust".
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By the time of the state of Israel's creation in the late 1940s, there
were hundreds of Rothschild descendants, many still in banking or
asset management, many in philanthropy, and many in unrelated
businesses. Some Rothschilds supported Israel; some were
passionately opposed. The idea of a single unified Rothschild
establishment was long gone. No doubt many financial institutions
were involved in Israel's early days, some were Rothschild banks,
many more were not. It is this twisting and spinning of ordinary events
into dark powerful deeds that characterizes much of the Rothschild
conspiracy claims.
Case in point: At the 1815 Battle of Waterloo, Rothschild couriers
were able to deliver news of the British victory to Nathan a full day
ahead of government messengers. Nathan bought bonds at a low price
that was fluctuating with uncertainty, and did very well the next day
when official news came and prices rose. The conspiracy theory
version states that Nathan first dumped bonds on the market to fool
other investors into thinking he had news that the battle was lost, and
through this ruse, multiplied the family fortune. In fact there is no
historical record of this prior to a 1940 German movie called Die
Rothschilds Aktien auf Waterloo, described as "the Third Reich's first
anti-Semitic manifesto on film." The truth is that the Rothschild bank
was already heavily invested betting on a protracted war, and this
short-term gain on bonds merely offset a long-term loss.
One of their most famous transactions came in 1825, when
England's unregulated banks all went into crisis due to poor
management of interest rates. Nathan Rothschild had earlier bought
huge amounts of gold from the struggling Bank of England at a fire
sale price and sold it to the French national bank. When the Bank of
England suffered a liquidity crisis as depositors clamored for their
funds, the bank was able to borrow that same money back from
Nathan, and thus averted disaster. Virtually every conspiracy website
claims that this is how the Rothschilds "took over the Bank of
England". No. They gave them a loan, which was paid back. In later
years one Rothschild descendant sat on the Bank of England's board
for a time, but by no logic can it be defended that their 1825
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transaction constituted "taking them over".
In fact, that famous quote from Nathan Rothschild about
"controlling the British money supply" turns out to be a fabrication. I
found no original source for the quote at all, though it's repeated in
dozens of conspiracy books and on tens of thousands of conspiracy
websites. I did a thorough search of all available newspaper archives
from Nathan's lifetime, and had some friends check various university
library systems. No such quote appears in the academic literature.
After such a thorough search, I feel confident stating that he never
made such a statement.
But the quote doesn't appear to be completely made up by the
conspiracy theorists. It's most likely a revised and restyled version of
this quote attributed to Nathan's father, the original Mayer
Rothschild:
"Give me control of a Nation's money supply, and I care not who
makes its laws."
But like the longer, more specific quote from Nathan, even this
one turns out to be apocryphal. Author G. Edward Griffin did manage
to track it down, though. He found that this saying was:
Quoted by Senator Robert L. Owen, former Chairman of the
Senate Committee on Banking and Currency and one of the sponsors
of the Federal Reserve Act, National Economy and the Banking
System, (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1939),
p. 99. This quotation could not be verified in a primary reference
work. However, when one considers the life and accomplishments of
the elder Rothschild, there can be little doubt that this sentiment was,
in fact, his outlook and guiding principle.
And this is certainly true. In Rothschild's day, before banking
regulation and antitrust laws existed, it was indeed possible for small
groups to gain controlling interests in enough financial institutions
that it could be argued that they "controlled" a nation's money supply.
Evidently the Senator made up the quote to support whatever speech
he was making, and attributed it to a famous name to give it some clout.
Some claim the Rothschilds own half the world's wealth. If they
do, it's only in the same way that you do. Anyone with an interestSkeptoid#4311-2012-Brian Dunning
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bearing bank account owns shares in whatever funds their bank
invests in. Those funds own shares in other funds and public
companies, and so on. At some level, virtually every financial entity
owns, and is owned by, any other entity, in every country. It's exactly
like the degrees of Kevin Bacon. The notion that anyone could
"control the world's finances" is ludicrous.
There is no longer any such thing as a monolithic House of
Rothschild with connections to any significant number of all the scores
of today's independent Rothschild business ventures. The closest
thing is Rothschilds Continuation Holdings AG, a Swiss company that
manages interests in many Rothschild-founded institutions. There are
no longer any Rothschild family members on its board (the last having
retired in 2011), though about eight Rothschilds are believed to own
stakes in it (like many holding companies, it's privately held, so its
records are not public). Its other owners include Rabobank and Hong
Kong based Jardine Matheson Holdings. The Rothschild funds it
manages now focus on mergers and acquisitions. Make no mistake, it's
a large and successful company; but with billions in assets, it's a
relatively small fish in the sea of world financial institutions with
trillions in assets, including Deutsche Bank, Mitsubishi UFJ Financial
Group, HSBC Holdings, BNP Paribas, Japan Post Bank, Crédit
Agricole Group, Barclays PLC, Industrial & Commercial Bank of
China, Royal Bank of Scotland Group, JP Morgan Chase & Co., and
many others. Anyone trying to point the finger at the scattered
Rothschilds as "controlling" world banks has an awfully tall order.
That little factoid is about 100 years out of date.
By my analysis, the Rothschilds are best thought of not as an evil
shadow conspiracy, but as a great success story of rags to riches,
Jewish slum to financing the defeat of Napoleon. The price of gold is
fixed twice a day by five members of the London Bullion Association:
Barclays Capital, Deutsche Bank, Scotiabank, HSBC (starnet note- hsbc
bought by Cap.1), and Societe Generale, and they conduct their twicedaily meeting over the telephone. Today this is mere financial
necessity, but until 2004, it was also a century-old tradition as great as
the ringing of the bell at the New York Stock Exchange. The five
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distinguished representatives included a Rothschild, and they met in
person in a paneled room at the London office of N M Rothschild &
Sons. That ritual is now a thing of the past, as is the power of the
world's greatest financial dynasty. Brian Dunning© 2012 Skeptoid Media,
Inc. Copyright information
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The Alleged Owners
Rothschild Bank of London

No such bank exists today. ...(it used to, last century/starnet)
The Rothschild name is used a lot in international banking conspiracy
theories. And there was a time when the Rothschold family did have
signficiant power in world banking. But times change. Once
considered one of the great fortunes of the world, the Rothschild
empire is but a shadaw of it's former self. "Rothschild bankers of today
being only a minor player in the global economy." http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rothschild_banking_family_of_England

Warburg Bank of Hamburg

Currently doing business as "M.M. Warburg and Company"
http://www.mmwarburg.de/en/bankhaus/adressen/. The Bank has not been
owned or controlled by the Warburgs since the 1930s driven out by
anti-semite practices in Nazi Germany.
"Reichsbank president Hjalmar Schacht told Max M. Warburg
during a meeting in Berlin in September 1937 that he could no longer
keep the bank…(it) was confiscated when the war broke out."
http://www.mmwarburg.de/en/bankhaus/historie/1938_1945.html
webskeptic.wikidot.com
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"… Virtually all members of the Warburg family had fled to the United
States or Great Britain by 1938."
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Warburg_family

Rothschild Bank of Berlin

There is no such bank. Rothschilds does not even have an office in
Berlin.http://www.rothschild.com/groupprivatebanking/?id=globallocations/Ge
rmany

Lehman Brothers of New York

Exists but not quite the power house it is protrayed. It is currently
listed as 46th largest bank. The last Lehman to lead it died in 1969.
Today it is a publicly held firm so it's major assets can be viewed in the
annual report. And, no, ownership of a central bank is not listed as an
asset. Lehman Brothers went bankrupt in September 2008.

Lazard Brothers of Paris

No such firm exists. Lazard Ltd is a publicly traded firm with a market
value of $2B which is rather small compared to other major banks. It's
major assets can be viewed in the annual report.
http://www.nyse.com/about/listed/lcddata.html?ticker=LAZ

Kuhn Loeb Bank of New York

Has not existed since 1977 when it merged with Lehman.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kuhn,_Loeb_&_Co.

Israel Moses Seif Banks of Italy

A search for the existance of this bank did not turn up a single reliable
source.

Goldman, Sachs of New York

Currently called Goldman, Sachs Group Inc, this is a real bank and a
big one at that with $78B in market value. The annual report shows
about $1B in assets but no Federal Reserve ownership.
http://www2.goldmansachs.com/our-firm/investors/financials/current/annualreports/2007-annual-report.html

Warburg Bank of Amsterdam

No such bank could be found
webskeptic.wikidot.com
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Chase Manhattan Bank of New York

Merged and renamed to JP Morgan Chase
This one does exist and is pretty darn big. Since it is publicly traded,
you can view the top shareholders and assets online.

So who does own the Federal Reserve?

The FRS is headed by the Board of Governor a Federal Agency with
no mechanism of any sort for anything resembling private ownership.
The concept of ownership comes at the branch level which are
organized similar to corporations. Member banks are compelled to
subscribe to shares in their local Fed branch. These shares are very
limited in their power. see http://webskeptic.wikidot.com/federal-reserve-system
Regardless of who the share owners are, the law is fairly clear about
ownership of shares in a Fed branch:
•Only member banks can own shares
•All member banks must be domestic (i.e. a majority of the shares in
a member bank must be owned by Americans)
•Regardless of the number of shares a bank owns it has only 1 vote.
•Regardless of the number of branches a bank has, it can only own
shares and have it's vote in a single branch.
So involvement and influence in Fed branches is spread over
thousands of banks.
And, of course, no bank has any vote within the Board of
Governors which oversees the entire system.
Bottom line: The above list of secret owners has been parroted for
decades by gullible conspiracy theorists who accept it without question.

Closing

Note to any conspiracy theorists reading this and getting outraged:
Suppress your normal reaction to attack the author and the
source. Instead, invest your energy in doing some original research
and make your information iron-clad.
Yes, there are evil people out there wanting to do bad things. Stop
diverting attention with this out-of-date nonsense and document
something current and accurate.
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External Links:
•http://www.geocities.com/CapitolHill/Senate/3616/flaherty5.html
•http://www.apfn.org/APFN/fed_reserve.htm
•http://www.adl.org/special_reports/control_of_fed/print.asp
•http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_billionaires
•http://www.onlinebankingreport.com/resources/100.html
•http://www.scribd.com/doc/334135/Member-Banks-in-the-First-FederalReserve-District
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