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sicur Rochetort, one of the leading men in the trial, when
asked about the matter, snid that for him it was quite sufhi-
cient thai Judas was a Jew. e evidently forgot that Jesus
was & Jew and the victim of a treacherous conspiracy.  An-
ti-Semitic journals took up the ery and pressed the conclusion
with great vigor, that all Jewish officers should be expelied
from the army as possible trait .

Through a sort of reflex action the public began to make
further enquiries into the matter.  The family and friends
ni the condemmned man believing him innocent made strong
representations on his behalf.  Monsieur Scheurer Xestner,
the distinguished vice-president of the Serate, who had at
first accepted the evidenee without question, had serious doubts
raised in his mind from the fact that one of the most plausible
and condenming stories given to him by a well informed per-
soa was found to be a complete fabrication.  Public feeling
was aroused, and to alluy it General Mercier published in a
Piris daily, the summary of an apparently damaging docu-
ment which he said had been produced at the trial and was
but part of the docwmentary evidence usedto condemn
Dreyfus.  His object in so doing was to deepen the pre-
judice in the public mind against the hated Jew. Tt had
the very opposite effect.  The matter was taken up by Mon-
sicur Bernard Lazare, a Paris journalist and deteetive, who,
with a patience and cevotion beyond all praise, gradually
piceed around this statement all the facts of the trial. e
proved that this document was the only evidence prodnced
at the court-martialing of the prisoner. This famous picee
of parchment was called a bordereau and contained certain
vital seerets about the French army, which it was asserted had
Leen copied by Dreyfus, treacherously given over to  the
Germans and then filched from the German Embassy in Paris
by a French spy.  The German Embassy denied having ever
had such a docnment in its possession. The bordercan
was submitted to men who never claimed to be experts in
writing, and their testimony was by no means nnanimous as
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