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Chapter One:

THEHOMOSEXUAL ROOTS
OF THE NAZI PARTY

It was a quiet night in Munich. The people moving
along the streets in the heart of the city were grim. They
walked heads down, hands deep in the pockets of their
frayed coats. All around, the spirit of defeat hung likeapall
in the evening air; it was etched on the faces of the out- of -
work sol dierson every street cor ner andinevery café. Ger-
many had been defeated in thewar, but it had been crushed
by the terms of the Ver saillesTreaty. Every wherethepeo
plewerestill miredindepressionanddespair, sev eral years
af terthehumili atingsur render of Kai ser Wil helm.

In this atmosphere the purposeful stride of Captain
Ernst Roehm seemed out of place. But Roehm was ac cus-
tomed to being different. A homosexual with a taste for
boys, Roehmwas part of agrow ing sub cul turein Ger many
which fanciedit self asuperior form of Ger man man hood.
A large, heavy man, Roehmhad beenaprofessional sol dier
since 1906, and, af ter thewar, hadtemporar ily lent histal-
ents to a socialist terror organization called the Iron Fist.
On this night Roehm was on hisway to meet some as so ci-
ates who had formed a much more powerful socialist or-
ganization.
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At the door of theBratwurstgloeckl, atav ernfrequented
by ho mo sex ual rough necksand bully- boys, Roehm turned
in and joined the handful of sexual deviantsandoccultists
whowerecelebrat ing the suc cessof anew cam paign of ter-
ror. Thelir or gani zation, onceknown asthe Ger man Work-
er's Party, was now called the Nationalsozalistische
Deutsche Arbeiterpartel, The National Socialist German
Work er’ sParty — theNazis.

Yes, theNazismetina“gay” bar.

It was no coincidence that homosexuals were among
those who founded the Nazi Party. In fact, the party grew
out of anumber of groupsin Ger many which were centers
of homosex ual activity andactivism. Many of thechar ac
teristicrituals, symbols, activi tiesand phi loso phiesweas
soci atewithNazismcamefromtheseor gani zationsor from
contemporaryhomosexuals. Theextended-arm*“ Seg Hell”
salute, for example, was a ritual of the Wandervoegel
(“Wandering Birds’ or “Rovers’), a male youth society
which became the German equivalent of the Boy Scouts.
TheWandervoegel was started in the late 1800s by a group
of homosex ual teenagers. Itsfirstadultleader, Karl Fischer,
caled himself “der Fuehrer” (“the Leader”) (Koch:25f).
Hans Blueher, ahomo sex ual Nazi phi |oso pher andim por-
tant early mem ber of theWandervoegel,incitedasensation
in 1912 with publication of The Ger man Wandervoegel
Movement as an Erotic Phenomenon, which told how the
move ment had be come one in which young boys could be
introduced into the homosexual lifestyle(Rector:39f). The
Wandervoegel and other youth organizations were later
merged into the Hitler Y outh (whichitself becameknown
among the popu lace asthe“Homo Y outh” be cause of ram-
panthomosexual ity.- Rector:52).

Many of the Nazi emblems, such as the swastika, the
double lightning bolt “SS” symbol, and even the inverted
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triangle symbol used to - -
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oners in the concentra book, including pho tosand
tion camps, originated graph ics, at the book store
among homosexual oc- www.abidingtruth.com/pfrc/

cultists in  Germany showproducts.php.
(some, such as the swas-
tika, are actually quite
ancient symbols which
were merely revived by
these homosexual
groups).

In 1907, Jorg Lanz
Von Liebenfels, a
former Cistercian monk
whom the church ex-
communicated because
of his homosexual ac-
tivities (Sklar:19), flew

Ernst Roehm, Su preme Com mander

the swastl ka_ﬂag abo‘(e of the dreaded SA Brownshirts.
his castle in Austria Yad Vashem

(Goodrick-Clarke:109).

Af ter hisex pul sion from the church Lanz founded the
Ordo Novi Templi (“Order of the New Temple”) which
merged occultism with violent anti-Semitism. A 1958
study of Lanz, Der Mann der Hitler die Ideen gab (“The
Man Who Gave Hitler His Ideas’), by Austrianpsy cholo
gist Wilhelm Daim, caled Lanz the true “father” of Na-
tional Socialism.

List, a close associate of Lanz, formed the Guido von
ListSoci etyinViennain1904. TheGuidovonList Soci ety
wasac cused of practicingaformof Hindu Tantrismwhich
featured sex ual perver sioninitsrituals. Thisformof sex ual
perversion was popularized in occult circles by a man
named Aleister Crowley who, according to Hitler biogra
pher J. Sydney Jones, enjoyed “playing with black magic
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Cover of Guido von List's book, The Se cret of the Runes, 1908. The
Na zis adopted many of these sym bols.
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and littleboys’ (J. S. Jones:123). List was"ac cused of be-
ing the Aleister Crowley of Vienna’ (ibid.:123). Like
Lanz, List was an occultist; he wrote several books on the
magic principles of rune letters (from which he chose the
“SS’ symbol). In 1908, List “wasun masked astheleader of
a blood brotherhood which went in for sexual perversion
and sub sti tuted the swastikafor thecross’ (Sklar:23). The
Nazisbor rowed heav ily fromList’soc culttheoriesandre
search. List also formed an elitistoccult priesthood called
the Ar manen Or der, to which Hit ler him self may have be-
longed (Waite, 1977:91).

The Nazi dream of an Aryan super-race was adopted
from an occult group called the Thule Soci ety, foundedin
1917byfol low ersof Lanzand List. Theoc cult doc trine of
the Thule So ci ety held that the sur vi vorsof anan cient and
highly devel opedlost civi li zation couldendow Thuleini ti-
ateswithesotericpow ersandwisdom. Theini ti ateswould
use these powers to create a new race of Aryan supermen
whowould elimi nateall “inferior” races. Hitler dedi cated
his book, Mein Kampf, to Di etrich Eckart, one of the Thule
Soci ety inner cir cleandaformer leadingfigureinthe Ger-
manWork er’ sParty. (Schwarzwal ler:67). Thevari ousoc
cult groups mentioned above were outgrowths of the
Theosophical Society, whose founder, Helena Petrovna
Blavatsky, is thought by some to have been a leshbian
(Webb:94), and whose “bishop” was a notorious pederast
named Char |esL eadbester.

The SA Brownshirts or Stuermabteilung
(“StormTroopers’) werelargely thecreation of an other ho-
mosexual, Ger hard Rossbach (Waite, 1969:209). Ross-
bach formed theRossbachbund (“ RossbachBrother hood”),
a homosexual unit of the Freikorps (“Free Corps’). The
Freikorpswereindependentinactivemili tary reserveunits
which becamehometo the hun dredsof thou sandsof unem:
ployed World War | vet er ansin Ger many. Rossbachaso
formed a youth organization under the Rossbachbund,



36 The Homosexual Roots of the Nazi Party

calling it the Schilljugend (“Schill Youth”)
(ibid.:210). Rossbach’ sstaff assistant, Lieutenant Edmund
Heines, a pederast and murderer, was put in charge of the
Schilljugend. The Rossbachbund later changed its nameto
Storm Troopers (in honor of Wotan, the ancient German
god of storms. - Graber:33). Rossbach seduced Hitler's
mentor, Ernst Roehm, into homosexuality. It was under
Roehm’ slead er shipthat theBrownshirtsbecamenotori ous
forbrutal ity.

Famouseventsin Nazi history are a so linked to ho mo-
sexuality; events such as the burning of the German
Reichstag in 1932, the 1938 pogrom called Kristallnacht,
and the 1944 attempt on Hitler’s life. Even the enduring
imageof Nazi book- burning, famil iar tousfromnewsreels
of the 1930s, was di rectly relatedtothehomo sexual ity of
Nazi lead ers. Thefirst suchin ci dent oc curred four daysaf-
ter Hitler’ sBrownshirtsbrokeintoMagnusHirschfeld’ sin
stitute for Sexual Research in Ber lin on May 6, 1933. On
May 10 the Nazis burned thousands of books and files
takeninthatraid. Thelnsti tutehad ex tensiverecordsonthe
sexua perversions of numerous Nazi leaders, many of
whom had been under treatment there prior to the begin
ning of the Nazi regime. Treat ment at theSex Research In-
stitute was required by the German courts for persons
convicted of sex crimes. Ludwig L. Lenz, who worked at
theIn sti tute at the time of the raid but man aged to es cape
with hislife, later wrote of thein ci dent:

Why wasit then, sincewewere com pletely non- party, that
our purely sci entific In sti tute wasthefirst vic timwhich
fell tothe new regime? Thean swer tothisissim ple...We
knew too much. It would beagainst medi cal princi plesto
provide a list of the Nazi leaders and their perversions
[but]...not ten percent of the men who, in 1933, took the
fate of Germany into their hands, were sexudly nor-
mal...Our knowledge of such intimate screts regarding
mem bers of the Nazi Party and other docu men tary mate-



THE PINK SWASTIKA 37

Buy a print copy of this book, includingphotos

and graphics, at the book store,
www.abidingtruth.com/pfrc/showproducts.php.

Amongthe burningliterary works deemedunac ceptable by the Nazis
were hid den thou sands of files doc u ment ing the per ver sions of Nazi
leaders.

rid — we possessed about forty thousand confessions

and bio graphi cal let ters— wasthe cause of thecom plete
and utter destruction of the Institute of Sexology.

(Haberle:369).

Theat tack ontheSex ResearchInsti tuteisof tencitedas
an example of Nazi oppression of homosexuals. This is
partly true, but as we shall see, the “op pression” fitsintoa
larger context of inter necineri valry betweentwomajor ho
mo sex ual groups. Mag nusHirsch feld, who headed the In-
stitute, was a prominent Jewish homosexual. Hirschfeld
aso headed a “gay rights’ organization called the
Scientific-Humanitarian Committee (SHC), formed in
1897 towork for therepeal of Paragraph 175 of the Ger man
legal code, which criminalized homosexuality (Ken-
nedy:230). The organization was aso opposed to sado
masochism and pederasty, two of the favor itepracticesof
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themili taristic, Roehm- stylehomo sexua swhofiguredso
promi nently intheearly Nazi Party. Hirschfeld had formed
the SHCto carry onthework of the pio neer “gay rights” ac-
tivist, Karl Heinrich Ul richs(1825-1895). Ul richshad writ-
ten against the concept of “Greek love’ (pederasty)
advocatedby anumber of otherhomosexual sinGer many.

One such advocate was Adolf Brand, who
formed the Gemeinschaft der Eigenen (“ Community of
theElite”) in 1902. TheGemeinschaftder Eigeneninspired
the formation in 1920 of the German Friendship League,
which changed its name in 1923 to the Soci ety for Human
Rights. The leaders of this group were instrumental in the
for mation and therise of the Nazi Party. Adolf Brand pub-
lishedtheworld’ sfirsthomosex ual peri odi cal, Der Ei gene
(“TheElite” - Ooster huisand Ken nedy:cover). Brand was
apeder ast, child por nog rapher and anti- Semite, and, along
with many homosexuals who shared his philosophies, de-
vel opedaburninghatred of Mag nusHirschfeld and
the SHC. When Hirschfeld sSex ResearchInsti tutewas
destroyed, the SA troopswere un der thegen eral com mand
of Ernst Roehm, a member of Brand’s spinoff group, the
Soci ety for HumanRights.

The Divided Move ment

Thiswasnot thelasttimehomo sex ual lead er ship of the
Nazis would attack other ideologically dissimilar homo
sexuas. Later in this discussion we will examine the so-
called “pink triangle” homosexuals who were interned in
concentrationcamps. Thepink tri angle, part of ascheme of
variously-colored triangles used by the Nazis to identify
specificclassesof prisoners, wasap pliedtothoseconvicted
under Paragraph 175 of the German Penal Code. Homo
sexu alswereone of these classes, but ac cording to Jo hans
son,
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[M]any of those con victed un der Paragraph 175 were not
homo sex ual: somewereop po nentsof theregimesuch as
Catholic priests or leaders of youth groups who were
prosecuted onthebasisof per juredtesti mony, whileoth-

erswere street hustlersfromBer lin or Ham burgwho had
been caught up in a police dragnet (Johansson in
Dynes:997).

As many as 6,000 of the approximately 10,000 “pink
triangles’ died in the work camps, but few, if any, were
gassed in the death camps. Some of those who died met
their deathsat the hands of ho mo sex ual Kapos(“trustees’)
and guards of the SS. At first glanceitisdif fi cult to un der-
stand why theho mo sex ual |ead ersof the Naziswould per-
secute other homosexuals on the basis of their sexua
behavior. Weal luded, inthemat ter of theSex Research In-
stitute, to the fact that the homosexual movement in Ger-
many was divided into two diametrically opposed camps
which some have called the ‘Fems’” and the “Butches.”
These terms are common among homosexualstoday, asis
thedisdain“Butches’ feel for “Fems.”

A researcher of the homosexual movement Gordon
Westwood writes that masculine homosexuals “deplore
[effeminate] behavior,” many considering effeminate ho-
mosexuals “repulsive’ (Westwood:87).  Another re-
searcher, H. Kimball Jones, reportsthat reactionto“ Fems’
is often violent in the genera homosexual community.
“[They label them] ‘flaming faggot’ or ‘degenerate fag,’”
with one homosexual exclaiming, “You know, | loathe
thesescreamingfairies’ (H.K.Jones:29). Jay and Young's
1979ex ami nationof theAmeri canhomosex ual movement,
TheGay Report, containsnumer ousper sonal statementsby
masculine homosexuals critical of effeminacy. “Fem be-
havior canbevi ciousand destructive, demeaningtowomen
and gay men,” saysone. Another asserts, “Tomesomeone
who is ‘femme’ is a self-indulgent...petty, scheming, gos-
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Adolf Brand mocks the effeminacy of Magnus Hirschfeld and the
“Fems” of the Scientific Hu manitarian Com mittee in this is sue of Der
Eigenetitled “The Auntie.”



THE PINK SWASTIKA 41

sipy gay being whose self-image has been warped and
shaped by unfor tunatefamily situations’ (Jay:294ff).

The most hostile to “Femmes’ are precisely those ho-
mo sexu a swhodeemthem selvesthemost “masculine.” In
The Homosexual Matrix, C.A. Tripp writes that “[f]ar to
theother ex treme, thereareanumber of ut terly masculine,
sometimessuper masculinehomosexuals.... They areobses
sed with every thing male and eschew any thing weak or ef-
feminate....Unquestionably they represent the epitome of
what can hap penwhen an eroti cized male nessgainsthefull
backing of a value system that supports it” (Tripp:92).
Cory and LeRoy, intheir detailed discussion of homo sex-
ual culture, describe the scene in a typical American
“leather bar”:

Here, sturdy swag ger ing malesdressed in tight dun ga-
rees, leather jackets or heavy shoes, dark hued woolen
shirts, and sometimesmotor cy clehel mets, aspiretoward
asuper- masculineideal...Behind thefacadeof robust ex-
ploits, theuni formof pretentiousmal eprow ess, themask
of tough ness, theresometimesliesadan ger ousper sonal-
ity that can ex pressit self physi cally by sub sti tuting vio-
lence for erotic pleasure; capable of receiving sexud
pleasure only by inflicting pain (or receivingit). The
gen eral at mos pherein such placesisrest lessand brood-
ing, and one can never be sure when the dy namite of vio-
lencewill erupt (Cory and Le Roy:109).

Reading this description, one can imagine oneself
looking into Munich’s Bratwurstgloeckl tavern,
where the Brownshirts congregated, and finding the
samecast of char acters-- only wear ingdif fer ent costumes.

This contrast of homosexua types is not simply a
phenomenon of modern society. Greenberg writes about
homosexuality among the Germans of the first centuries
AD.:
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Aswar be camemoreim por tant to the Ger mans, themale
war ri orsandtheir cul turebecamedomi nant, andthestatus
of womendeclined. Ef femi nacy andreceptivehomosexu
ality were increasingly scorned and repressed....The ef-

feminate homosexual..was depicted as a foul
monster....thisstigmati zationdidnotextendtoactivemale
homosexuality. [Later, acceptability of masculine ori-
entedhomosexual ity declinedunder Christianity,which]
was officially opposed to al forms of homosexuality
(Greenberg:249f).

Theauthorsdo not wishtoim ply that all homo sexu als
fall into oneor theother of thesetwo sim plistic stereo types.
Theterms*Butch” and “Fem” in thisstudy are used loosely
to differentiate betweentwoideologi cal extremesrelating
to the nature of homosexua identity. Generally in this
work the Ger man “Fems” aredefined asho mo sex ual men
who acted likewomen. They werepaci fistsand acco mo da
tionists. Their goals were equal ity withhet erosexualsand
the“right to pri vacy,” and gen er ally they op posed sex with
young chil dren. Their lead erswere Karl Heinrich Ulrichs
and Mag nusHirschfeld.

The “Butches,” on the other hand, were masculine ho-
mosexuals. They were militarists and chauvinists in the
Hel lenicmold. Their goal wastorevivethepeder asticmili-
tary cults of pre-Christian pagan cultures, specifically the
Greek warrior cult. They were often vicious misogynists
and sadists. Their lead ersin cluded Adolf Brand and Ernst
Roehm. The “Butches’ reviled all thingsfemi nine. Their
ideal soci ety wasthe Maennerbund, anall- male®comrade
ship-in-arms” com prised of rug ged men and boys (Ooster-
huisand Kennedy:255). Intheir view, het ero sexuasmight
be tolerated for the purpose of continuing the species, but
effeminate homosexualswereconsideredtobesubhuman,
andthusintol erable.

Most of theesti mated 1.2to 2 mil lionhomo sexuasin
Germany at the time of the Third Reich undoubtedly fit



THE PINK SWASTIKA 43

somewhere between the two extremes of the movement.
This may explain the fact that |ess than 2% of this popula
tion were prose cuted un der anti- sod omy lawsby theNazis
(Cory and LeRoy esti matethat “Fems’ make up 5-15% of
male homosexuals. Cory and LeRoy:73). Most of those
who were prose cuted can be shown to fit the pro file of the
“Fems.” Kurt Hiller, a ranking member of the SHC who
later succeeded Hirschfeld, “estimated that 75 percent of
the male homosexuals sym pathized with the par tiesof the
Right” (Jo hanssonin Friedlander:233).

In hisintroductiontoThe Men with the Pink Triangle,
thesup posed testi mony of aformer pink tri angleprisoner at
the Flossenburg concentration camp, transator David
Fernbach confirmsthat the“Butch/Fem” conflict wasat the
heart of theNazi hatred of the* pink tri angles.” Hewrites,

Naturally,intheparamili tary or gani zationof the SA Hit-
ler Youth, etc., eventheelite SS, theforms of ho mo sexu
a ity that arechar acter istic of such all- malebodieswere
ascommon asthey a waysare...itwasquitefundamental
to Nazi ideol ogy that menwereto beprop erly “mascu-
line”..when mae homo
sexuality disguises itself as
a cult of “manliness’ and
virility, it is less obnoxious
from the fascist standpoint
than is the softening of the
gender division that homo
sexuality invariably in-
volveswhenitisal lowedto
express itself freedy (He-
ger:10f).

This, then, istheex plana
tion for the paradox of the
Nazi persecution of homo
sexuals. Itisfoundinthehis
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tory of twoirreconcil ablephi loso phieslinked by acommon
sex ual dysfunction. The rootsof thisconflict ex tend back
intotheeight eenth century and spana70- year peri odwhich
saw theriseof homosex ual mili tancy inthemovement that
gave Nazismto theworld.

Onefi nal item bef ore we move to the next section. It
should by this time be ap par ent to the reader that lesbians
did not have amajor part to play in Nazism, but they were
not com pletely ab sent from the Party. Her zer writes that
“Claudia Schoppmann has recently shown that prior to
1933, there were Nazi ad her entsamong theleading leshbi-
ansinthehomo sex ual emanci pationmovement. Asanex-
ample she names the case of Elsbeth Killmer, a leading
edi tor of themost im por tantlesbianperi odi cal of that time,
DieFreundin, whowasactiveintheNazi or gani zationNS-
Frauenschaftearly on” (Her zer:221f).

Karl Hein rich Ulrichs

The“grandfather” of theworld*“gay rights’ move ment
was a homosexual German lawyer named Karl Heinrich
Ul richs(1825-1895). Attheageof 14, Ul richswasseduced
by hisridinginstructor, aho mo sex ual man about 30 years
old (Kennedy in Pascal:15). Observers familiar with the
apparently high correlation between childhood sexual
molestation and adult homosexuality might conclude that
thisyouthful ex peri encecaused Ul richsto becomeahomo-
sexua. Ulrichs himself, however, arrived at a hereditary
rather thananenvi ronmental ex planationfor hiscondition.
Inthe 1860s Ul richsbegan ad vancing atheory that defined
ho mo sexu alsasathird sex. He pro posed that male ho mo-
sexual ity couldbeat trib utedtoapsycho- spiritual mix-upin
which a man’s body came to be inhabited by a woman’'s
soul (and vice-versa for females). He called members of
this third sex “Urnings’” (male) and “Dailings’ (female).
Sincehomosexual ity wasaninborncondi tion, hereasoned,
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it should not be criminal-
ized.

Although Ulrichs was
to be wunsuccessful in
changing the laws against
homosexuality, his efforts
did encourage widespread
political activism. One
early follower, a Ger-
man-Hungarian writer
named Benkert (underthe
pseudonym, Karoly Maria
Kert beny), coined theterm
“homosexua” in  an
anonymous open letter to
the Prussian Minister of
Justice in 1869 (Lauritsen
and Thorstad:6). Steakley writes that prior to this, homo
sexuals were known as sodomites, pederasts, or “‘Knabe
nschaender’ (literally,‘boy-ravishers')” (Steakley:13). The
first psychiatric study of homosexuality in Germany was
pub lished in 1869 astheresult of Ul richs’ ef forts. Itadvo
cated the decriminalization of homosexuality in favor of
medi cal treat ment (Ooster huisand Ken nedy:13).

Ulrichs greatest intellectual impact on his own gen-
eration came from his invention of the term “Uranians,”
which he introduced in 1862 as a new designation for
homosexuals (both Urnings and Dailings). He took the
term from Plato’ sSymposium, inwhichhomosex ual activ-
ity was said to fall under the protection of the ninth muse,
Urania. Inthelate 1800s Ger man ho mo sexu alsfrequently
caled themselves Uranians, and a militant homosexual
slogan, ‘Uranians of the world, unite!” became popular
internationally (Rutledge:41). In the following quote Ul-
richs uses the term in his explanation of the “third sex”
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theory, and graphically illustrates the mentality of the
“Fems’:

Apartfromthewomanly di rectionof our sex ual desire, we
Urani ansbear an other womanly element within uswhich,
it appears to me, offers proof positive that nature devet
oped the male germ within us physicaly but the female
spiri tualy. Webear thisother womanly element fromour
ear li est childhood on. Our char acter, theway wefed, our
entiretemperamentisnot manly, itisdecidedly womanly.
Thisinnerwomanly elementisoutwardly recognizableby
our outwardly ap par entwomanly nature(Fee:37).

Ulrichs was publicly opposed to sadomasochism and
pedo philia(per hapsbe cause of hisownmolestationasan
ado lescent). Hewrote against the con cept of “ Greek love”
andconsidered” sex ual attractiontotheprepubertal tobea
sickness.” In his attempts to repeal Paragraph 175 of the
German Penal Code, Ulrichs advocated more stringent
laws against pedophilia.  Ulrichs condemnation of
man/boy sex, however, extended only to prepubescent
boys. As the following quote from his publication For-
schungen Ueber das Raetsel der mannmannlichen Liebe
(“Investigation of the Enigma of Homosexual Love”)
reveals, Ulrichs was not op posed to sex be tween men and
boyswhowere®sexually mature.”

TheUrningisnot by ahair’ sbreadth any more dan ger ous
to immature boys than the genuine man is to immature
girls. Fortherest, | gladly leave the child mo lester to his
deserved punishment by the law. Let the integrity of a
will- lessmi nor be sacred to every Urning. | have no de-

fensefor who ever touchesit. Therefore, let theseduction

of immatureboys, | grantit completely, beapunishable
indecentact (Ul richs: 16).
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This distinction between mature and immature boys
waslost on many who fol lowed therise of the ho mo sex ual
movement in Ger many. For example, FriedrichEngels, in
aletter to Karl Marx about abook Ul richshad writ ten, said,
“The pederasts start counting their numbers and discover
they areapow er ful groupin our state. Theonly thingmiss
ingisanor gani zation, but it seemstoex ist a ready, though
itishidden” (Plant:38). Engelsconsid ersUl richsaped er-
ast despitehisar bi trary agerestrictionfor sex with boys.

Ulrichs political activities paved the way for a large
and powerful homosexual movement which grew both in
numbers and in political and social influence in pre-Nazi
Ger many. Barely a quar ter of acentury af ter hisdeathin
1895,homosexual ity would becomeopenly widespreadin
the Germany of the Weimar Republic era. Cities such as
Mu nichandBer linwouldbecomeinter national Meccasfor
the practitioners of al forms of sexual perversion. As
William Manchester observed in  The Arms of Krupp
“Wilhelmine Kulture's emphasis on masculinity had
produced a generation of perverts. Abroad, sodomy was
delicately known as ‘the German vice'” (Manchester,
1968:232).

Sam uel Igra, aGer man Jew who pub lished Germany’s
National Vicein 1945 (astudy of homosex ual influencesin
Germany), commented on the rise of homosexuality after
theturn of the century:

InGer many theseun natural vicesbecameaveri tablecult
among the rulingclasses. In 1891 the well-known Ger -
man psychiatrist, Krafft-Ebbing, one of the great pio-
neers in that branch of psycho-pathology, publisheda
book enti tled Psychologia Sexualisinwhich hedeclared
that sex per ver sionin Ger many wasaarmingly onthein-
crease. Commissioner Hans von Tresckow, who was
head of a special branch of the Crimi nal Police De part-
ment in Berlin from 1905 to 1919, has pub lished the fol-
lowinginhismemoairs;
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I can con firm the state ment (made by Krafft- Ebbing)
thathomosexualist groups have been steadily on the in-
creaseinrecent decades, especidlyinthebigcities. Atthe
present timein Ber lin there are for cer tain more than one
hundredthousandper sonswhoareaddictsof thispractice.
They are closely banded to gether and even have their own
paper, DieFreundschaft, which ap pearsregu larly and de
fendstheir inter ests" (Von Fuer sten and Anderen Ster bl
chen, by Hans von Tresckow, p. 110. F. Fontane & Co.
Berlin. 1922) [Igra:27f].

Magnus Hirsch feld and the SHC

Ul richs successor MagnusHirschfeldwasapromi nent
Jewish physician and homosexual. Dr. Hirschfeld, along
with two other ho mo sexu als, Max Spohr and Erich Oberg,
joined to gether to form theWi ssenschaftlich-Humanitaeres
Komitee (“Scientific-Humanitarian Committee”). As we

Magnus Hirschfeld

have noted, the SHC was dedi-
cated to two goals: 1) to carry
on Ulrichs philosophy and
works and 2) to work for the
legitimization of homosex
uality by the German public
via the repeal of Paragraph
175, the German law which
criminalized homosexual
conduct (Steakley:23f). Ho-
mosexualist historian Richard
Plant writes,

It would be hard to overestimate Hirschfeld’s impor
tance...Hebecametheleader of sev eral psy chologi cal and
medical organizations, the founder of a unique institute
for sexual research...He aso founded the ‘Y earbook for
Inter sex ual Vari ants,” which heedited until 1923 (Plant:
28-29).
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Hirschfeldwasorigi nally committedto Ulrichs' “third
sex” theory but he later abandoned this idea. Still,
Hirschfeld remained true to many of the rest of Ulrichs
theories, building uponthem throughthework of theSci en
tific-Humanitarian Committee, whose efforts he directed
towardthepoliti cal goal of decriminalizinghomosexuality.
Hirschfeld coined the term “transvestite,” which has be-
come the accepted label for both men and women who
compul sively costumethem sel vesasmem bersof theop po-
site sex (J. Katz:210).

The SHC cir culated peti tionsamong Ger manintel lec
tuals and politicians call ingfor theaboli tion of Paragraph
175. DuetoHirschfeld’ sgroundwork increat ing aposi tive
publicimage, thesepeti tioning ef fortsmet withincreasing
success. Butfor all theap pear anceof dignity and sci entific
impartia ity whichitdisplayedto Ger mansoci ety, theSHC
of fered afar dif fer ent per spectivetothosewho saw it from
within. Hans Blueher, whose contribution to the German
homosexual movement is chronicled later in this study,
oncevisited Hirschfeld at the SHC. The meet ing was pre-
cipitated by Hirschfeld's offer to write the foreword to
Blueher's book describing homosexuality in the
Wandervoegel. Blueher writes,

| was led into the study of the “Wise Man of Berlin” (as
he was called)...Sitting on a silk-covered fauteuil, legs
under himlikeaTurk, wasanindi vid ual withbloated lips
and cunning, dimly coveting eyes who offered me a
fleshy hand and introduced himself as Dr. Hirsch-
feld...[Later inameet ing of the SHC] thefirst to greet me
was a cor po ral with adeep bassvoice; hewas, how ever,
wearing women's clothes... “A so-called transvestite!”
com mented Dr. Hirsch feld, whose nick namewas*“ Aunt
Magnesia,” and introduced us...Then a most beautiful
youth appeared..."A hermaphrodite!"” said Hirschfdd.
“Why don’t you come to me during my of fice hoursto-
mor row, you can see him naked then”...Anolder gentle-
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man in his sixties...recited a poem...to a six teenyear old
youth, full of yearning...I turned to Lau rent, who wasthe
only kindred spirit in this pack of lemurs, “Tell me, ha-
ven't you hoticed that we' reinadown right brothel here?”

(Blueher in Mills:160f).

Blueher’ sdisgust withHirschfeld and the SHC wasrep-
resentative of the attitude of the masculine homosexual
camp. But at this stage of the conflict, the “Fems’ were
fully in control and en joyed what sup port therewasin Ger-
mansoci ety forthehomosex ual politi cal cause. TheSHC's
“scientific” focus lent an air of legitimacy to its political
goals that the masculine group could not achieve. Yet it
was a strategy that would ultimately backfire on the
“Fems.” Soci ol ogist David Greenbergwritesthat Ulrichs
third-sex theory “wasacontrover sia strat egy among Ger-
man ho mo sex ual activ ists; thoseinthe anti-feminist wing
of themovement viewed malehomosex ual ity asanex pres
son of mae superiority and considered the
Ulrichs-Hirschfeldpositioninsulting” (Greenberg: 410).

Hopingtousethear gument thathomosexual ity iscon
geni tal tojustifyitsdecriminal ization, Hirschfeldtried des
perately to legitimize his “third-sex” theory and
homosexuality generally (ibid.:410). He formed the Sex
ResearchInsti tuteof Berlin, which opened itsdoors on July
1, 1919. It's pur posewasin parttoprovidelegal services
for menar restedfor vi olating Paragraph 175but alsotole
giti mizetheview of homosexual ity asamedi cal condi tion
(Bianco:64). In that same year, Hirschfeld produced the
first pro-homosexual film*“ Andersalsdie Andern’ (Dif fer-
ent from the Others) in which he ap peared briefly (ibid.).

TheSex ResearchInsti tute, housedinaBerlinmansion
purchased by Hirschfeld, assimilated the SHC's massive
collection of books, photographs and medical documents
and be gan acam paignto makeit self “re spect able” in Ger-
mansoci ety. AccordingtoPlant, “ attending phy s ciansof-
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fered various kinds of sexual counseling...treated people
forvenereal diseases...[andgave] adviceonabor tionproce
dures.” Thefact that many Nazi lead ersweretreated at the
Sex Researchlnsti tuteledthel nsti tute’ sAssistant Di rector,
LudwigL. Lenz, toconcludethatitsdestruction by theNa
zisin 1933 was for the purpose of destroyingevidence of
Nazi per ver sions(seeabove).

For many years the Scientific-Humanitarian Commit-
teewasthelargestandmostinfluential homosex ual or gani-
zation in the German “gay rights” movement. In 1914, it
had onethou sand mem bers(Steakley:60). But homo sex u-
al ity in Ger many wasmuch more prev alent than the size of
the membership of the SHC would suggest. Not surpris
ingly, one of the early goals of the SHC wasto find out how
many homosexuals there were in the German population.
In what may have been the world’ sfirst sur vey of itskind,
theSHC distributed 6611 question nairestoBerlinstudents
and factory workersin 1903. The results were published
the following year in the Jahrbuch (“Yearbook”) and
showedthat 2.2% of the Ger man malepop ulationadmit ted
tobeinghomosexual (ibid.:33).

The New Hel lenes

At the same time that Ulrichs and Hirschfeld were
promulgating their theories of male homosexuality as an
ex pressionof femi ninity, ari val group of homosexuaswas
reachingintoantiquity foritsown“masculine”’ phi losophy.
As homosexua scholar Hubert Kennedy writes in
Man/Boy LoveintheWritingsof Karl Heinrich Ul richs:

Happily, some boy- loverswere al ready speak ing outin
opposi tiontoHirschfeldinBerlinat thebeginningof this
century...[Der Gemeinschaft] Der Ei gene, mostly bi sex-
ua and/or boy-lovers, op posed the “third sex” view of
homosexual ity. Seeingthe*loveof friends” asamascu-
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Hellenism-inspired statue in the House of Ger man Artis part of a tour
of Berlin given to Mus so lini by Adolf Hit ler in 1937.
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line virtue, they urged a re birth of the Greek ideal (Ken-
nedy:17f).

This“Greek ideal” was a cul ture of pederastic male su-
premacy. Male homosexuality, especially between men
and boys, wasconsid ered avir tuein Hel lenic (Greek) so ci-
ety. Insev eral of hisDialogues, Plato servesasan apol o-
gistfor peder asty, and ap par ently con sid ered man/boy sex
to be superior to heterosexual relations. As author Eva
Cantarella notes in Bisexuality in the Ancient World,
“Plato makes clear in the Symposium that it was perfectly
accept abletocourtalad, andad mi rabletowinhim...Ped er-
asty did not lurk in the shad ows of Greek life, it wasout in
the open” (Greenberg: 148, 151). Cantarellare viewsthelit-
er atureof theperiod, including Plato’ swritings. Shewrites
that Plato developed a theory “of the ex istenceof two dif-
fer ent typesof love: thelovein spired by the heav enly Aph-
rodite, and the love inspired by the common Aphrodite.”
Only “pederastic court ship,” notes Cantarella, reflected the
“heavenly” form of love (Cantarella:59). In his Sympo-
sium, Plato ex poundsthistheory:

[Ho mo sex ual] boysand ladsarethe best of their gen era-
tion, be cause they are the most manly. Some peo ple say
they are shameless, but they arewrong. It isnot shame-
lessnesswhichinspirestheir behav ior, but highspiritand
man li nessand vi ril ity, whichleadsthemtowel comethe
soci ety of their ownkind. A strik ing proof of thisisthat
such boys alone, when they reach maturity engage in
publi clife. Whenthey grow to be men, they becomelov-
ersof boys, andit requiresthecom pul sionof convention
toover cometheir natural disincli nationtomar riageand
procreation; they are quite content to live with one an-
other unwed (ibid.:60).

Cantarellawritesthat “[t|hegen der which at tracted and
tempted Soc rateswasthe male sex” aswell. She citesan-
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other of Plato’s dialogues in which Socrates fals in love
with Cydias, aschool boy, proclaiming “[I] caught fire, and
could possessmy self nolonger” (ibid.:56ff).

Vol tairemay have had both of these men in mind when
he once remarked of the propensity of classical philoso
phers, “Once, a philosopher, twice, a sodomite!” (Grant,
1993:28). To be fair, however, the characterizations of
Plato and Socratesaspeder asts ishotly contested by many
histori ans.

Inthe defense of the phi los o phersit must be noted that
Plato, whosewritingsprovideour only evi dencefor spec u-
lat ingonthelifeof e ther man, wrotemostly indi alogue. It
isthusdif fi cult to know to what ex tent he agreed with the
ideas expressed by his characters. It should also be noted
herethat inislast work, the Laws, Plato as serted the value
of the family and the moral wrongness of homosexuality
(Laws: 841A-841D). Still, based onthefact that ho mo sex-
ual ped er asty waswidely practiced and ac ceptedin Greece
and that Plato based TheRepublic(hisvi sion of “uto pian”
soci ety -- ad dressed later in thisbook) upon theSpar tan ho-
mosexual mil i tary cult, theau thorsbelievethat in hisear-
lier life Plato was at least an apologist for pederasty and
may indeed havepracticedthisper ver sionhimself.

What remains most relevant to this study (and is con-
firmed by Plato) is that the Greek military establishment
enthusiastically embraced homosexuality. Here we find
the model for the new Hel lenes -- an ultramasculine, male
supremacist, homoerotic warrior cult. The armies of
Thebes, Sparta and Crete were each ex am plesof thisphe-
nomenon (as are the modern Islamist terror groups).
Cantarella notes that the ancient historian, Plutarch of
Chaeronea(50-120 A.D.) wroteof “thesacred bat tal ion” of
Thebans made up of 150 male homosexua pairs
(Cantarella:72), and of theleg end ary Spar tan army, which
inducted all twelve-year-old boys into military service
wherethey were* entrusted tolov erscho sen among the best
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men of adult age.” Plu-
tarch also reports of a
Cretan military induc
tionrit ual in which boys
wereabducted and sex u-
aly endaved for a pe-
riod of two months by
adult pederasts before
receiving their “military
kit” (ibid.:7). This last
perversion undoubtedly
inspired or was inspired
by the Greek myth of
Ganymede. Author Ja-
son Berry sheds some

light on this apparent
derivation: Rembrandt's Rape of Ganymedede-
picts the pederasty of Zeus (in the
form of an ea gle).

Certain gods practiced

man-boy love as did the bi- sexual malear istoc racy; the
armies of Thebes and Sparta were charged with homo
sexual ity asafireof themale power drive. Pagansinthe
late [Roman] Empire adulated gods like Zeus, who ab-
ducted and raped Ganymede — a living myth that one
philosopher denounced for influencingthose men who
ran “marketplaces of immorality and...infamous resorts
for the young for every kind of corrupt pleasure’
(Berry:200f).

It is possible that the term “gay” is derived from this
mythi cal Greek fig ure, Gany mede, cup- bearer of thegods,
who ex empli fied the con cept of man/boy sex tothemascu-
line homosexuals. The British term “catamite,” meaning
thesubmissivepart nerinamalehomosex ual relationship,
isderived fromthe Ro man ver sion of Gany mede, Catami-
tus. Theterms*“gay” and“lesbian” (thelat ter derived from
the name of the Isle of Lesbos in Greece) eventually re-
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Nazi parade fea tures Greek theme.

placed the termsUrning and Dailing as the names of choice
forhomosexuals.

Inancient Greece, asinthemasculineho mo sex ual fac
tionin Ger many, only themascu lineform of ho mo sexu al-
ity was esteemed and all things feminine were despised.
Theformof homosexual ity whichdomi nated Greek cul ture
wasul tramasculineand mili taristic. It canbeassumed that
women, aswell asmenwhoidenti fied withwom anly traits
andthinking, wereconsiderednaturally inferior totheelite
peder asts. Cantar ellawritesthat Plato, inTimaues, went so
far as to theorize that women were the reincarnations of
men who had “lived badly” in a previous life
(Cantarella:58).

As we will see, the revival of Hellenic paganism be-
cameafundamental aspect of theNazi identity. InNation
alism and Sexuality, historian George L. Mosse notes its
signifi cance: “ TheGreek youth, anim por tant national sym:
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bol in the past, reigned supreme during the Third Reich.

Hitler’s own taste was influenced by the neo-classical re-
vival...[which often included] pictures of nude youth...not
unlike those of boys bathing” (Mosse:172). But the Nazis
adopted more than just symbolism from the “boy-lovers’

whoreassertedtheGreek ideal; their ideasand phi loso phies
areindeli bly stamped onthe Nazi regime.

The influence of the Greek ho mo sexuasonNazi cul-
ture is perhaps explained best by contemporary German
psychoanalyst, Wilhelm Reich in his 1933 classic, The
Mass Psy chol ogy of Fascism:

Among the ancient Greeks, whose written history does
not beginuntil patri ar chy hasreachedastateof full devel-
op ment, wefindthefol lowingsex ual or gani zation: male
supremacy...and along with thisthewiveslead ing an en-
slaved andwretched ex istenceandfiguringsolely ashirth
machines. Themalesu prem acy of thePlatonic eraisen-
tirely homosex ual... Thesameprinci plegov ernsthefas
cist ideol ogy of themale strataof Nazi lead ers (Bluher,
Roehm, etc.). For the fascists,therefore, the return of
natural sexual ity isviewed asasign of decadence, lacivi-
ousness, lechery, and sex ual filth...thefascists...af firm
themost severeformof patri ar chy andactually reacti vate
thesex ua lifeof thePlatoniceraintheir famil ial form of
living...Rosenberg and Bluher [the leading Nazi ideolo
gists] rec og nizethe state solely asamale state or ganized
onahomosex ual basis(Reich:; 91ff).

The Clash of Cultures

A key toun der stand ing the cause of the Ger man so cial
collapse, which culminated in the atrocities of the Third
Reich, isfound inthe conflict of Hel lenic and He brew (Ju-
deo-Christian) valuesystems. Thiswar of phi loso phies, as
oldasWest erncivi li zationit self, pitsthehomoeroti cismof
the Greeks against the marriage-and-family-centered het-
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ero sexu a ity of the Jews. Johansson and Percy write of this
conflictfromthehomosexual ist per spective:

Whilethe Greekscul ti vated paider asteiaasafun damen
tal insti tutionof malesoci ety and at tributeof godsand he
ros, intwo centuries, under Per sianrule (538-332B.C.),
Bibli cal Judaismcametoreject and penal izemalehomo
sexuality in al forms. Jewish rdigious consciousness
deeplyinter nal izedthistaboo, whichbecameadistinctive
featureof Judaicsex ual moral ity, settingthewor shippers
of the god of Israel apart from the gentiles whose idols
they de spised. Thisdi ver gence set the stage for the con-
frontation between Judaism and Hellenism (Johansson
andPercy:34).

Inimplyingthattherejectionof homosexual ity by
the Jews beganinthistimeperi od, Johanssonand Percy ig-
noretheBibli cal rec ord, but they are cor rect that the Jews'
opposition to homosexuality was a central factor in their
hostil ity tothe Greeks. They continue (somewhat bitterly),
describingthecontextinwhichthefirst clash of thesevalue
systemsoccurred:

At the heart of the“sod omy delusion” liesthe Judaic re-
jection of Hel lenism and paider asteia,one of the distinc
tive features of the culture brought by the Greek
conquerorsof AsiaMinor. Itisafundamental ,ineluctable
clash of val ueswithinwhat wasdestined to be come West
erncivi li zation. Only intheMac cabean eradidtheop po-
sitiontoHel leni zationand every thingHel leniclead tothe
intense, virtually paranoid hatred and condemnation of

malehomosexual ity, ahatredthat Judaismbequeathedto
the nascentChristian church (ibid.:36).

In his article “Homosexuality and the Maccabean Re-
volt,” Catholic scholar Patrick G. D. Riley aso identifies
homosexuality as the focal point of conflict between the
Jews and the Greeks. The Greek King, Antiochus, had or-
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dered that all the nations of hisem pire be“welded... into a
single people” (Riley:14). This created a crisis for the
Jews, forcingthemto choosebetweenfaithful nesstoBibli-
cal command ments(at therisk of mar tyr dom) and par tici-
pation in a range of desecrations from “the sacrificing of
pigs and the worshiping of idols, to ‘leaving their sons
uncircumsized, and prostitutingthemselves to all kinds of
impurity andabomi nation’ (1 Macc. 1:49-51)" (ibid.:14).

The Greeks also built one of their gymnasiainJerusa
lem, which* at tracted theno blest young men of Isradl...sub-
duing them un der the petaso” (emphasis ours -- 2 Macc.
4:12). Inthetradi tional Latin translation the above phrase
isren dered “to put in broth els” (Riley:15). Thegymnasia
werenotori ousthrough out thean cientworldfor their asso-
ci ationwithhomo sex ual practices. Infact, Flacelierecon
cludesfrom Plutarch’ swrit ingsthat from the be gin ning of
itsac ceptancein Greece, “thedevel op ment of homo sex -
al ity wasconnectedtotheriseof gymnasia...[whichusually
contained] not only a statue or Hermes, but also one of
Eros’ (Flaceliere:65).

Thetensionswhich led tothe Jew ishrevolt wereex ac-
er bated whentheJew ishhighpriest,aHel lenisthimself, of-
fered asacri ficeto Heracles (Her cules), who wasa Greek
symbol of homosexual ity. Riley adds,“ TheJewishtemple
it self be camethe scene of pagan sacri fi cial mealsand sex-
ual orgies[includinghomosexuality].” Thefinal insult(for
which Antiochusisidenti fied inthe Bi bleasthear chetype
of theantichrist) “wasthein stal lationinthetem pleof apa
gansymbol, possi bly arepresentationofZeus| Baal], called
by a sardonic pun ‘the abomination of desolation’”
(Riley.:16).

In the ensuing religious revolt, the
Maccabees “preserved what would become the moral
charter of Christendom, just asindefending mar riagethey
saved what would be the very material of itsconstruction,
namely, thefamily” (ibid.:17). Y et, though they pre served
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the Judeo-Christian sexual ethic, the Maccabees did not
van quish Greek phi loso phy asari val social force. Of the
two irreconcil ablebelief systems, theJudeo-Christianone
wouldprevail, al low ingthedevel op ment of what weknow
today asWest erncul ture; yet Hel lenismsur vived.

Adolf Brand and the “Community of the Elite”

Oneof theear |i estleadersof themasculinehomosex ual
counter-movement in Germany, himself a Hellenist, was
Adolf Brand. In 1896, one year bef oreMag nusHirschfeld
formed the Scientific-Humanitarian Committee, young
Adolf Brandbeganpublishingtheworld’ sfirsthomosex ual
serial  publication,
Der Eigene (“The
Elite’). [The word
Eigene, eye-gen-
eh, can be roughly
trandated *“queer,”
which may shed
some light on the
derivation of this
term in English, but
we have chosen the
tranglation used
most of ten by histo-
r ansbecauseit em-
phasizes the dlitist
philosophy of Der
Eigene'sauthors.]

Besides being
militantly pro-
homosexual, Der

: _ Eigene was racist,
Cover of Der Eigene magazine. nationalistic and
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anti- Semitic. Mossewrites,

The use of racism to gain respectability was a constant
theme of thefirst homo sex ual jour nal in Ger many, Der
Eigene...Even before the paper published a supplement
called Rasse und schon heit (Race and Beauty) in 1926,
Ger manic themes had in formed much of itsfic tion, as
well as images of naked boys and young men photo
graphed against a background of Germanic nature. One
poem, writ ten byBrandhimself andenti tled, “ The Super-
man,” praised manliness, condemned femininity, and
toyedwith anti-Semitism, apparently be cause of the po-
et’'s quarrel with Magnus Hirschfeld, ari val for lead er-
ship of theho mo sex ual rightsmovement (M osse:42).

Brand's stated market for Der Eigene was men who
“thirst for arevival of Greek timesand Hel lenic stan dards
of beauty af ter centuriesof Christianbar barism” (Brand in
Oosterhuisand Ken nedy:3).

In 1903 Brand was briefly jailed as a child pornogra
pher for publishing picturesof nudeboysinthemagazine,
but neverthelessDer Eigene remained in publicationuntil
1931, peaking at over 150,000 subscriptions during the
years of theWeimar Re pub lic[1919-1933] (Mosse:42). In
additiontoDer Eigene, Brandpublishedasatiri cal jour nal
Die Tante(" The Fairy” or “The Auntie”) which of tenrid i-
culed Hirschfeld and his assistants (Oosterhuis and Ken-
nedy:6).

On May 1, 1902, Brand and two pederasts,
Wilhelm Jansen and Benedict Friedlander, formed the
Gemeinschaft der Eigenen (“Com mu nity of the Elite”). Its
leadingtheorist wasFriedlander (1866-1908), author of Re-
naissance des Eros Uranios (“Renaissance of Uranian
Erotica’),al904 publi cationwhichfeaturedapictureof a
Greek youth on the cover. Friedlander wrote that the Com-
mu nity wanted to carry out thegoalsof thelesbianandrad i-
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Title page and cover picture from
Benedict Friedlander's Renais-
sance of Uranian Erotica, 1904.
The sub-title reads: “Physiological
friendship, a normal fundamental
drive of men, and a question of
male freedom ofassociationinnat
ural science, natural rights, cul-
tural-history and moral criti cism.
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cal feminist Dr. Helene Stocker who wanted German
soci ety torevert topaganval ues. Friedlander writes,

The posi tivegoal...istherevival of Hel lenicchivalry and
itsrecogni tionby soci ety. By chi val riclovewemeanin
particular close friendships between youths and even
morepar ticularly thebondsbetween men of unequal ages
(B. Fried lander:259).

Accordingto James Steak ley inTheHomo sex ual Emanci
pation Movementin Ger many:

The Community looked to ancient Greece and Ren-
aissance Italy as modd civilizations and argued that
Christian asceticism was responsible for the demise of
homosex ual relations. Friedlander, whowasmar ried, ad-
vocated pedophile relations combined with family life
and Brand contrasted hisjour nal withHirschfeld' sJahr-
buch by saying he
wanted to show “more | Buy a print copy of this
of the Hellenic side of |book, in clud ing pho tos and
things’ (Steak ley:43). graph ics, at the book-

store,
www.abidingtruth.com/pfr

c/showproducts.php.

Steakley goes on to
show how the Commu
nity supported the work
of Elisar von Kupffer, a
“Butch” homosexua and
an advocate of “Greek
love,” who strongly at-
tacked the Scientific-
Humanitarian Commit-
tee as pseudo-scientific
(Steak ley:46).

In Homosexual ity and MaleBondingin Pre- Nazi Ger
many , Ooster huisand Ken nedy writethat “ Kuppfer stated
inalet ter of 25 De cem ber 1925 to Brand that theword ‘ h-




