
Chap ter Five

THE PERSECUTION OF HOMOSEXUALS

Ho mo sexu al ist re vi sion ists as sert that Hit ler’s as cen -
sion to the Chan cel lor ship marked the be gin ning of a
homo sex ual Holo caust in Ger many.  For ex am ple, as early
as 1978, ho mo sex ual po liti cal ac tiv ists claimed that
“[m]any thou sands and hun dreds of thou sands [of ho mo -
sexu als] were...im pris oned in con cen tra tion camps where
they died” (ONE Let ter, May, 1978).  Over the years the
story has as sumed ever more fan tas tic pro por tions.  In 1986
Plant wrote, “Af ter years of frus tra tion...Hit ler’s storm
troop ers now had the op por tu nity to smash their ene mies:
the lame, the mute, the fee ble minded, the epi lep tic, the
homo sex ual, the Jew, the Gypsy, the Com mu nist.  These
were the scape goats sin gled out for per se cu tion.  These
were the ‘co ntr age nics’ who were to be ruth lessly elimi -
nated to en sure the pu rity of the ‘A ryan race.’” (Plant:51).
Rec tor writes, “Hit ler’s ho mo pho bia did not sur face un til
1933-1934, when gays had come to af fect ad versely his
New Order de signs -- out of which grew the sim ple so lu tion 
of mur der ing them en masse” (Rec tor:24).
 Un sup ported as ser tions such as these have al lowed the
the ory of a “Gay Holo caust” (in which ho mo sexu als are
por trayed along side the Jews as vic tims of a cam paign of
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ex ter mi na tion) to gain
cur rency in the United
States. The evi dence
does not sup port this
the ory.  Un for tu nately,
the por trayal of ho mo -
sexu als as Nazi vic tims
has as sumed a kind of
“un touch able” status
among sup port ers of
“gay rights,” proba bly
be cause the suc cess of
the move ment depends
so heav ily on pub li c
sym pa thy.  Thus, to day
we see ac tive sup pres -
sion of in for ma tion
link ing ho mo sexu als to
the Na zis and mis rep re -

sen ta tion of ho mo sexu als’ ex pe ri ence in the Third Reich. 
A few “gay” aca dem ics are more forth right.  For ex am ple,
ho mo sexu al ist scholar Man fred Her zer ad mits:

As far as the scope of ho mo sex ual men’s sup port of the
Na zis is con cerned, we face a self- imposed void in our
knowl edge that has taken on the di men sions of an ideo -
logi cally mo ti vated ta boo. Within gay his to ri og ra phy,
even such a re pug nant fig ure as the Nazi leader Ernst
Roehm has re peat edly been con signed to the role of vic -
tim, first of left ist and then of Nazi “ho mo pho bia,” for
only by do ing so has it been pos si ble to per petu ate a
slanted ac count of his tory that per sis tently por trays ho mo -
sexu als as per se cuted mar tyrs and pas sive vic tims
(Herzer:199).

 Ho mo sexu al ists Jo hans son and Percy pro mote the use
of “out ing” (ex pos ing pub li c fig ures, past and pres ent as
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“gay”) to in flu ence pub li c opin ion about ho mo sexu al ity
and the “gay” agenda.  They ad vise that “[a]ctiv ists should
clearly not out a no to ri ous crimi nal or mass mur derer as
they would a famed medi cal mis sion ary or cele brated
inven tor” (Jo hans son and Percy:284).  They ac knowl edge
that “[a]polo gists gen er ally pre fer to deny that ho mo sexu al -
ity was wide spread among Nazi lead ers af ter the purge of
Roehm and his as so ci ates....[al though Ital ian “gay” ac tiv -
ist] Mas simo Con soli has re versed this ten dency by dwell -
ing at length on the ho mo sexu al ity of the early fol low ers of
the NSDAP (Na tional So cial ist Party).  (Con soli is, how -
ever, a lead ing pro po nent of the “Gay Holo caust” pub li c
rela tions ploy -- Grau:5).

 Then we have the prob lem of sim ple er ror in claims
such as that made by ho mo sexu al ist Clau dia Schopp mann. 
She has claimed that Ger man “gay rights” leader Mar tin
Radszu weit was mur dered in a con cen tra tion camp
(Herzer:226).  Her zer states authori ta tively that  Radszu -
weit did not die in a con cen tra tion camp: “...he died in the
1980s in his house in Berlin- Kopenick” (ibid.:226).  

 The Har vard Gay and Les bian Re view (Sum mer 1995)
con tains an ad mi ra bly can did re view of the book  Hid den
Holo caust? by Gun ter Grau (in which Schopp mann was a
mi nor con tribu tor):  

Grau and Schopp man con clude that there was no “holo -
caust” of gays — hence the ques tion mark in the book’s
title.  This as sess ment is based on the wide range of con -
tem po rary docu ments...Grau dis counts the cur rent wild
es ti mates of the number of gays killed by the Na zis, sug -
gest ing a fig ure closer to 5,000...How, then are we to read 
the widely quoted in cen di ary state ments by Na zis like SS
leader Himm ler, who con sis tently called for the ‘erad ic -
ation’ of ho mo sexu als?...Much of this rheto ric, Grau
says, was propa ganda meant for pub li c con sump tion...
Gays were never the sub ject of po groms, and never faced
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the dan ger that the
Jews did in Ger many
and oc cu pied Europe. 

Dr. Ju dith Reisman, in
“The Pink Swas tika
and Ho lo caust Re vi -
sion ist His tory,” wrote
this com par i son of the
fate of the two groups
un der the Na zis:

Were ho mo sexu als
treated like Jews, 2-3
mil lion out of 2-3 mil -
lion Ger man ho mo -
sexu als should have
lost their busi nesses,
their jobs, their prop -
erty, their pos ses sions 
and most would have
lost their lives.  Ho -

mo sexu als would have been forced to wear pink tri an gles
on their cloth ing in the streets, they would have had their
pass ports stamped with an “H,” been barred from travel,
work, shop ping, pub li c ap pear ances with out their arm -
bands, and we would have thou sands of pic tures of pink
tri an gle graf fiti say ing “kill the fag gots,” and the like.  If
Ger man ho mo sexu als were not Na zis, these 2-3 mil lion
men would have been home less, walled in ghet tos,
worked as a mass la bor pool, then gassed and their abuse
re corded in graphic de tail, as were the mil lions of Jews.
And, if Germany’s sev eral mil lion “gays” were not Nazi
vic tims, they were Nazi sol diers, col labo ra tors or mur der -
ers (Reis man:Cul ture Wars , April 1996).

180                    The Persecution of Homosexuals

The suc cess of the “Gay Ho lo caust”
myth has en cour aged ho mo sex ual po -
lit i cal ac tiv ists to equate op po si tion to
their agenda with Na zism. This March,
2000 cover of Outworld uses Nazi im -
ag ery to malign a pro-marriage bal lot
mea sure in California.



The fact is that rel a tively few ho mo sex u als died in con -
cen tra tions camps. They were never mur dered “en masse”
or “ruth lessly elim i nated” by the Na zis. Yet many ho mo -
sex u als were jailed and some did die in Nazi work camps. 
(Of course, those who were jailed were males; there was
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never a sys tem atic pros e cu tion of les bi ans -- Grau:15).
What is the truth about Nazi per se cu tion of ho mo sex u als?

There are sev eral in ci dents in Nazi his tory which are
most of ten cited as ev i dence of their per se cu tion of ho mo -
sex u als.  This list in cludes (1) the sack ing of the Sex Re -
search In sti tute of Berlin, (2) a se ries of in creas ingly harsh
pub lic pro nounce ments and pol i cies against ho mo sex u al ity 
by Hit ler and Himmler, (3) the Roehm Purge (also known
as “The Night of the Long Knives”), and (4) the in tern ment
of ho mo sex u als in work camps.  We will look at each of
these is sues in turn.  

The Path of the Para noid

One over arch ing fac tor must be kept in mind as we ex -
am ine the his tory of Nazi per se cu tion of ho mo sex u als: the
para noia of Adolf Hit ler.  Hit ler was deathly afraid that his
own ho mo sex u al ity would be ex posed to the Ger man peo -
ple, un do ing all that he had worked for in his as cen sion to
power. In deed, Lothar Machtan ar gues con vinc ingly that
the en tire Nazi cam paign against ho mo sex u al ity, from the
ini tial anti-sodomy pol i cies to the Roehm purge to the in -
tern ment of ho mo sex u als in the camps, was or ches trated to
pre vent the truth about Hit ler from com ing out. Machtan
writes

Hit ler’s de ter mi na tion to de stroy any thing that might have 
pro vided an in sight into his pri vate life is well doc u -
mented. He got rid of any thing he could, and his arm was
long, even be fore 1933. Those privy to his se crets were
bribed, sworn to se crecy, black mailed or killed....Hit -
ler’s...ho mo sex u al ity...was the se cret from his past that
threat ened at any time to rear its head as he rose po lit i -
cally....and he de fended that se cret by all avail able means
(Machtan:20f).
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One of Hit ler’s great est prob lems was black mail. 
Black mail of ho mo sex u als by es tranged part ners and pros -
ti tutes was a sim ple fact of life in Ger many.
“[H]omosexuals were par tic u larly vul ner a ble to black mail -
ers, known as
Chanteure on the ho -
mo sex ual scene,” write
Bur leigh and
Wippermann.  “Black -
mail, and the threat of
pub lic ex po sure, re -
sulted in fre quent sui -
cides or sui cide
at tempts” (Bur leigh
and Wipperman:184). 

Po lice Com mis -
sioner Hans von
Tresckow, who served
in Berlin dur ing the
years that Hit ler was on 
the streets in Mu nich
and Vi enna, wrote the
fol low ing in his mem -
oirs: 

One of the worst fea tures of homosexualism is that it
gives rise to an enor mous amount of male pros ti tu tion.
Many per sons who are per fectly nor mal find it a lu cra tive
though dis grace ful trade. In Berlin there are many cen ters 
where homosexualists make the ac quain tances of ac com -
pli ces who will serve their re quire ments. And there are
many cafés and tav erns which are fre quented al most ex -
clu sively by such peo ple. The po lice are pow er less to put
down this prac tice, be cause they re quire le gal au tho ri za -
tion to in ter fere. My ex pe ri ence is that male pros ti tu tion
has been steadily in creas ing for some de cades past and
cases of black mail are be com ing more nu mer ous ac cord -
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ingly; for a per son who goes in for this pro fes sion is al -
most al ways a black mailer. (Treschow in Lively:18).

For Hit ler, the list of black mail ers in cluded nu mer ous
po lit i cal op por tun ists.  Igra re ports that Hein rich Hoffman,
the of fi cial Nazi pho tog ra pher, gained his po si tion by us ing
in for ma tion about Hit ler’s per verse abuse of his
(Hoffman’s) daugh ter, Henny, to black mail the fu ture
Fuehrer (Igra:74).  (Henny Hoffman was later mar ried off
to re puted ho mo sex ual Baldur von Schirach, prob a bly to
quell ru mors about his ex ploits with Hit ler Youth boys).
Heiden re lates an other story in which Hit ler bought an en -
tire col lec tion of rare po lit i cal writ ings to re gain pos ses sion
of a let ter to his niece in which he openly re vealed his “mas -
och istic-coprophil in cli na tions” (Heiden, 1944:385).  

Even more dan ger ous than the po lit i cal op por tun ists
were the po lit i cal en e mies who could not be bought off. As
early as 1923, Hit ler’s en e mies were re ly ing on their proof
of his per ver sion to se cure an ad van tage, even if that ad van -
tage were only their own self-preservation. Eugen Dollman
re corded his ex pe ri ence at a din ner meet ing with Gen eral
Otto von Lossow at the Ba var ian war min is try.

Since No vem ber 9 [said Lossow], Hit ler and his sup port -
ers have been well aware that any at tempt on my life or
those of my of fi cers would cause a Eu ro pean scan dal. I
have some good friends in this world, and Adolf would
lose that game just as he did on No vem ber 9 [date of the
failed “Beerhall Putsch”]....The gen eral pro duced from a
desk drawer a po lice file con tain ing se cret re ports and de -
po si tions about the pri vate life of Herr Adolf Hit ler dat ing
from the time that he again turned up af ter the war -- all
from the vice squad or po lice head quar ters on
Ettstrasse....What a dan ger ous weapon Otto von Lossow
had forged dur ing the years when he was at the height of
his au thor ity in Mu nich (Machtan:135). 
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Lossow would in fact sur vive un scathed un til his death
in 1938, de spite “Hit ler’s well-documented ha tred of the
‘trai tor Lossow’” (ibid.:137).

Oth ers with out ben e fit of hid den doc u men ta tion of Hit -
ler’s sex ual sins did not fare as well, even those with whom
he had been in ti mate.  Sklar writes that “Hit ler at tempted to
bury all his ear lier in flu ences and his or i gins, and he spent a
great deal of en ergy hid ing them...[In this cam paign to
erase his past] Hit ler or dered the mur der of Reinhold
Hanish, a friend who had shared his down and out days in
Vi enna” (Sklar:21). Hit ler was en raged that Hanish had
col lab o rated with Konrad Heiden, the Hit ler bi og ra pher
who had aired the Na zis dirty linen (Machtan:52). 

Un til Hit ler and his crew fi nally gained power in Ger -
many, their methods for deal ing with those privy to Nazi se -
crets were lim ited in form and scope. Af ter wards, how ever,
there were more and better ways to solve these kinds of
prob lems and to pun ish their en e mies at the same time.

The Sack ing of the Sex Re search In sti tute

The Na zis’ hunt for in crimi nat ing ev i dence was ob vi -
ous in the attack on Mag nus Hirsch feld’s Sex Re search In -
sti tute on May 6th, 1933.  As noted pre vi ously, the Sex
Re search Insti tute of Ber lin had been founded by Hirsch -
feld in 1919 as a cen ter for the “study” of ho mo sexu al ity
and other sex ual dys func tions.  For all in tents and pur poses, 
it served as the head quar ters for the ef femi nate branch of
the Ger man “gay rights” move ment.  For this rea son alone,
the “Butch” homo sexu als of the Nazi Party might have de -
stroyed the Insti tute.  In deed, through out the pre ced ing
years the Na zis had in creas ingly har assed Hirschfeld per -
son ally.  

Vic tor Rob in son, edi tor of an au to bio graph i cal sketch
by Hirsch feld, wrote in 1936 that “[a]lthough the Na zis
them selves de rived great profit from Hirsch feld’s theo ries
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(and called on him per son ally for help) they con tin ued his
persecu tion re lent lessly; they ter ror ized his meet ings and
closed his lec ture halls, so that for the safety of his audi -
ences and him self, Hirsch feld was no longer able to make
pub li c ap pear ances (Hae berle:368). Ho mo sexu al ist James
Steak ley ac knowl edges the “Butch/Fem” as pect of the in ci -
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dent, say ing that some Ger man ho mo sexu als “could con -
ceiva bly have ap proved of the meas ure, par ticu larly if they
were Nazi sym pa thiz ers or male su prema cists”
(Steakley:105).

Ig no rance of the “Butch/Fem” con flict in the German
“gay” sub cul ture left many con tem po rary writ ers puz zled
as to why the Na zis would at tack Hirsch feld. An obitu ary
for Hirsch feld writ ten in 1934 ex em pli fies this con fu sion: 

There is a darker and more sav age irony in the fact that
the Na zis should have treated him as an arch en emy; for
the Nazi ranks are no to ri ously hon ey combed with all
degrees of ho mo sexu al ity, and Hirsch feld is in dis puta bly
the man to whom it is mainly due that the right of these 2
per cent of sex ual ab nor mals in the masses of the
European popu la tions to ex ist and to func tion on their
own lines is now a mat ter for pub li c dis cus sion and pub li c 
agi ta tion (Her zer:221).

The at tack against the In sti tute, how ever, was not mo ti -
vated solely by the Nazi en mity against ef femi nate ho mo -
sexu als.  It was also an at tempt to cover up the truth about
ram pant ho mo sexu al ity and other per ver sions in the Nazi
Party.  Hit ler also knew that Hirsch feld’s fa cil ity had ex ten -
sive rec ords that could be dam ag ing to him self and his in ner 
cir cle.  This was the rea son for the raid, ac cord ing to Lud -
wig L. Lenz, the as sis tant di rec tor of the Sex Re search In -
sti tute, who was in charge on the day of the raid.  His
descrip tion of the situa tion, part of which was quoted
previously, is given here at greater length.

[O]ur In sti tute was used by all classes of the popu la tion
and mem bers of every po liti cal party...We thus had a
great many Na zis un der treat ment at the In sti tute.  Why
was it then, since we were com pletely non- party, that our
purely sci en tific In sti tute was the first vic tim which fell to 
the new re gime?  The an swer to this is sim ple...We knew
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too much.  It would be against medi cal prin ci ples to pro -
vide a list of the Nazi lead ers and their per ver sions
[but]...not ten per cent of the men who, in 1933, took the
fate of Ger many into their hands, were sexu ally nor -
mal...Many of these per son ages were known to us di rectly
through con sul ta tions; we heard about oth ers from their
com rades in the party...and of oth ers we saw the tragic re -
sults: I ref er here es pe cially to a young girl whose ab do -
men was cov ered with pin scratch ings through the sa dism
of an emi nent Nur em berg Nazi; I ref er also to a thir teen
year old boy who suf fered from a se ri ous le sion of the anal 
mus cle brought about by a sen ior party of fi cial in Bres lau
and to a youth from Ber lin with se vere rec tal gon or rhea,
etc., etc....Our knowl edge of such in ti mate se crets re gard -
ing mem bers of the Nazi Party and other docu men tary ma -
te rial — we pos sessed about forty th o u s a nd con fes sions
and bio graphi cal let ters — was the cause of the com plete
and ut ter de struc tion of the In sti tute of Sex ol ogy
(Haberle:369).

Bur leigh and Wip per man re port that the ran sack ers had
“lists” of ma te ri als they were look ing for (Bur leigh and
Wip per man:189) and that they carted away two truck loads
of books and files.  The ma te ri als taken from the In sti tute
were burned in a pub li c cere mony, cap tured on film, on
May 10th (Steak ley:105).  The spec tacu lar and oft- replayed 
news reel foot age of this event has caused the burn ing of
books to be come syn ony mous with Na zism.  What in for -
ma tion went up in smoke on that day will never be known,
but we can be sure that the pile of burn ing pa per con tained
many Nazi se crets.  Ac cord ing to ho mo sex ual sources who
were in Ger many at the time, the Na zis de stroyed twelve
tho u s a nd books and thirty- five th o u s a nd pho to graphs.  

The build ing it self was con fis cated from the SHC and
turned over to the Nazi As so cia tion of Ju rists and Law yers
(ibid.:105). This may per haps be in ter preted to mean that it
re mained in the hands of ho mo sex u als. We know that at
least Hans Frank, Hit ler’s pri vate law yer, and the Nazi
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party’s star at tor ney Dr. Alfons Sack were ho mo sex u als
(Machtan:219). 

Anti- Homosexual Pol icies

When ever the Na zis ar rested ho mo sex u als and raided
even the homes of their sup port ers they were look ing for in -
crim i nat ing ev i dence against them selves. Machtan writes:

Hit ler was mor tally afraid of the ob scu rity of the ho mo -
sex ual mi lieu, which he him self had ex pe ri enced first -
hand in Vi enna and Mu nich. He knew that this
demi monde could at any time yield up dis rep u ta ble se -
crets -- even some, per haps, that might af fect him per son -
ally....Al though not in ter ested in a pol icy of re pres sion
to ward “or di nary” ho mo sex u als, he was dou bly so in
cases where def i nite in ter ests were in volved (Ibid.:226). 

How ever, there were also old scores to set tle with the
ef fem i nate ho mo sex u als who had op posed the Nazi rise to
power. What de vel oped, then, was a pol icy de signed pri -
mar ily to pre vent em bar rass ment to Hit ler in which all
things ho mo sex ual were closely scru ti nized by Himmler’s
se cret po lice.  But ac tion was taken only when the Nazi nets 
caught en e mies of the party or of the re gime. These ac tiv i -
ties oc curred in de pend ently of nor mal po lice func tions in
which vi o la tors of Ger man anti-sodomy and anti-pederasty
laws con tin ued to be pro cessed through the courts.      

The law against ho mo sex ual con duct had ex isted in
Ger many for many years prior to the Nazi re gime as Para -
graph 175 of the Reich Crim i nal Code, to wit: “A male who
in dulges in crim i nally in de cent ac tiv ity with an other male,
or who al lows him self to par tic i pate in such ac tiv ity, will be 
pun ished with im pris on ment” (Bur leigh and
Wipperman:188).  When Hit ler came to power he used this
law as a means of track ing down and pun ish ing those ho -
mo sex u als who, in the words of one vic tim, “had de fended
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the Weimar Re pub lic, and who had tried to fore stall the
Nazi threat” (ibid.:183).  Later he ex panded the law and
used it as a con ve nient tool to de tain other en e mies of the
re gime.

In Feb ru ary of 1933, Hit ler banned por nog ra phy, ho -
mo sex ual bars and bath-houses, and groups which pro -
moted “gay rights” (Plant:50).  Os ten si bly, this de cree was
a blan ket con dem na tion of all ho mo sex ual ac tiv ity in Ger -
many, but in prac tice it served as just an other means  to find
and de stroy anti-Nazi groups and in di vid u als. In deed, it is
likely that Hit ler had been a pa tron of some of the ho mo sex -
ual-oriented busi nesses that he shut down. The Berlin
“Eldo rado” club, for ex am ple, was a fa vor ite haunt of the
Berlin SA un der Cap tain Paul Rohrbein, a close friend of
Roehm and Karl Ernst (Machtan:185).    

The “mas cu line” ho mo sex u als in the Nazi lead er ship
en forced the new pol icy se lec tively, “em ploy[ing] the
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charge of ho mo sex u al ity pri mar ily as a means to elim i nate
po lit i cal op po nents, both in side his party and out”
(Oosterhuis and Ken nedy:248).   Revisionst Frank Rec tor
also ad mits that the de cree “was not en forced in all cases”
(Rec tor:66). Oosterhuis and Ken nedy write that “Al though
he was well known as a gay-activist, [Adolf] Brand was not
ar rested by the Na zis” but nearly all of his files were con fis -
cated (Ooosterhuis and Ken nedy:7) .  

The Wash ing ton Blade, the news pa per of the ho mo sex -
ual com mu nity in Wash ing ton D.C., re ported on the
re search of John Fout, a “gay” his tory pro fes sor at Bard
Col lege in New York:

The Na zis shut down the two or three ac tive Gay po lit i cal
or ga ni za tions that had been op er at ing in Ger man (sic) as
soon as Hit ler took power in 1933.  How ever, ac cord ing
to Fout, Gay bars and bath houses re mained open un til the
late 1930s.... ‘The Gay ur ban sub cul ture sur vived the
Nazi pe riod,’ said Fout (Re searcher says Nazi per se cu -
tion not sys tem atic, The Wash ing ton Blade, May 22,
1998).

Jew ish ho mo sex ual Gad Beck, Di rec tor of Berlin’s
Jew ish Adult Ed u ca tion Cen ter, also chal lenges “gay”
dogma on the de gree to which ho mo sex u als were per se -
cuted in Ger many.  In his book, An Un der ground Life:
Mem oirs of a Gay Jew in Nazi Berlin, Beck claims “There
was no prob lem be[ing] a ho mo sex ual Jew.  Ev ery one
turned a blind eye to what ever we boys were up to with each 
other” and cited only one case of the Nazi’s per se cut ing a
ho mo sex ual man (Beck in “Fear less un der the Fuh rer,”The
Ad vo cate, Oc to ber 26, 1999).   

In 1935, Para graph 175 was amended with Para graph
175a which broad ened the scope of the law re strict ing ho -
mo sex ual con duct (Bur leigh and Wipperman:190). (In ter -
est ingly, the new crim i nal code ad dress ing ho mo sex u al ity
de leted the word “un nat u ral” from the def i ni tion --
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Reisman, 1994:3).  This new law pro vided the Na zis with
an es pe cially po tent le gal weapon against their en e mies. 

 It will never be known how many non-homosexuals
were charged un der this law, but it is in dis put able that the
Na zis used false ac cu sa tions of ho mo sex u al ity to jus tify the 
de tain ment and im pris on ment of many of their op po nents.
“The law was so loosely for mu lated,” writes Steakley, “that 
it could be, and was, ap plied against het ero sex u als that the
Na zis wanted to elim i nate...the law was also used re peat -
edly against Cath o lic cler gy men” (Steakley:111).  Kogon
writes that “The Ge stapo readily had re course to the charge
of ho mo sex u al ity if it was un able to find any pre text for
pro ceed ing against Cath o lic priests or irk some crit ics”
(Kogon:44). 

The charge of ho mo sex u al ity was con ve nient for the
Na zis to use against their po lit i cal en e mies be cause it was
so dif fi cult to de fend against and so easy to jus tify to the
pop u lace.  Since long be fore the Na zis as sumed power, ho -
mo sex u als gen er ally lived clan des tine lives, so it was not
un usual for rev e la tions of their con duct to come as a sur -
prise to their com mu ni ties when it be came a po lice mat ter.
This is not to say that ac tual ho mo sex u als were not pros e -
cuted un der the law.  Many were.  But the law was used se -
lec tively against the “Fems.”  And even in this case, many
ef fem i nate ho mo sex u als, es pe cially those in the arts com -
mu nity, were given pro tec tion by cer tain Nazi lead ers
(Oosterhuis and Ken nedy:248).  Plant writes,

The most fa mous ex am ple is that of the ac tor Gustaf
Grundgens...De spite the fact that his ho mo sex ual af fairs
were as no to ri ous as those of Roehm’s, Goering ap pointed 
him di rec tor of the State The ater...[And] On Oc to ber 29,
1937...Himmler ad vised that ac tors and other art ists could
be ar rested for of fenses against para graph 175 only with
his per sonal con sent, un less the po lice caught them in fla -
grante (Plant:116).
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 Even the most vis i ble “Fems,” how ever, were treated
far dif fer ently than were the Jews.  Kurt Hiller, suc ces sor to
Magnus Hirschfeld in the “Fem” fac tion of the Ger man
“gay” move ment, was in terned in a con cen tra tion camp but
re leased (bat tered but alive) af ter nine months
(Steakley:103).  

An un known per cent age of ho mo sex ual pris on ers were
ar rested not for sex of fenses at all, but for po lit i cal rea sons. 
A doc u ment from the Buchenwald ar chive states,

In the spring of 1942 a Berlin writer called Dahnke was
sent to the camp as a ho mo sex ual.  The main rea son for
his in tern ment, how ever, was po lit i cal state ments which
had brought him to the at ten tion of the Ge stapo
(Grau:267).

A study of the Hit ler Youth of fers more ex am ples that
ex pose the mean ing less ness of the Nazi’s harsh rhet o ric
against ho mo sex u als.  We have al ready noted Koehl’s ob -
ser va tion that Himmler “mit i gated his pen al ties pri vately”
and tried to keep ev ery in ci dent of ho mo sex ual mo les ta tion
of the Hit ler Youth boys by the SS “as se cret as pos si ble”
(Koehl:51f).  But Koehl goes on to cite the re cords of the
RJF, the se cu rity di vi sion of the Hit ler Youth ad min is tra -
tion.  “[D]uring the first six months of 1940,” he writes,
“[there were] 10,958 crimes com mit ted by Hit ler Youths,
the most com mon were theft (5,985), [and] ho mo sex u al ity
(901)” (ibid.:84).  When he com pared the num ber of ho mo -
sex ual of fenses to the list of ex pul sions from the or ga ni za -
tion (an ab surdly mild pun ish ment for a sup posed cap i tal
crime), how ever, Koehl found a low rate of ex pul sions for
ho mo sex u al ity:

Since the RJF Re port listed 900 cases of ho mo sex ual
crimes dur ing a six month pe riod alone, and only a third
of that num ber were ex pelled dur ing a twenty-five month
pe riod by court ac tion, it sug gests that the RJF was more
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hes i tant to up hold Ar ti cle 175 of the Crim i nal Code than
its of fi cial pro pa ganda would have the pub lic be -
lieve...[One] young de lin quent with a re cord of mi nor
thefts, for which he had spent eight weeks in jail, was not
ex pelled from the HJ [Hit ler Youth].  In Sep tem ber
1940...[of fi cials] sur prised him and sev eral prison work -
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ers in a wild ho mo sex ual orgy in broad day light on a
road side.  With sen sa tional ev i dence like this in hand,
the...leader then sought to have the cul prit ex pelled from
the HJ.  But it took some time be fore this oc curred, sug -
gest ing that the en force ment of Ar ti cle 175 was lax
(Koehl:85ff).

The in creas ing in dif fer ence of Hit ler Youth of fi cials to -
ward ho mo sex u al ity was an at ti tude re flected in the larger
so ci ety as well.  In 1937 the Reich Min is ter of the In te rior
is sued a change of pol icy re gard ing Para graph 175.  Un der
the new rul ing only four-time re peat of fend ers could be
jailed or sent to camps for ho mo sex ual of fenses.  This was
re af firmed in 1940 by Himmler (S. Katz:146).

The Roehm Purge

The event in his tory most fre quently cited as evi dence
of Nazi per se cu tion of ho mo sexu als is known vari ously as
the Blood Purge, the Night of the Long Knives, and the
Roehm Purge.  Steak ley writes that “[t]he in dis put able
begin ning of Nazi ter ror against ho mo sexu als was marked
by the mur der of Ernst Roehm on June 28, 1934, ‘the night
of the long knives’” (Steak ley:108).  It was on this night
(ac tu ally over an en tire week end), that Adolf Hit ler’s clos -
est aides or ches trated the as sas si na tions of hun dreds of his
po liti cal ene mies in one bloody sweep.  In cluded in this
purge were Roehm and sev eral of the top of fi cers of the SA.

We have em pha sized that the lead er ship of the SA was
mostly, if not en tirely ho mo sex ual.  The fact that SA lead -
ers were the pri mary tar gets in the mas sa cre could there fore 
be con strued as a sort of “moral cleans ing” of the Nazi
ranks, which, in fact, Hit ler claimed it was.  But Hit ler lied.
The Roehm Purge was driven by po liti cal, not moral
concerns.  Hit ler feigned dis gust and out rage about the ho -
mo sexu al ity of the mur dered SA lead ers to jus tify him self
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Per haps an tic i pat ing a short ened life, Ernst Roehm pub lished his au -
to bi og ra phy His tory of a High Trai tor in 1928 while in South Amer ica.  



to the Ger man peo ple; it was a tac tic he had used pre vi ously 
to al lay pub li c sus pi cions about the sex ual de vi ancy of his
in ner cir cle.  The im por tance of this fact is as serted in many
lead ing works by both main stream and ho mo sexu al ist his -
to ri ans.  The fol low ing are ex cerpts from four dif fer ent his -
to ri ans who have ex am ined the is sue:

Hit ler elimi nated his clos est friend Roehm and cer tain SA 
lead ers as po ten tial ri vals.  The strictly po liti cal mo ti va -
tion of this ruth less power play was ini tially too ob vi ous
to be en tirely de nied, but later it was con ven iently ob -
scured by charges of ho mo sex ual de prav ity
(Haberle:369f).

The for mal ac cu sa tions against Roehm and those ar rested 
with him cen tered on their ho mo sex ual ac tivi ties, which
Hit ler had of course known about for fif teen years and
shrugged off, it be ing al leged that these ac tivi ties dis -
graced the party.  For those vic tims with out any ho mo -
sex ual back ground, “the Great Blood Purge” con tin ued
all over Ger many, as Nazi lead ers got rid of all their most
hated ene mies, as well as the in evi ta ble “mis takes”
(Garde:726f).

Ernst Roehm wasn’t shot be cause the Nazi Party felt out -
raged by the abrupt dis cov ery that he was “hav ing” his
storm troop ers — that had been known for ages; but be -
cause his sway over the SA had be come a men ace to Hit -
ler.  In the Hit ler Youth the “dear love of com rades” was
evilly turned into a po liti cal end.  And if the Nazi hi er ar -
chy was well larded with ho mo sexu als, so was Wil helm
II’s court and so was the Wei mar Re pub lic (David -
son:152).

Hit ler him self, of course, had been well aware of
Roehm’s sex ual ori en ta tion from the ear li est days of their 
long as so cia tion....So strong was Roehm that the
Wehrmacht [Ger man Army High Com mand] was con -
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cerned that he might seize con trol of the army.  In 1934,
Hit ler be came fear ful that the Wehrmacht was plot ting a
coup against him to pre vent such a take over.  To fore stall
this dan ger, Hit ler had Roehm and about one th o u s a nd
other men mur dered one week end in June 1934, the fa -
mous “Night of the Long Knives” (Cromp ton:79f).

There is some dis pute among his to ri ans about whether
Roehm had planned a coup against Hit ler af ter Hit ler’s
refusal to re place the regu lar army with Roehm’s troops.
This take over of the army had ap par ently been part of the
Na zis’ origi nal plan for the maxi mi za tion of their po liti cal
strength.  Upon his ap point ment as Chan cel lor, Hit ler was
con fronted with new and dif fer ent chal lenges which
required new and dif fer ent al li ances.  For some time it
appeared that Hit ler would re main true to his pact with
Roehm. From the time Hit ler as sumed con trol of the
German gov ern ment in Janu ary of 1933, un til the spring of
1934, he al lowed the SA to grow from 300,000 to over 3
mil lion mem bers (Plant:54).  Dur ing this pe ri od of rapid
growth, Roehm’s ri vals within the Nazi in ner cir cle grew
in creas ingly alarmed, as did the pow er ful in dus tri al ists and
mili tary lead ers.  

Ten sion be tween the SA and the army in creased.
General Wal ther von Brauchitsch, speak ing for the ma jor -
ity of his fel low of fi cers, said, “[t]hat gang of ho mo sexu als,
thugs and drunks should be al lowed no part of [Ger man re -
ar ma ment]” (Gallo:87).  For their part, the SA taunted the
regu lar army sol diers, sing ing “The grey rock will be
drowned in a sea of brown” (ibid.:87), mean ing that the
grey uni formed army would be swal lowed up by the
Brown shirts.  Strasser writes,

At a meet ing of the Cabi net, to which he be longed,
[Roehm] de manded the in cor po ra tion of the Brown Shirts
into the regu lar army, the Brown Shirt of fi cers to re tain
their ranks.  In other words he de manded su preme com -
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mand of the Reichswehr, the S.S., and the S.A..  He con fi -
dently be lieved that he had Adolf’s sup port...but Hit ler
re mained si lent...Blom berg, the Min is ter of Na tional
Defense, sud denly de clared that the only course open to
Presi dent Hin den berg would be to ref use out right.  “The
dis cus sion is closed,” Hit ler then said, with out dar ing to
look his old friend in the face.  Roehm, speech less with
fury, walked quickly from the room.  Af ter June 30, Gen -
eral von Rei che nau de clared in an in ter view with the Petit 
Jour nal that Roehm’s death sen tence was vir tu ally
signed that day (Strasser, 1940:178).

As the con flict came to a head, SA con spira tors cre ated
a “hit list” of Army of fi cers who were to be killed
(ibid.:218) and al leg edly se lected Stan dar ten fue hrer Ju lius
Uhl to as sas si nate Hit ler him self (ibid.:237).  It may be,
how ever, that these al le ga tions were in vented as part of a
fall- back ra tion ale for the purge.  It is well known that
Himm ler, Go er ing and Himm ler’s dep uty, Re in hard
Heydrich, worked be hind the scenes to limit Roehm’s
power; and it has been re ported by some sources that they
gen er ated ru mors of a Roehm plot to drive a wedge
between Roehm and Hit ler.  In any case, the Roehm Purge
was not mo ti vated by the ho mo sexu al ity of its vic tims.  The
great ma jor ity of vic tims were not ho mo sexu als at all.  Otto
Strasser, a high Nazi func tion ary whose brother, Gre gor,
was mur dered that night, lists some of the casu al ties in
Hitler and I:

Klause ner and sev eral other Catho lic lead ers were
executed, as well as [Vice Chan cel lor] von Papen’s sec -
re tar ies.  At Hirsch berg, in Sile sia, all the Jews, all the
mem bers of the Stahl helm, and a few com mu nists were
ar rested...beaten with ri fle butts...and eight peo ple were
mur dered...[V]on Kahr, an old man of sixty three...was
taken from his bed, taken to Da chau, and tor tured to
death...His crime had been his fail ure to sup port the
Munich putsch in 1923.  Baller staedt...who had been in -
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stru men tal in Hit ler’s be ing
sen tenced to three months im -
pris on ment, was mur dered by a 
spe cial kil ler squad.  [And]
death was the pen alty paid by
Fa ther Staemp fle for hav ing
ed ited Mein Kampf, and there -
fore be ing fa mil iar with the
author’s weak nesses
(ibid.:200).

Igra pro vides us with a long and 
de tailed ac count of the power
strug gle which led to the purge,

be gin ning with a refu ta tion of the idea that it rep re sented a
pol icy of ex ter mi na tion of ho mo sexu als by Hit ler:

We shall find that, far from elimi nat ing the sex per verts
from his party, Hit ler re tained most of them, and that he
moved against those whom he did elimi nate only with the
great est re luc tance and af ter he had been re lent lessly
pushed by out side forces and cir cum stances.  On June 14
and 15 Hit ler was in Ven ice to see Mus so lini.  It soon
became com mon knowl edge that the Ger man Dic ta tor and 
his en tou rage had made an un fa vor able im pres sion upon
the Ital ians...Mus so lini was never a stick ler for puritan
mo ral ity, to say the least, but there was one vice which the
Ital ians par ticu larly loathe; they call it il vi zio te de sco, the
Ger man vice.  The con duct of some mem bers in Hit ler’s
en tou rage at Ven ice dis gusted the Ital ians.  Mus so lini pro -
tested against the moral char ac ter and po liti cal un re li abil -
ity of the lead ing per son nel in the Nazi Storm Troops and
warned Hit ler that he would have to sac ri fice his fa vor ite
col leagues if he wished to save his own per sonal pres tige
and that of his re gime.  Among those colleagues, Roehm,
Heines and Karl Ernst were men tioned.  
    What cha grined [Hit ler] the most was that he knew Mus -
so lini had been prompted...by...[Ger man] Presi dent
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Hinden berg...On June 21, Hit ler went to Neudek, Hin -
denberg’s coun try seat...[He] was lit er ally dumb founded
when con fronted on the steps of the Hin den berg fam ily
home by Gen eral Blom berg and Go er ing, both in uni -
form.  They in formed him that the Presi dent would not re -
ceive the Chan cel lor, and that if the heads of the SA were
not dis missed mar tial law would be de clared, where upon
Goer ing would take over ci vil ian con trol as Chief of
Police, and Blom berg, as Min is ter of War, would take
over mili tary con trol.
    Hit ler was  still re cal ci trant and con ceived the idea of
ral ly ing the Storm Troops around him, as a ges ture of de -
fi ance against those gen tle men of the right...But an event
oc curred...which led Hit ler to change his plan...He was
sum moned to Krupp’s head quar ters and there was
received by Go er ing, and the heads of the Krupp firm and
other in dus tri al ists...[T]hey de liv ered their ul ti ma tum:
Either Hit ler should get rid of his com pan ions or the
Goering- Krupp- Blomberg com bi na tion would with draw
their sup port for the re gime.  Hit ler ac cepted the al ter -
native, but in his own way.  He would double- cross
Roehm, but he would also double- cross his task mas ters
to the Right.  He would elimi nate a few of the ele ments
that had proved ob jec tion able to the Right, but he would
main tain the bulk of them.  Be sides, he would take the op -
por tu nity of the gen eral mas sa cre to re move those against 
whom he had a griev ance -- Gen eral Strei cher, Gen eral
Bred low, Gre gor Strasser, etc.(Igra:77f).

Lothar Machtan’s anal y sis, ben e fit ting from an ad di -
tional fifty years of hind sight, adds an other im por tant per -
spec tive on this crit i cal event. His study em pha sizes that 
while the Ger man pow ers were forc ing their will upon Hit -
ler, the Fuehrer was con fronted with one un es cap able truth:
the very men he must be tray were the ones who held his
own dark est se crets in trust. These were al ready hint ing at
black mail due to the in creas ing ten sions in the party. 
Machtan writes:
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Roehm was not only ac -
quainted with the shady be -
gin nings of Hit ler’s po lit i cal
ca reer, he was one of the very 
few peo ple who knew about
his ho mo sex u al ity. It must
have been Hit ler’s night mare 
that he would one day launch 
a smear cam -
paign....Roehm’s friend
Edmund Heines [once threat -
ened in 1933] “Adolf has n’t
the slight est rea son to open
his trap so wide -- one word
from me, and he’ll shut up
for good”....As Hit ler him -

self put it, he was faced with “a cri sis that could only too
eas ily have had truly dev as tat ing con se quences for the
fore see able fu ture.” His po lit i cal in stinct for
self-preservation, if noth ing else, com pelled him to es ca -
late mat ters. At the same time, he was urged on by the
pros pect of con ceal ing his own ho mo sex u al ity for ever by
the elim i na tion of dan ger ous wit nesses (Machtan:211f).

 

Edmund Heines was an es pe cially dan ger ous threat if
for mer Freikorps sol dier Pe ter Mar tin Lampel is to be be -
lieved. In his un pub lished mem oirs Niemandes Knecht,
Lampel claimed to know “a lot about Hit ler’s ho mo sex u al -
ity,” in clud ing spe cific knowl edge of a li ai son with Heines
(ibid.:138). Roehm, too, was al leged to have been a sex
part ner of Hit ler, al though these ru mors were con sid ered
“highly ex ag ger ated” by one-time Hit ler fa vor ite Putzi
Hanfstaengl (ibid.:113). 

Pushed to the wall, Hit ler chose the Nietzschean path of
mer ci less self-interest. Machtan writes:

Hit ler could de fend him self only by go ing to ex tremes, so
the few peo ple who knew that he, too, was ho mo sex ual
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had to be ei ther mur dered or thor oughly in tim i dated. This 
is re vealed by a closer look at the in di vid ual vic -
tims...Roehm, Ernst and Heines...Gregor Strasser...
Karl-Gunther Heimsoth and Paul Rohrbein...se nior civil
ser vants privy to po ten tially ex plo sive ev i dence about
Hit ler, for in stance, [Prus sian Po lice of fi cials] Erich
Klausener...and...Eugen von Kessel; Reichswehr Min is -
ter...Kurt von Schleicher and his right hand man,
Ferdinand von Bredlow, the Mu nich po lice chief Au gust
Schneid-huber, the ex-premier of Ba varia, Gustav Ritter
von Kahr....the at tor neys of Roehm, Strasser, Ludecke
and other se nior Na zis...the Mu nich jour nal ist Fritz
Gerlich...and....Karl Zehnter [of the “gay” bar]
Bratwurstglockl.

It may readily be in ferred from these few ex am ples that
the op er a tion car ried out on and around June 30 was....a
care fully planned cam paign against peo ple who knew, or
were sus pected of know ing, too much about Hit ler
(Machtan:216ff).   

  The Roehm Purge, then, was not a “moral” cleans ing
of the Nazi ranks, but a po lit i cal one. Equally it was a rea -
lign ment of power be hind the German gov ern ment which

was pri mar ily forced upon
Hitler by pow er ful po liti cal
ele ments, whose sup port he
needed to main tain con trol.
Igra points out that not only
did the ma jor ity of the SA
ho mo sexu als sur vive the
purge, but that the mas sa cre
was largely im ple mented by
ho mo sexu als.  He cites
Strasser that the “Chief Kill -
ers of Mu nich [were] Wag -
ner, Esser, Maurice, We ber
and Buch.”  These men
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“were all known to be sex
per verts...of one type or an -
other,” con cludes Igra
(ibid.:80).  Plant rec ords that 
the larger cam paign of as -
sas si na tions across Ger -
many was or ches trated by
Re in hard Hey drich, also a
ho mo sex ual (Plant: 56).
Igra ad dresses Hit ler’s justi -
fi ca tion for the purge: 

In his de fense bef ore the
Reichstag a week later Hit -
ler talked of “trai tors.”  That 

was his al ibi...In his speech to the Reichstag he ad mit ted
that one of the mo tives for or der ing the mas sa cre was to
get rid of the moral per verts in his party and that they were
trai tors be cause they prac ticed ho mo sexu al ism.  But un der 
the dic ta tor ship it was not pos si ble for any one to put Hit ler 
a ques tion.  No body asked him to ex plain how it was that,
if his pur pose was to get rid of ho mo sexu als, he really
didn’t rid him self of them but used them as the in stru -
ments of his own mur der lust and still re tained most of
them as mem bers of his per sonal en tou rage, as well as in
key po si tions of the party or gani za tion and the gov ern -
ment.  Otto Strasser, in his book, The Ger man St. Bar -
thole mew’s Night (which has not been pub lished in
Eng lish), men tions six teen of these highly placed ho mo -
sexu al ist of fi cials who sur vived the mas sa cres of June 30
and re tained their posts (Igra:82).   

 Fol low ing the purge, Hit ler re ceived a tele gram from
Hindenberg “ex press ing his ‘pro foundly felt grat i tude.’”
“‘You have saved the Ger man peo ple from a grave peril,’
the Pres i dent wired” (Fest, 1975:470).  Like wise, “De fense
Min is ter von Blomberg con grat u lated Hit ler for the suc -
cess ful com ple tion of the ‘purge.’ (ibid.: 470).  The army,
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too, was pleased by Hit ler’s move.  Only a week af ter the
purge an anti-Nazi Reichswehr of fi cer told the French mil i -
tary attaché in Berlin that the army was 25% pro-Nazi be -
fore the purge, but 95% pro-Nazi af ter the purge
(Gallo:312).

Af ter the Purge

While it is cer tainly true that sev eral of the most promi -
nent ho mo sexu als in the Nazi re gime were killed on the
“Night of the Long Knives” the fact of his tory is that Adolf
Hit ler did not purge his re gime of ho mo sexu als in this in ci -
dent or at any sub se quent time.  On the con trary, a sim ple
re view of the his toric rec ord re veals that Hit ler con tin ued
not only to sur round him self with ho mo sexu als, but to place 
them in key po si tions in the Third Reich.

Ju dith Re is man notes that “Ka zim ierz Mo caz ar ski, a
Pol ish re sis tance fighter, con firmed that ho mo sexu als
‘remained party mem bers...got pro mo tions...were pro -
tected by the top [Nazi] brass’ and served on the bat tle field
and in pris ons” (Re is man, 1994:3). Of the thir teen corps
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com mand ers of the SA, all known or sus pected ho mo sexu -
als, only seven were killed in the Roehm Purge (Gallo:16).
The rest, along with the prob able thou sands, per haps tens of 
thou sands of ho mo sexu als re main ing in the SA, were
quickly re as signed by Hit ler, who put the en tire SA un der
the author ity of Hein rich Himm ler’s SS.   Many of these sa -
dis tic, bru tal men had been use ful to Hit ler since the be gin -
ning, and he made cer tain that their tal ents would re main
avail able to him.  It is likely that some of these SA sur vi vors 
were among the par tici pants in Goeb bels’ din -
ner-party-turned-orgy in 1936 (Grun berger:70).

Not all SA ho mo sexu als re mained loyal to Hit ler, how -
ever.  Sny der rec ords that at least 155 SS lead ers were killed 
in late 1934 and 1935 by a group called “Roehm’s
Avengers” who “iden ti fied their unit on a slip of pa per
pinned to the body of each vic tim” (Sny der:298).  These
assas si na tions help to ex plain why Himm ler’s “anti-
 homosexual” pol i cies were ini tially strictly en forced, but
later (af ter the Roehm loy al ists had been ar rested) were
much less rigor ously ap plied.  

Aside from the SA, Hit ler re tained all of the sex ual de -
vi ants of his in ner cir cle, in clud ing Go er ing, Strei cher,
Frank, Maurice, Schaub, Wag ner, Brueckner, Weber and
Karl Kaufman, gauleiter of Ham burg.  Hess was to re main
un til 1941, when he left (whether of his own ac cord or as an
em is sary of Hit ler is still un known) on his ill- fated “peace”
mis sion to Eng land.  As an aside, the loss of Hess must have 
been very dif fi cult for Hit ler. As Ebermayer noted, Hess
“was for many years the Fuehrer’s [ho mo sex ual] part ner,
es pe cially dur ing their joint de ten tion in Landsberg”
(Ebermayer in Machtan:232).

Hit ler later openly re warded some of these men with
top jobs in the gov ern ment.  Rec tor, for ex am ple, writes that 
“Hit ler knew about [Wal ther] Funk, a ‘n ot or ious’ ho mo -
sex ual, when he ap pointed him Reich Min is ter of Eco nom -
ics on Feb ru ary 5, 1938" (Rec tor: 63). SS
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