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ChapterFive

THE PERSECUTION OF HOMOSEXUALS

Homosexualist revisionists assert that Hitler's ascen
sion to the Chancellorship marked the beginning of a
homosexual Holo caust in Ger many. For example, asearly
as 1978, homosexua political activists claimed that
“[m]any thousands and hundreds of thousands [of homo
sexuals] were...imprisoned in concentration camps where
they died” (ONE Letter, May, 1978). Over the years the
story hasassumed ever morefantastic propor tions. 1n1986
Plant wrote, “After years of frustration...Hitler’s storm
troopers now had the op por tu nity to smashtheir enemies:
the lame, the mute, the feebleminded, the epileptic, the
homosexual, the Jew, the Gypsy, the Communist. These
were the scapegoats singled out for persecution. These
were the ‘contragenics' who were to be ruthlessy elimi-
nated to ensure the purity of the‘A ryanrace.”” (Plant:51).
Rector writes, “Hitler's homophobia did not surface until
1933-1934, when gays had come to affect adversely his
New Order designs-- out of which grew thesimplesolution
of mur der ingthemenmasse” (Rector:24).

Unsup ported asser tionssuch asthesehaveal lowedthe
theory of a “Gay Holocaust” (in which homosexuals are
portrayed alongside the Jews as victims of a campaign of
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Buy aprint copy of thisbook, | extermination) to gain
includingphotosandgraphics,al currency in the United

the book store, States. The evidence
www.abidingtruth.com/pfrc/sho| does not support this
wproducts.php. theory. Unfortunately,

the portrayal of homo
sexuals as Nazi victims
has assumed a kind of
“untouchable”  status
among supporters of
“gay rights,” probably
because the success of
the movement depends
so heavily on public
sympathy. Thus, today
we see active suppres
Cover of Rich ard Plant’s pop u lar re vi son of information
sionisthistory, The Pink Triangle. linking homosexuals to
theNazisandmisrepre
sentation of homosexuals' experience in the Third Reich.
A few*“gay” academicsaremoreforthright. Forexample,
homosexual istscholar ManfredHer zer admits:

As far as the scope of homosexual men’s support of the
Nazis is concerned, we face a self-imposed void in our
know! edge that has taken on the di men sions of an ideo-
logically motivated taboo. Within gay historiography,
even such a repugnant figure as the Nazi leader Ernst
Roehm hasre peat edly been con signed to therole of vic-
tim, first of leftistand then of Nazi “homophobia,” for
only by doing so has it been possible to perpetuate a
slanted ac count of history that per sistently por trayshomo
sexuals as persecuted martyrs and passive victims
(Herzer:199).

Homosexual istsJo hanssonand Percy promotetheuse
of “outing” (exposing public figures, past and present as
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“gay”) to influence public opinion about homosexuality
andthe“gay” agenda. They ad visethat “[a]ctiv istsshould
clearly not out a notorious criminal or mass murderer as
they would a famed medical missionary or celebrated
inventor” (Johansson and Percy:284). They acknowledge
that“[a]pologistsgener aly prefer todeny thathomosexua-
ity was widespread among Nazi |eaders after the purge of
Roehm and his associates....[although Italian “gay” actiw-
ist] Massimo Con soli hasreversed thisten dency by dwell-
ing at lengthonthehomo sexual ity of theearly fol low ersof
the NSDAP (National Sociadlist Party). (Consoli is, how-
ever, a leading proponent of the “Gay Holocaust” public
relationsploy -- Grau:5).

Then we have the problem of simple error in clams
such asthat madeby ho mo sexu al ist Clau diaSchopp mann.
She has claimed that German “gay rights’ leader Martin
Radszuweit was murdered in a concentration camp
(Herzer:226). Herzer states authoritatively that Radszu-
weit did not die in a con centration camp: “...hediedinthe
1980sin his house in Berlin- Kopenick” (ibid.:226).

TheHar vard Gay and Lesbian Review (Summer 1995)
contains an admirably candid re view of the book Hidden
Holocaust? by Gunter Grau (in which Schoppmann was a
mi nor contributor):

Grau and Schopp man con clude that there was no “ hol o-
caust” of gays— hence the question mark in the book’s
title. Thisas sessment isbased on the wide range of con-
temporary documents...Grau discounts the current wild
esti matesof the number of gayskilled by the Nazis, sug-
gesting afig urecloser to 5,000...How, then areweto read
thewidely quotedincendi ary statementsby NazislikeSS
leader Himm ler, who consistently called for the‘ eradic
ation’ of homosexuals?...Much of this rhetoric, Grau
says, was propaganda meant for public consumption...
Gayswere never the sub ject of po groms, and never faced
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The success of the “Gay Holocaust”
myth has en couraged homo sexual po
liticalactivists to equate oppositionto
their agenda with Na zism. This March,
2000 cover of Outworld uses Nazi im-
agery to malign a pro-marriage ballot
mea sure in California.

the danger that the
Jews did in Germany
and oc cu pied Europe.

Dr. Judith Reisman, in
“The Pink Swastika
and Holocaust Revi-
sionist History,” wrote
this comparison of the
fate of the two groups
undertheNazis:

Were homosexuals
treated like Jews, 2-3
mil lion out of 2-3 mil
lion German homo
sexuals should have
lost their businesses,
their jobs, their prop-
erty, their possessions
and most would have

lost their lives. Ho-

mo sexu als would have been forced to wear pinktriangles
on their cloth ing in the streets, they would have had their
pass ports stamped with an “H,” been barred from travel,

work, shopping, public appearances without their arm-

bands, and we would have thousands of pictures of pink
tri anglegraf fiti say ing “kill thefag gots,” and thelike. If

German homosexuals were not Nazis, these 2-3 million
men would have been homeless, walled in ghettos,
worked as a mass labor pool, then gassed and their abuse
recorded in graphic detail, as were the mil lions of Jews.

And, if Germany’s several mil lion “gays’ were not Nazi

victims, they wereNazi sol diers, col |laboratorsor mur der-
ers(ReismanCul tureWars , April 1996).
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News pa per ad ex ploits the Ho lo caust to ad vance the cause of ho mo-
sexuallegitimization.

Thefactisthatrel atively fewhomosexualsdiedincont
centrations camps. They were never murdered “en masse”

or “ruthlessly eliminated” by the Nazis. Yet many homo
sex u alswerejailed and some did diein Nazi work camps.

(Of course, those who were jailed were males; there was
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never a systematic prosecution of leshians -- Grau:15).
What isthetruth about Nazi per secutionof homosex uals?

There are several incidents in Nazi history which are
most of ten cited asev i denceof their per secution of homo
sexuas. Thislist includes (1) the sacking of the Sex Re-
searchInsti tuteof Berlin, (2) aseriesof increasingly harsh
publicpronouncementsandpol i ciesagainsthomosexual ity
by Hit ler and Himmler, (3) the Roehm Purge (also known
as“ TheNight of theLong Knives’), and (4) thein tern ment
of homosexuals in work camps. We will look at each of
theseissuesinturn.

The Path of the Para noid

Oneover arch ing fac tor must be kept in mind aswe ex-
aminethehistory of Nazi per secutionof homosex uals: the
paranoiaof Adolf Hitler. Hitler wasdeathly afraid that his
ownhomosex ual ity would beex posed to the Ger man peo-
ple, undoing all that he had worked for in hisas cen sionto
power. Indeed, Lothar Machtan argues convincingly that
theentireNazi campaignagainsthomosexual ity, fromthe
initial anti-sodomy pol i ciesto the Roehm purge to the in-
ternment of homosex ualsinthecamps, wasor chestratedto
prevent the truth about Hitler from coming out. Machtan
writes

Hitler’ sdeter mi nationtodestroy any thingthat mighthave
provided an insight into his private life is well docu
mented. He got rid of any thing he could, and hisarm was
long, even before 1933. Those privy to his secrets were
bribed, sworn to secrecy, blackmailed or killed....Hit-
ler's...homosexuality...was the secret from his past that
threatened at any time to rear its head as he rose politi
cally....and hedefended that secret by all avail ablemeans
(Machtan:20f).
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One of Hitler's greatest problems was black mail.
Black mail of homosex ualsby estranged part nersandpros-
titutes was a simple fact of life in Germany.
“[H]omosexual swereparticularly vul nerabletoblack maik

ers, known as
Chanteure on the ho-
mosexual scene,” write
Burleigh and
Wippermann. “Black-
mail, and the threat of
public exposure, re-
sulted in frequent sui-
cides or suicide
attempts’ (Burleigh
and Wipperman:184).

Police Commis
sioner Hans von
Tresckow, who served
in Berlin during the
yearsthat Hit ler wason
the streets in Munich
and Vienna, wrote the
following in his mem-
oirs:

Memoirs of Berlin Police Commis
sioner Hans von Tresckow.

One of the worst features of homosexualism is that it
gives rise to an enormous amount of male prostitution.
Many per sonswhoareper fectly nor mal finditalucrative
though disgraceful trade. In Berlintherearemany centers
where homosexualistsmaketheac quain tancesof accom-
plices who will serve their requirements. And there are
many cafés and tav ernswhich arefre quented al most ex-
clusively by such people. Thepolicearepow er lessto put
downthispractice, becausethey requirelegal authori za-
tion to interfere. My ex peri enceisthat maleprosti tution
has been steadily increasing for some de cades past and
casesof black mail arebecomingmorenumer ousac cord-
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ingly; for a per son who goesin for thispro fessionis al-
most al waysablack mailer. (Treschow in Lively:18).

For Hitler, the list of blackmailers included numerous
politi cal opportunists. Igrareportsthat HeinrichHoffman,
theof fi cial Nazi photographer, gainedhisposi tionby using
information about Hitler's perverse abuse of his
(Hoffman’s) daughter, Henny, to blackmail the future
Fuehrer (Igra74). (Henny Hoffman was later mar ried of f
to reputed homosexual Baldur von Schirach, probably to
quell rumors about his exploits with Hitler Youth boys).
Heiden re lates an other story in which Hit ler bought an en-
tirecol lectionof rarepoliti cal writingstoregainpossession
of alet ter to hisnieceinwhich heopenly revealed his“mas
ochistic-coprophil incli nations’” (Heiden, 1944:385).

Even more dangerous than the political opportunists
werethepoliti cal enemieswho could not be bought off. As
early as1923, Hitler' senemieswererely ing ontheir proof
of hisper ver siontosecureanadvantage, evenif that ad van
tagewere only their own self-preservation. Eugen Dollman
recorded his experience at a dinner meeting with General
Ottovon Lossow at theBavar ianwar ministry.

SinceNovem ber 9[said Lossow], Hit ler and hissup port
ers have been well aware that any attempt on my life or
those of my officers would cause a European scandal. |
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 general producedfroma
desk drawer apolicefilecontaining secret reportsand de
posi tionsabout thepri vatelifeof Herr Adolf Hitler dating
from the time that he again turned up af ter thewar -- al
from the vice sguad or police headquarters on
Ettstrasse....What a dan ger ous weapon Otto von L ossow
had forged dur ing the years when he was at the height of
hisauthor ity in Mu nich (Machtan: 135).
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L ossow would infact sur viveun scathed until hisdeath
in 1938, despite “Hitler's well-documented hatred of the
‘trai tor Lossow’” (ibid.:137).

Otherswithout benefitof hiddendocumentationof Hit
ler’ ssex ual sinsdid not fareaswell, even those with whom
hehad beeninti mate. Sklar writesthat “ Hit ler at tempted to
bury all hisear lierinfluencesandhisori gins, and hespenta
great deal of energy hiding them...[In this campaign to
erase his past] Hitler ordered the murder of Reinhold
Hanish, a friend who had shared his down and out daysin
Vienna’ (Sklar:21). Hitler was enraged that Hanish had
collaborated with Konrad Heiden, the Hitler biographer
who had aired the Na zis dirty linen (Machtan:52).

Until Hit ler and hiscrew fi nally gained power in Ger-
many, their methodsfor deal ing with those privy to Nazi se
cretswerelimitedinformand scope. Af ter wards, how ever,
there were more and better ways to solve these kinds of
prob lemsand to punishtheir enemiesat the sametime.

The Sack ing of the Sex Research Institute

The Nazis' hunt for incriminating evidence was obVvi-
ousin the attack on Mag nus Hirschfeld’ sSex Research In-
stitute on May 6th, 1933. As noted previously, the Sex
Research Institute of Berlin had been founded by Hirsch-
feld in 1919 as a center for the “study” of homosexuality
and other sex ual dysfunctions. For all intentsand pur poses,
it served as the headquarters for the effeminate branch of
theGer man*“ gay rights” move ment. For thisreason alone,
the“Butch” homo sexu als of the Nazi Party might have de-
stroyed the Institute. Indeed, throughout the preceding
years the Nazis had increasingly harassed Hirschfeld per-
sonaly.

Victor Robinson, editor of an autobiographical sketch
by Hirschfeld, wrote in 1936 that “[a]lthough the Nazis
themselves derived great profit from Hirschfeld stheories
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Adolf Hit ler speak ing to the Ger man par lia ment. Once he had taken
power, Hitler quickly fash ioned a po liti cal cli mate in which he could
control, jail or kill all po ten tial black mail ers.

(and called on him per sonally for help) they continued his
persecution relentlessly; they terrorized his meetings and
closed his lecture halls, so that for the safety of his audi-
ences and him self, Hirsch feld was no longer able to make
public appearances (Haeberle:368). Homosexualist James
Steak | ey acknowl edgesthe” Butch/Fem” aspect of theinci-
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dent, saying that some German homosexuals “could con-
ceivably have ap proved of themeasure, par ticularly if they
were Nazi sympathizers or male supremacists’
(Steakley:105).

Ignorance of the “Butch/Fem” conflict in the German
“gay” subculture left many contemporary writers puzzled
as to why the Nazis would attack Hirschfeld. An obituary
for Hirschfeldwrittenin 1934 ex empli fiesthisconfusion:

Thereis adarker and more sav ageirony in the fact that
the Nazis should have treated him as an arch en emy; for

the Nazi ranks are notoriously honeycombedwith al
degreesof homosexual ity, andHirschfeldisindisputably
the man to whom it ismainly due that the right of these 2
percent of sexud abnormals in the masses of the
Europeanpopulations to exist and to function on their
ownlinesisnowamatterfor publi cdiscussionandpublic
agitation(Herzer:221).

Theat tack against theln sti tute, how ever, wasnot moti-
vated solely by the Nazi enmity against effeminate homo
sexu as. It wasalso an at tempt to cover up the truth about
rampant homosexuality and other perversions in the Nazi
Party. Hitler aso knew thatHirschfeld’ sfacil ity hadexten
siverecordsthat could bedamagingtohimself andhisinner
cir cle. Thiswasthereasonfor theraid, ac cordingto Lud-
wig L. Lenz, the assistantdi rector of the Sex Re search In+
stitute, who was in charge on the day of the raid. His
description of the situation, part of which was quoted
previoudly, is given here at greater length.

[O]ur Insti tutewas used by al classes of the popu lation
and members of every political party...We thus had a
great many Nazisunder treat ment at theIn sti tute. Why
wasit then, since we were com pletely non- party, that our

purely sci entificlnsti tutewasthefirst victimwhichfell to
the new regime? Thean swer tothisissimple...Weknew
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too much. It would be against medi cal prin ci plesto pro-
vide 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 sexualy nor-

mal...Many of these per son ageswereknownto usdi rectly
through consultations; we heard about others from their
com radesin the party...and of oth erswe saw thetragicre-
sults: | ref er here espe cialy to ayoung girl whose ab do-
menwascov ered with pin scratchingsthroughthesadism
of an eminent Nur em berg Nazi; | ref er dlsoto athir teen
year old boy who suf fered fromaseri ouslesion of theanal
muscle brought about by asenior party of fi cial in Bredau
and to ayouth from Berlin with severe rectd gonorrhes,
etc., etc....Our knowl edgeof suchinti matesecretsregard
ing mem bersof theNazi Party and other docu mentary ma
terial — we possessed about forty thousand confessions
and bio graphi cal let ters— wasthe cause of thecom plete
and utter destruction of the Ingitute of Sexology
(Haberle:369).

Bur leighand Wip per manreport that theran sack ershad
“lists” of materials they were looking for (Burleigh and
Wip per man:189) and that they carted away two truck loads
of books and files. The materials taken from the Institute
were burned in a public ceremony, captured on film, on
May 10th (Steak ley:105). Thespectacular and oft- replayed
newsreel footage of this event has caused the burning of
books to become synonymous with Nazism. What infor-
maction went up in smoke on that day will never be known,
but we can be surethat the pile of burning paper contained
many Nazi secrets. Accordingtohomosex ual sourceswho
were in Germany at the time, the Nazis destroyed twelve
thousandbooksandthirty-fivethousandphotographs.

The building it self wasconfiscated fromthe SHC and
turned over totheNazi Association of Juristsand Law yers
(ibid.:105). Thismay per hapsbein ter preted to mean that it
remained in the hands of homosexuals. We know that at
least Hans Frank, Hitler's private lawyer, and the Nazi
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party’s star attorney Dr. Alfons Sack were homosexuals
(Machtan:219).

Anti-Homosexual Policies

Whenever the Nazis arrested homosexuals and raided
eventhehomesof their sup port ersthey werelook ingforin
crimi natingevi denceagainstthemselves. Machtanwrites:

Hitler wasmor tally afraid of the ob scurity of the ho mo-
sexua milieu, which he himself had experienced first-
hand in Vienna and Munich. He knew that this
demimonde could at any time yield up disreputable se-
crets-- evensome, per haps, that might af fect him per son-
aly....Although not interested in a policy of repression
toward “ordinary” homosexuals, he was doubly o0 in
caseswheredef i niteinter estswereinvolved(1bid.:226).

However, there were also old scores to set tlewith the
effeminate ho mo sex ualswho had op posed theNazi riseto
power. What developed, then, was a policy designed pri-
marily to prevent embarrassment to Hitler in which all
thingsho mo sex ual wereclosely scruti nized by Himmler’s
secretpolice. But actionwastaken only whentheNazi nets
caught enemiesof the party or of theregime. Theseactiv i-
ties occurred independently of normal police functions in
whichvi olatorsof Ger man anti-sodomy and anti-pederasty
laws con tin ued to be pro cessed through the courts.

The law against homosexua conduct had existed in
Ger many for many years prior to the Nazi re gime as Para-
graph 175 of theReich Crimi nal Code, towit: “A malewho
indulgesincriminallyindecentactivity withanother male,
orwhoal lowshimself topartici pateinsuchactivity, will be
punished  with  imprisonment” (Burleigh  and
Wipperman:188). When Hit ler cameto power he used this
law as a means of tracking down and punishing those ho-
mo sex uaswho, inthewordsof onevictim, “had defended
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the Weimar Republic, and who had tried to forestall the
Nazi threat” (ibid.:183). Later he expanded the law and
used it as a convenient tool to detain other enemiesof the
regime.

In February of 1933, Hitler banned pornography, ho-
mosexua bars and bath-houses, and groups which pro-
moted “gay rights’ (Plant:50). Ostensi bly, thisdecreewas
ablanket condemnationof all homosex ual activity in Ger-
many, but in practiceit served asjust an other means tofind
and destroy anti-Nazi groupsandindi viduals. Indeed, itis
likely that Hit ler had been apatron of someof theho mo sex-
ual-oriented businesses that he shut down. The Berlin
“Eldorado” club, for ex ample, wasafavor ite haunt of the
Berlin SA under Captain Paul Rohrbein, a close friend of
Roehm and Karl Ernst (Machtan:185).

Was Hitler truly opposed to pornography and “gay” bars? Hitler's
close per sonalfriend was the por nog rapher, Julius Streicher (center),
seen here in March, 1934 with some Brownshirted “gay” bar reg u lars.

The “masculineg’ homosexuals in the Nazi leadership
enforced the new policy selectively, “employ[ing] the
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chargeof homosexual ity pri marily asameanstoelimi nate
political opponents, both inside his party and out”
(Oosterhuis and Ken nedy:248). Revisionst Frank Rec tor
also ad mitsthat the de cree“wasnot en forced in all cases’
(Rector:66). Oosterhuisand Kennedy writethat “ Al though
he waswell known as agay-activist, [Adolf] Brand was not
ar rested by theNazis’ but nearly all of hisfileswereconfis
cated (Ooosterhuis and Ken nedy:7) .

TheWashingtonBlade, thenewspaper of theho mo sex-
ual community in Washington D.C., reported on the
research of John Fout, a “gay” history professor at Bard
Col legeinNew Y ork:

TheNazisshut downthetwoor threeactiveGay politi ca
or gani zationsthat had beenoperatinginGer man(sic) as

soon asHit ler took power in 1933. How ever, ac cord ing
to Fout, Gay barsand bath housesremained openuntil the
late 1930s.... ‘The Gay urban subculture survived the
Nazi period,’ said Fout (Researcher says Nazi persecu-
tion not systematic, The Washington Blade, May 22,
1998).

Jewish homosexual Gad Beck, Director of Berlin's
Jewish Adult Education Center, also challenges “gay”
dogma on the degree to which homosexuals were per se
cuted in Germany. In his book, An Underground Life:
Mem oirsof aGay Jew in Nazi Berlin Beck claims* There
was no problem be[ing] a homosexua Jew. Everyone
turned ablind eyeto what ever we boyswereup to with each
other” and cited only one case of the Nazi’s persecutinga
homosex ua man(Beckin“FearlessundertheFuhrer,” The
Advocate, Octo ber 26, 1999).

In 1935, Paragraph 175 was amended with Paragraph
175awhich broad ened the scope of thelaw re strict ing ho-
mosexual conduct (Burleigh and Wipperman:190). (Inter-
estingly, thenew crimi nal codeaddressinghomosexual ity
deleted the word “unnatural” from the definition --
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Reisman, 1994:3). This new law provided the Nazis with
anespecially potentlegal weapon against their enemies.

It will never be known how many non-homosexuals
were charged under thislaw, butitisindisput ablethat the
Nazisusedfalseaccusationsof homosexual ity tojustify the
detainment andim prison ment of many of their op po nents.
“Thelaw wassoloosely for mu lated,” writes Steakley, “ that
it could be, and was, ap plied against het ero sex u alsthat the
Nazis wanted to eliminate...the law was aso used repeat-
edly against Catholic clergymen” (Steakley:111). Kogon
writes that “ The Ge stapo readily had re courseto the charge
of homosexuality if it was unable to find any pretext for
proceeding against Catholic priests or irksome critics’
(Kogon:44).

The charge of homosexuality was convenient for the
Nazis to use against their political enemiesbecauseitwas
so difficult to defend against and so easy to justify to the
pop ulace. Sincelong beforetheNazisassumed power, ho-
mosexuals generaly lived clandestine lives, so it was not
unusual for revelations of their conduct to come as a sur-
prisetotheir communi tieswhenitbecameapolicemat ter.
Thisis not to say that actual homosex ualswerenot prose
cuted un der thelaw. Many were. But the law was used se-
lectively against the“Fems.” And even in this case, many
effeminate homosexuals,especialy those in the arts com-
munity, were given protection by certain Nazi leaders
(Oosterhuisand Ken nedy:248). Plant writes,

The most famous example is that of the actor Gustaf

Grundgens...Despite the fact that his homosexua affairs
wereasnotori ousasthose of Roehm’ s,Goering ap pointed
him di rector of the State The ater...[ And] On Octo ber 29,

1937... Himmler ad vised that ac torsand other artistscould

be ar rested for of fenses against para graph 175 only with
hisper sona con sent, unlessthepolicecaught themin fla-

grante(Plant:116).
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Even the most visible “Fems,” how ever, weretreated
far dif fer ently than werethe Jews. KurtHiller,successorto
Magnus Hirschfeld in the “Fem” faction of the German
“gay” move ment, wasin terned in aconcentrationcampbut
released (battered but aive) after nine months
(Steakley:103).

Anunknownper centageof homosex ual prisonerswere
ar rested not for sex of fensesat al, but for politi cal reasons.
A doc u ment from the Buchenwald ar chive states,

In the spring of 1942 aBerlin writer called Dahnke was
sent to the camp as a homosexual. Themainreasonfor
hisinternment, how ever, waspoliti cal statementswhich
had brought him to the attention of the Gestapo
(Grau:267).

A study of the Hitler Y outh offers more examples that
expose the meaninglessness of the Nazi’s harsh rhetoric
against homosexuals. We have a ready noted Koehl’ s ob-
servationthat Himmler “miti gated hispenal tiespri vately”
andtriedtokeepev eryinci dentof homosex ual molestation
of the Hitler Y outh boys by the SS “ as secret as possible”
(Koehl:51f). But Koehl goes on to cite the records of the
RJF, the security division of the Hitler Youth administra
tion. “[D]uring the first six months of 1940,” he writes,
“[there were] 10,958 crimes committed by Hitler Y ouths,
themost com monweretheft (5,985), [and] homosex ual ity
(901)” (ibid.:84). When hecom pared the num ber of ho mo-
sex ual of fensestothelist of ex pul slonsfromtheor gani za
tion (an absurdly mild punishment for a supposed capita
crime), how ever, Koehl found alow rate of ex pul sionsfor
homosexuality:

Since the RJF Report listed 900 cases of homosexua
crimesdur ing asix month period alone, and only athird
of that num ber wereex pelled dur ing atwenty-fivemonth
period by court action, it sug geststhat the RJF wasmore
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Hit ler Youth were fre quent tar gets of the sex ual pred a tors in the SA
and SS. Yad Vashem

hesi tanttoup hold Ar ti cle 175 of the Crimi nal Codethan
its officia propaganda would have the public be
lieve...[One] young delinquent with a record of minor
thefts, for which he had spent eight weeksin jail, was not
expelled from the HJ [Hitler Youth]. In September
1940...[officialg] surprised him and severa prison work-
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ers in a wild homosexual orgy in broad daylight on a
road side. With sen sationa ev i dencelikethisin hand,

the...leader then sought to have the cul prit ex pelled from
the HJ. But it took sometime beforethisoc curred, sug-

gesting that the enforcement of Article 175 was lax
(Koehl:85ff).

Theincreasingindif ferenceofHitler Y outhof fi cialsto-
wardhomosex ual ity wasanat ti tudereflectedinthelarger
society aswell. 1n 1937 the Reich Minister of thelnterior
issued achangeof pol icy regarding Paragraph 175. Under
the new ruling only four-time repeat offenders could be
jailed or sent to campsfor ho mo sex ual of fenses. Thiswas
reaf firmedin 1940 by Himmler (S. Katz:146).

The Roehm Purge

Theevent in history most fre quently cited asevi dence
of Nazi per secutionof homosexualsisknownvari ously as
the Blood Purge, the Night of the Long Knives, and the
Roehm Purge. Steakley writes that “[t]he indisputable
begin ning of Nazi ter ror against ho mo sexu alswasmarked
by the mur der of Ernst Roehm on June 28, 1934, ‘the night
of the long knives'” (Steakley:108). It was on this night
(actually over anentireweek end), that Adolf Hitler’ sclos
est aidesor chestrated theassassi nationsof hundredsof his
political enemies in one bloody sweep. Included in this
purgewere Roehm and sev eral of thetop of fi cersof the SA.

We have em phasized that thelead er ship of the SA was
mostly, if not entirelyhomosexual. The fact that SA lead-
erswerethepri mary tar getsinthemassacrecouldtherefore
be construed as a sort of “moral cleansing” of the Nazi
ranks, which, infact, Hit ler claimed it was. But Hit ler lied.
The Roehm Purge was driven by political, not moral
concerns. Hit ler feigned disgust and out rage about the ho-
mosexuality of the murdered SA leaderstojustify himself
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Perhapsanticipatingashortenedlife, ErnstRoehm published his au

tobiographyHistory ofa High Traitor in 1928 while in South Amer ica.
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tothe Ger man people; it wasatactic hehad used previ ously
to d lay publi csuspi cionsabout thesex ual devi ancy of his
inner cir cle. Theim por tanceof thisfactisassertedin many
lead ing worksby bothmain streeamandhomosexud isthis
tori ans. Thefol lowingareex cerptsfromfour dif ferenthis
tori answhohaveex aminedtheissue:

Hitler elimi nated hisclosest friend Roehmand cer tain SA
leadersaspotential ri vals. Thestrictly politi cal moti va-
tion of this ruth lesspower play wasini tialy too ob vi ous
to be entirely deried, but later it was conveniently ob-
scured by charges of homosexua depravity
(Haberle:369f).

Thefor mal ac cu sationsagainst Roehm andthosear rested
withhimcentered ontheir ho mo sex ual activi ties, which
Hitler had of course known about for fifteen years and
shrugged off, it being dleged that these activities dis-
graced the party. For those victims without any homo-
sexua background, “the Great Blood Purge” continued
al over Ger many, asNazi lead ersgot rid of all their most

hated enemies, as well as the inevitable “mistakes’

(Garde: 726f).

Ernst Roehm wasn’t shot be cause the Nazi Party felt out-
raged by the abrupt discovery that he was “having” his
storm troop ers— that had been known for ages; but be-
cause his sway over the SA had be come amen aceto Hit-
ler. Inthe Hitler Y outh the” dear love of com rades’ was
evilly turnedinto apoliti cal end. Andif theNazi hi er ar-
chy was well larded with homosexuals, sowasWil helm
II's court and so was the Weimar Republic (David-
son:152).

Hitler himself, of course, had been well aware of
Roehm’ s sex ual ori entationfromtheear li est daysof their
long association....So strong was Roehm that the
Wehrmacht [German Army High Command] was con-



198 The Persecution of Homosexuals

cerned that he might seize con trol of thearmy. 1n 1934,

Hit ler be camefear ful that the Wehrmacht wasplot ting a
coup against himto prevent such atakeover. Tofore stall

thisdanger, Hitler had Roehm and about one thousand
other men murdered one weekend in June 1934, the fa-

mous “Night of the Long Knives” (Cromp ton:79f).

There is some disputeamong histori ansabout whether
Roehm had planned a coup against Hitler after Hitler's
refusal to replace the regular army with Roehm'’s troops.
This takeover of the army had ap par ently been part of the
Nazis origi na planforthemaxi mi zationof their politi cal
strength. Upon hisap point ment asChancel lor, Hitler was
confronted with new and different challenges which
required new and different alliances. For some time it
appeared that Hitler would remain true to his pact with
Roehm. From the time Hitler assumed control of the
Germangov ernmentinJanu ary of 1933, until thespring of
1934, he alowed the SA to grow from 300,000 to over 3
million members (Plant:54). During this period of rapid
growth, Roehm’s rivals within the Nazi inner circle grew
increasingly alarmed, asdidthepow er ful industri al istsand
mili tary lead ers.

Tension between the SA and the army increased.
General Wal ther von Brauchitsch, speak ing for themajor-
ity of hisfel low of fi cers, said, “[t] hat gang of homosexuals,
thugs and drunks should be a lowed no part of [Ger manre-
armament]” (Gallo:87). For their part, the SA taunted the
regular army soldiers, singing “The grey rock will be
drowned in a sea of brown” (ibid.:87), meaning that the
grey uniformed army would be swallowed up by the
Brown shirts. Strasser writes,

At a meeting of the Cabinet, to which he belonged,
[Roehm] demandedthein cor poration of theBrown Shirts
into the regular army, the Brown Shirt of fi cerstoretain
their ranks. In other words he demanded supreme com-
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mand of the Reichswehr, the S.S., andthe S.A.. Heconfi-
dently believed that he had Adolf’s support...but Hitler
remained silent..Blomberg, the Minister of National
Defense, sud denly de clared that the only course open to
Presi dentHin den berg would beto ref useout right. “The
discussionisclosed,” Hitler thensaid, with out daringto
look his old friend in the face. Roehm, speechlesswith
fury, walked quickly from theroom. Af ter June 30, Gen-
eral vonRei chenaudeclaredinaninter view withthePetit
Journal that Roehm's death sentence was virtualy
signed that day (Strasser, 1940:178).

Astheconflict cametoahead, SA conspiratorscreated
a “hit list” of Army officers who were to be killed
(ibid.:218) and al leg edly selected Sandartenfuehrer Julius
Uhl to assassinate Hitler himself (ibid.:237). 1t may be,
however, that these allegations were invented as part of a
fall-back rationale for the purge. It is well known that
Himmler, Goering and Himmler's deputy, Reinhard
Heydrich, worked behind the scenes to limit Roehm’s
power; and it has been reported by some sources that they
generated rumors of a Roehm plot to drive a wedge
between Roehm and Hit ler. In any case, the Roehm Purge
wasnot moti vated by thehomosexual ity of itsvictims. The
great major ity of victimswerenothomosexuasat all. Otto
Strasser, a high Nazi functionary whose brother, Gregor,
was murdered that night, lists some of the casualties in
Hitler and I :

Klausener and severa other Catholic leaders were
executed, aswell as[Vice Chan cel lor] von Papen’s sec-
retaries. At Hirsch berg, in Sile sig, dl the Jews, all the
mem bers of the Stahl helm, and afew com mu nistswere
arrested...beaten with rifle butts...and eight people were
mur dered...[V]on Kahr, an old man of sixty three...was
taken from his bed, taken to Dachau, and tortured to
death...His crime had been his failure to support the
Munich putschin 1923. Baller staedt...who had beenin-



200 The Persecution of Homosexuals

strumental in Hitler's being
sentenced to three months im-
prison ment, wasmur dered by a
specia Killer sguad. [And]
death was the pendty paid by
Father Staempfle for having
edited Mein Kampf, and there-
fore being familiar with the
author’s weaknesses
(ibid.:200).

Gregor Strasser was mur-| |graprovidesuswithalongand
‘F’,irrzg during the Roehm | qetailed account of the power

strug glewhichled to the purge,
beginningwitharefutation of theideathatitrepresenteda
pol icy of exter mi nationof homosexualsby Hitler:

We shall find that, far from elimi natingthesex 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
greatest reluctance and after he had been relentlessly
pushed by out side forcesand cir cum stances. On June 14
and 15 Hitler was in Venice to see Mussolini. It soon
becamecommonknow! edgethat the Ger man Dictator and
hisentou rage had madean unfavor ableim pression upon
the Italians...Mussolini was never a stickler for puritan
moral ity, to say theleast, but therewasonevicewhichthe
Ital ianspar ticularly loathe; they call itil vi Ziotedesco, the
German vice. The conduct of some members in Hitler's
entourageat Venicedisgustedtheltal ians. Mussolini pro
tested againstthemoral char acter and politi cal unreli abil
ity of thelead ing per son nel inthe Nazi Storm Troopsand
warned Hit ler that hewould haveto sacri ficehisfavor ite
col leaguesif hewished to save hisown per sonal prestige
and that of hisre gime. Among those colleagues, Roehm,
HeinesandKarl Ernst were men tioned.

What chagrined [Hit ler] the most wasthat he knewMus-
solini had been prompted...by...[German] President
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Hindenberg...On June 21, Hitler went to Neudek, Hin -
denberg’ scountry seat...[He] wasliter ally dumbfounded
when con fronted on the steps of the Hindenbergfamily
home by Genera Blomberg and Goering, both in uni-
form. They informed himthat the Presi dent would not re-
ceivethe Chancel lor, and that if the heads of the SA were
not dismissed mar tial law would bedeclared, whereupon
Goering would take over civilian control as Chief of
Police, and Blomberg, as Minister of War, would take
over mili tary control.

Hit ler was till re cal ci trant and con ceived the idea of
ral ly ing the Storm Troopsaround him, asagesture of de-
fi ance against those gentle men of theright...But an event
oc curred...which led Hit ler to change his plan...He was
summoned to Krupp's headquarters and there was
received by Go er ing, and theheads of theK rupp firmand
other industridists...[T]hey delivered their ultimatum:
Either Hitler should get rid of his companions or the
Goering-Krupp-Blomberg combi nationwouldwithdraw
their support for the regime. Hitler accepted the alter-
native, but in his own way. He would double-cross
Roehm, but he would also double-cross his taskmasters
tothe Right. Hewould elimi nate afew of the ele ments
that had proved objection abletothe Right, but hewould
maintainthebulk of them. Besides, hewouldtakethe op-
portunity of thegen eral massacretoremovethoseagainst
whom he had a grievance -- General Strei cher,Genera
Bredlow, Gregor Strasser, etc.(Igra: 77f).

Lothar Machtan’s analysis, benefitting from an addr
tional fifty years of hindsight, addsan otherim por tant per-
spective on this critical event. His study emphasizes that
whilethe Ger man pow erswereforcing their will upon Hit-
ler, the Fuehrer wasconfrontedwithoneunescap abletruth:
the very men he must betray were the ones who held his
own dark est secretsintrust. Thesewereal ready hinting at
blackmail due to the increasing tensions in the party.
Machtan writes:
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Roehm was not only ac
guainted with the shady be-
ginningsof Hitler’ spolitical
career, hewasoneof thevery
few people who knew about
his homosexuality. It must
havebeen Hitler’ snight mare
that he would one day launch
a Ssmear cam-
paign....Roehm’s friend
Edmund Heines[once threat
ened in 1933] “Adolf hasn't
the dightest reason to open
his trap so wide -- one word
from me, and he'll shut up
for good”....As Hitler him-
self put it, he was faced with “acri sisthat could only too
easily have had truly devastating consequences for the
foreseeable future” His politica instinct for
self-preservation, if nothing else, compelledhimtoesca
late mat ters. At the same time, he was urged on by the
prospect of conceal inghisownhomosexual ity for ever by
theelimi nation of danger ouswit nesses(Machtan: 211f).

Edmund Heines was an especially dangerous threat if
for mer Freikorps sol dier Peter Mar tin Lampel isto be be-
lieved. In his unpublished memoirs Niemandes Knecht,
Lampel claimedto know “alot about Hitler’ shomo sex u al-
ity,” including specificknowl edgeof ali ai sonwithHeines
(ibid.:138). Roehm, too, was aleged to have been a sex
partner of Hitler, although these rumors were considered
“highly exaggerated” by one-time Hitler favorite Putzi
Hanfstaengl (ibid.:113).

Pushedtothewall, Hit ler chosethe Nietzschean path of
mer ci lessself-interest. Machtanwrites:

Hitler could defend himself only by goingto ex tremes, so
the few people who knew that he, too, was homosexua
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hadto beei ther mur dered or thor oughly intimi dated. This
is revealed by a closer look at the individual vic-
tims..Roehm, Ernst and Heines..Gregor Strasser...
Karl-Gunther Heimsoth and Paul Rohrbein...senior civil
servants privy to potentially explosive evidence about
Hitler, for instance, [Prussian Police officials] Erich
Klausener...and...Eugen von Kessel; Reichswehr Minis
ter..Kurt von Schleicher and his right hand man,
Ferdinand von Bredlow, theMunich policechief August
Schneid-huber, the ex-premier of Bavaria, Gustav Ritter
von Kahr....the attorneys of Roehm, Strasser, Ludecke
and other senior Nazis...the Munich journdist Fitz
Gerlich...and....Karl Zehnter [of the “gay” bar]
Bratwurstglockl.

It may readily beinferred fromthesefew ex am plesthat
the op er ation car ried out on and around June 30 was....a
carefully planned cam paign against peo plewho knew, or
were suspected of knowing, too much about Hitler
(Machtan: 216ff).

The Roehm Purge, then, was not a“moral” cleansing
of the Nazi ranks, but apoliti cal one. Equally it wasarea
lignment of power behind the German government which

Hermann Esser

was primarily forced upon
Hitler by powerful political
elements, whose support he
needed to maintain control.
Igra points out that not only
did the mgority of the SA
homosexuals survive the
purge, but that the massacre
was largely implementedby
homosexuals. He cites
Strasser that the “ Chief Kill-
ers of Munich [were] Wag-
ner, Esser, Maurice, Weber
and Buch.” These men
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“were al known to be sex
perverts...of one type or an-
other,” concludes Igra
(ibid.:80). Plant rec ordsthat
the larger campaign of as-
sassinations across Ger-
many was orchestrated by
Reinhard Heydrich, also a
homosexual (Plant:  56).
Igraad dressesHit ler’ sjusti-
fi cationfor the purge:

In his defense before the
Walter Buch Reichstag a week later Hit-

ler talked of “trai tors.” That
washisal ibi...In his speech to the Reichstag he ad mit ted
that one of themo tivesfor or der ing the massacrewasto
get rid of themoral per vertsin hisparty and that they were
trai torsbecausethey practicedhomosexual ism. Butunder
thedictator shipitwasnot possi blefor any onetoput Hitler

aquestion. No body asked himto ex plain how it wasthat,

if his purpose was to get rid of homosexuals, he really
didn’t rid him self of them but used them as the instru

ments of his own mur der lust and still re tained most of

them asmem bers of his per sonal entou rage, aswell asin
keypositions of the party organization and the govern

ment. Otto Strasser, in his book, The German St. Bar-
tholemew’s Night (which has not been published in

Eng lish), men tions six teen of these highly placed ho mo-

sexual istof fi cialswho sur vived themassacresof June30
and retained their posts (Igra:82).

Following the purge, Hitler received a telegram from
Hindenberg “expressing his ‘profoundly felt gratitude.’”
“*You have saved the German people from a grave peril,’
thePresi dentwired” (Fest, 1975:470). Likewise, “ Defense
Minister von Blomberg congratulated Hitler for the suc-
cessful com pletion of the ‘purge.’ (ibid.: 470). Thearmy,
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too, was pleased by Hit ler’smove. Only aweek af ter the
purgean 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 after the purge
(Galo:312).

Buy aprint copy of thisbook, in cluding pho tosand
graphics, at the book store,
www.abi di ngtruth.com/pfrc/showproducts.php.

Hitlerwith Ger manPresi dent Hindenberg. YadVashem

Af ter the Purge

Whileitiscer tainly truethat sev eral of the most promi-
nent homosexuals in the Nazi regime were killed on the
“Night of the Long Knives’ thefact of history isthat Adolf
Hitler did not purge hisregimeof ho mo sexu alsinthisinci-
dent or at any sub sequenttime. Onthecontrary,asimple
review of thehistoricrec ordrevealsthat Hit ler contin ued
not only tosur round himsalf withhomo sexuals, but toplace
theminkey po s tionsinthe Third Reich.

Judith Reisman notes that “Kazimierz Mocazarski, a
Polish resistance fighter, confirmed that homosexuals
‘remained party members...got promotions...were pro-
tected by thetop [Nazi] brass' and served onthebat tlefield
and in prisons’ (Reisman, 1994:3). Of the thirteen corps
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command ersof the SA, all known or suspected ho mo sexu
as, only seven were killed in the Roehm Purge (Gallo:16).
Therest, alongwith the prob ablethou sands, per hapstensof
thousands of homosexuals remaining in the SA, were
quickly reassigned by Hitler, who put the entire SA under
theauthor ity of HeinrichHimmler’'sSS. Many of these sa
distic, brutal men had beenuseful toHit ler sincethebegin
ning, and he made certain that their talents would remain
avail abletohim. Itislikely that someof these SA sur vi vors
were among the participants in Goebbels din-
ner-party-turned-orgy in 1936 (Grun berger:70).

Not all SA homosexualsremainedloyal toHitler, how-
ever. Sny der recordsthat at |east 155 SSlead erswerekilled
in late 1934 and 1935 by a group caled “Roehm’s
Avengers’ who “identified their unit on a dlip of paper
pinned to the body of each victim” (Snyder:298). These
assassinations help to explan why Himmler's “anti-
homosexual” policies were initially strictly enforced, but
later (after the Roehm loyalists had been arrested) were
much lessrigor ously ap plied.

Asidefromthe SA, Hit ler retained all of the sex ual de-
viants of his inner circle, including Goering, Streicher,
Frank, Maurice, Schaub, Wagner, Brueckner, Weber and
Karl Kaufman, gauleiter of Ham burg. Hesswastoremain
until 1941, when heleft (whether of hisown ac cord or asan
emissary of Hitlerisstill unknown) onhisill- fated* peace”
missionto England. Asanaside, thelossof Hessmust have
been very difficult for Hitler. As Ebermayer noted, Hess
“was for many years the Fuehrer’s [homosexual] partner,
especialy during their joint detention in Landsberg”
(Ebermayer in Machtan:232).

Hitler later openly rewarded some of these men with
topjobsinthegov ernment. Rector, for example, writesthat
“Hitler knew about [Wal ther] Funk, a ‘notorious homo
sex ual, when heap pointed him ReichMinister of Econom-
ics on February 5, 1938" (Rector: 63). SS



