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Chapter Ten

CLOSING THOUGHTS

The Danger of “Gay Rights”
Scott Lively

| am writing thiscon clusiontothethird edi tion onthe
same day that President Bill Clinton has called for “hate
crimes’ legislation based on “sexual orientation” (code
words for homosexuality). A few days ago, in an act un-
precedented in the history of the presidency, Mr. Clinton
aligned him self with theho mo sex ual causeat afund-raiser
for the Human Rights Campaign Fund, the “gay” move-
ment’ slargestpoliti cal actioncommittee. Knowingwhat it
costthispresi dentin1993toendorse” gaysinthemil i tary,”
| am wondering what “gay” |eaders might have promised
thepresi dentinex changefor thisnew endorsement. Or can
it be that public perception of the “gay” movement has
changed somuchthat theClintonadministration(notori ous
for its reliance on polls and “focus groups’) has decided
that it is now safe for the presi denttoidentify himself and
hisof ficewiththe"gay” politi cal agenda.

This question hasper sonal signif i cancefor me, sincel
was one of the few people to publicly challenge
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then-candidate Clinton on his sup port for “gay” issuesdur-
ing hisfirst run for presidential office. In response to my
questions during a live Town Hall television program (si-
mulcast from Seattle, Washington and Portland, Oregon),
Mr. Clinton said he was against promotinghomosexuality
asavalid, a ter nativelifestyletoyoungpeople. Atthattime
he aso affirmed the right of the Boy Scouts to exclude
“gay” scout lead ers.

| raisethisissueto contrast thebenign publicim ageof
“gays’ with the face of the “gay” move ment that we have
seen inthese pages. Thosewhose per cep tions of the“ gay”
move ment have been shaped pri mar ily by thepop ular me
diamay find Presi dent Clinton'spro-“gay” politi cal actions
appropriate, even laudable. Such people have been per-
suaded that “gays’ are soci ety'svictimsinneed of protec
tion. But the" gay” movement | haveseenandinvesti gated
is neither benign, nor are its mem bers“victims.” Itisvi-
cious, deceptiveandenor mously pow er ful. Itsphilosophy
isMachi avel liananditstacticsare(liter aly) Hitlerian.

What explains the dichotomy of perspectives on the
“gay” move ment? If any of the factsin this book are true,
then the image of the “gay” movement Bill Clinton and
other pro-“gay” opinion makers would like you to accept
cannotbetrue. Aretypi cal heterosex ual supportersof“ gay
rights’ simply unconcerned about theassoci ationof homo
sexuality with personal and societal dysfunction and vi o
lence? Or have these presumably well-intentioned people
been denied com pleteinfor mation?

| haveal waysbeen cautiousof theword conspir acy, yet
thisistheword which best describeshow the* gatekeep ers’
of American popular culture have helped to shape public
opinion on thisissue. The truth about homosexuality and
theNazi Party (in deed most infor mation that might reflect
negatively on the “gay” movement) appears to have been
deliberately suppressed. We know that so-called “gay
rights’ has become a virtual cause celebre among the
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self-styled cul tural elitesingov ern ment, academiaandthe
newsand en ter tain ment media. Over fifty yearsago Sam-
uel Igraalso ob served that homosexualism “had be comea
veritablecultamongtherul ingclasses’ in Ger many prior to
theriseof Hitler. | havecometobelievethat Americascul-
tural elitists, per ceivingthemselvestobethemoral ar bi ters
of our soci ety andthe protectorsof “gays,” have used their
power and their positions to protect and shield the “gay”
movement fromall unfavor ablepublicity. Morethanthis,
they have col luded to pro mote anim age of “gays’ as ster-
lingciti zens.

When | ini tially learned the truths set forth in this book,
| wasfirst astonished and thenan gered. Why hadthisinfor-
mation never surfaced during the many months in which
the Or egon cam paign to stop the“gay” agendawascontin-
ually being compared (in the local and national media) to
theNazi regime? Theinfor mationiscer tainly not hid den.
Any onewiththemost basicresearch skillscouldeasily find
many of the two hun dred-odd sourceswe have cited in this
book. Are we to believethat the hun dreds of trained jour-
nal ists, col legeprofessorsandpol i ti cianswho hel ped guide
the debate on that campaign (and many similar events)
failed to discover any of these sources? We must assume
that at | east someof theseprofession alsknew of thesefacts
but decided not to inform the public. At best thisrepre
sents an appalling level of arrogance (allowing that they
might havedisregarded thesefactsasnot credi ble— deny-
ing “common” people the right to make up their own
minds). Themoreplaus ble(and morefright ening) conclu-
sion is that the facts were withheld because of their likely
negativeim pactonthe“gay” movement.

“Gay” political power derives in large part from the
public perception that homosexuals are victims. As Kirk
and Pill so baldly ad mit ted in The Over hauling of Straight
America, “gays must be cast as victims in need of protec
tionsothat straightswill bein clined by reflex toassumethe
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roleof protector.” What would hap pentotheprotectivein
stinct of Amer i cansif they knew that many of theworst vil-
lains of the Third Reich were “gay”? How closely would
America scrutinize the “gay” agenda if “homoeroticism”
wererevealed asthevery foundationof Nazism?(And| be
lieve the move ment would not sur vive such scrutiny). The
ev i dence pointsto acon spir acy of si lence— anearly uni-
versal self-censorship by the same opinion-makers who
mock conspiracy theories and decry any form of censor
ship.

If thefactsin thisbook aretrue, and if it isalso true that
the" gatekeepers’ of our publicinformationaredeliberately
keepingthesefactsfrom us, canwehopeto ed u cate our fel-
low citizens before the “gay agenda’ plunges this nation
into so cial chaos? Theout comeisun cer tain. Surely, how-
ever, there have beentimesinthe past whentheinevitable
repetitions of history were derailed by a few warning
voices. Itisour hopethat the facts we have pre sented here
will penetrate the fog of media-sponsored misinformation
and“politi cal correctness.”

Havewe ex ag ger ated the ur gency of our task? | think
not. Thefutureof America, indeedof civili zationitself,de
pends upon the preservation of the natural family -- God’s
model for ef fectivehumanso ci ety andthetrainingground
for healthy humanrelation ships. Y et thegoal of the“ gay”
movementisthedeval uationof theJudeo-Christiansex ual
ethic (monogamous heterosexual family-centered mar-
riage) anditsre placementwitha“gay” af firming pagan al-
ternative.

The “gay” movement in America (as contrasted with
the German version) is different in style but not in sub-
stance. Itremainschar acteristi cally selfishandhedonistic,
but moreim por tantly it continuestobedefined by what itis
against: Judeo-Christian family-based soci ety. This" gay”
vi sionfor Amer icaisbest definedinawidely cir culated sa
tirical essay written by a homosexualist under the pseud-
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onym “Michael Swift” (probably to remind us of the
political satire of Jonathan Swift. Although the writer in-
tends to discredit this view of the homosexual agenda, its
very e o guence (inthe con text of our study) beliesthisat-
tempt. Echoing from the ancient Spar tan cul ture, fromthe
Teutons, from the Knights Templar, from the SA under
Ernst Roehm, and now from the American “gay rights’
movement comes this, our fina glimpse into the fascist
heart of homosexualism:

This essay is outre, mad ness, atragic, cruel fan tasy, an
eruptionof inner rage, on how theop pressed dream of be-
ingtheop pressor.

We shall sodomize your sons, em blemsof your feeble
masculinity, of your shal low dreamsand vul gar lies. We
shall seduce them in your schools [Project 10], in your
dormitories [forced homosexual roommates], in your
gymnasi ums, inyour locker rooms, inyour sportsarenas,
inyour semi naries,inyour youthgroups|[ Wandervoegel ,
Boy Scouts], in your movie theater bathrooms, in your
army bunk houses[“gaysinthemil i tary”], inyour truck
stops, inyour al-male clubs, in your houses of Con gress,
wher ever men are with men to gether. Y our sonswill be-
comeour minionsanddoour bidding. They will berecast
inour im age. They will cometo crave and adore us.

Women, you cry for your free dom. Y ou say you are no
lon ger sat isfied with men; they makeyou unhappy [rad -
ca feminism, lesbian separatist movement]. We, con-
noisseursof themasculineface, themasculinephy sique,
shall take your men from you then. We will amuse them;
we will em brace them when they weep. Women, you say
you wish to live with each other in stead of men. Then go
ahead and be with each other. We shall give your men
plea sures they have never known be cause we are fore-
most men too and only one man knows how to truly
please another man; only one man can understand with
depth and feel ing the mind and body of an other man.

Alllawsban ninghomo sex ual activity will berevoked
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[anti-discrimination or di nances, mi nor ity statusbased on
homosexuality].Instead, |legislationshal | bepassedwhich
en gen derslove between men [graphic “ pro-gay” sex and
AlDSeducation,mandatory“sensitivitytraining,”].

All honp sex uasmust standtogether asbrothers; we
must beunitedartisti cally, philosophi cally,socially, polit
ically and financialy [the multi-faceted and powerful
“gay rights” move ment]. Wewill tri umph only when we
presentacommonfacetothevi cioushet ero sex ual enemy
[suppression of internecine conflicts and other negative
information about homosexuals by the homosexualist
dominatedmedia).

If youdareto cry fag got, fairy, queer, at us, wewill stab
you in your cowardly hearts and defile your dead puny
bodies[“hate crimes,” speech codes, fines].

Weshall write po emsof thelovebetween men; weshall
stage plays in which man openly caresses man [the play
Bent and a mul ti tudeof others; theleshian counter partin
thetelevi sionshow, El len]; we will make films about the
lovebetween heroic menwhichwill replacethecheap, su-
perficial, sentimental, insipid, juvenile, heterosexua in-
fatuations presently dominating your cinema screens
[Hollywood promotion of homosexua “love-making”
and of the“gay rights’ agendainmov iesandtelevi sion].
We shall sculpt statues of beautiful young men, of bold
ath leteswhich will be placed in your parks, your squares,
your plazas [public funding of homosexual pornography
by theNational En dow ment for the Arts, National Public
Broadcasting Service]. The mu seumsof theworld will be
filled only with the paint ings of graceful, naked lads.

Our writ erswill makelove between menfashion able
and derigeur,andwewill suc ceed be causewearead ept at
setting styles[inventionof “ gay-speak” —“gay,” “homo-
phobia,” “diversity,” “ sex ual ori entation”]. Wewill elimk
natehet erosex ual li ai sonsthrough usageof thedevicesof
witandridi culewhichweareskilledinemploying.

Wewill un mask the pow er ful ho mo sex ua'swho mas
guerade as heterosexuals [outing]. Y ou will be shocked
and fright ened when you learn that your presidents and
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their sons, your industrialists, your sendors, your may -
ors, your generals, your athletes, your film stars, your
televisionpersonalities, your civic leaders, your priests
arenotthesafe, famil iar bour geois, het erosex ual figures
you assumed them to be. We are everywhere[a com-
monly used bumper-sticker]; we have infiltrated your
ranks[strategic* sur prise” announcementsby “conserva
tive” homosexuals, e.g. Mel White, former ghostwriter
for Christian lead ers]. Be care ful when you speak of ho-
mo sex ualshecausewearea waysamongyou; wemay be
sit ting across the desk from you; we may be sleeping in
the same bed with you.

Therewill benocom promises. Wearenot mid dleclass
weaklings. Highly intelligent, we are the natural aristo-
crats of the human race, and steely-minded aristocrats
never settle for less [Brand/Friedlander, Fuehrer princk
pl€]. Those who op pose uswill beex iled [the “Fems’].

Weshall raisevast, pri vatear mies, asMishimadid, to
de feat you [Rossbach and Roehm, Frederick the Great].
Weshall con quer theworld be causewar riorsin spired by
and banded together by ho mo sex ual loveand honor are
invincible as were the an cient Greek sol diers[Plato's
Banquet .

Thefamily unit — spawning ground of lies, betray als,
medi ocrity, hy pocrisy andvi olence—will beabol ished
[homosexual “ marriage” andadoption]. Thefamily unit,
which only dampens imagination and curbs free will,
must be eliminated [Plato's Republic]. Per fect boyswill
becon ceived and growninthegeneticlaboratory. They
will be bonded together incom munal setting, under the
control andinstruction of homosex ual savants[Spartal.

All churcheswho condemnuswill beclosed [at tackson
the Mcllhennys, St. Patrick’s Cathedral]. Our only gods
are hand some young men. We ad hereto acult of beauty,
moral and esthetic. All that isugly and vul gar and banal
will be annihilated [Kummerlings]. Since we are dien-
atedfrommiddle-classhet erosex ual conventions, weare
freetolive our livesac cordiing to the dic tates of the pure
imagination [ Nietzsche, Hitler]. For us too much is not
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enough.

Theex qui sitesoci ety toemergewill begov erned by an
elitecom prised of gay po ets[Adolf Brand, StefanGeorge,
Plato’s “philosopher-kings’]. One of the majorrequire
mentsfor apo s tion of power inthenew so ci ety will bein
dulgence in the Greek passion [pederasty]. Any man
contami natedwithheterosexual lustwill beautomati cally
barred from a position of influence[SA lead er ship]. All
maleswhoinsistonremainingstupidly het ero sex ual will
betried in homo sex ual courtsof justiceand will be come
invisi blemen.

We shall rewrite history [ Holocaust revisionism, ex-
trav agant claimsthat histori cal figures(likeLincoln) were
homosex ual], history filled and debased withyour het ero-
sex ual liesanddistor tions. Weshall por tray thehomo sex-
uality of great lead ersand think erswho have shaped the
world. Wewill demonstratethathomosex ual ity andintet
ligence and imagi nationareinextri cablylinked, andthat
homosexuality is a requirement for true nobility, true
beauty in a man [Hans Blueher].

Weshall bevictori ousbecausewearefilledwiththefe
ro ciousbit ter ness of the op pressed who have been forced
to play seem ingly bit parts in your dumb, heterosexua
showsthrough out the ages[vic tim-plunder strat egy]. We
tooarecapableof firing gunsand man ningthebar ri cades
of theul timaterev olution[ ACT-UP, Queer Nation, blood
terrorism].

Tremble, hetero swine, when we appear before you
with out our masks.

(By Mi chael Swift,“ Gay Revolutionary.” Reprintedfrom
TheCongressional Record . First printed in Gay Commu-

nity News, February 15-21, 1987).
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The Final Word
Kevin E. Abrams

“Thefoundation of any ‘human’ civi li zationisamoral and healthy
sex ual consti tution, every thing el seiswindow- dressing.”
TheJerusalemPost, May 21, 1996

Af ter welearn of therole“gays’ played inthe National
Socialist movement, the Nazi attitude towardshomosexu
ality may till seem contradictory and confusing, a riddlie
only partially solved. We may still won der, if so many of
theleading Naziswere“gay,” why they wouldtar gethomo
sexualsforincar cerationorexter mi nationastoday’ s“gay”
activists claim. How can today’s “gays,” who express so
little regardfor Bibli cal ethics, now por tray them selvesas
joint victims with the very Jews who suffered persecution
and vir tual ex ter mi nation at the hands of thelargely “ gay”
Nazis? How dotheof fi cial Nazi invectivesagainst homo-
sex ual ity reconcilewiththefact that “ gays’ held key po si-
tionsintheNazi gov ern ment through out itsdespoticreign,
inclusiveof theHolo caust. WeretheNazisthenvictimsof
their ownper secution?

And why are we so com pel lingly urged by the Left to
sanction“gay rights,” when, asthe wide spec trum of “gay”
andnon-“gay” sourceslistedinthisbook’ shibli ographyin
controvertibly show, Germany’s militant “gays’ were
largely responsible for propelling Hitler into the Chancel-
lor's office? And now, know ing the ex tent to which Ger-
man “gays’ contributed to the success of the Nazi
movement, how shouldweinter pretalooming*“gay” swas
tikaover America?
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Spiritual Truth

Jewish scholar Rabbi Samson Raphael Hirsch who
lived in the last century, is remembered for his most pro-
found and extensive treatise on Torah philosophy.
HOREB, meaning Sinai (the mountain where the original
Torahwasgiven by God and received by Mo ses), waswrit-
tenand published asaref utationtothe Jew ish pretensions
of the German Reform Religion, which, today, is at the
forefront of the movement to promote “gay rights’ in
America sJewishcommunity andwithinlsrael. Inoppos-
tion to both natural and Divine law, Reform has ordained
lesbians as “rabbis’ and sanctioned “gay” unions. “Gay”
Jewshaveal soim posed them selvesontheHolocaust,cyni-
cally andpragmati cally ex ploitingthedeathsof six mil lion
Jew ishmen, women and chil drenasadramatic met aphor to
por tray them selvesasvictims, asif Hitler hadtar geted Jew-
ish homosexuals primarily because they were “gay.” But
what of thetruth in history?

Fromanethi cal monotheisticper spective, Rabbi Hirsch
pointsout inthefol low ing ex cerpt from HOREB, how it is
the pri mary con cern and duty of each of usto guard thedig-
nity of our fel low man:

God, who created manto bejust, that isto say, to leaveand
give to all entitiesinall their relationsthat whichistheir
due, hasalso en dowed hismind with thefac ulty of mir ror-
ing the redlity of things in their various rdations so that
man may be able to perceive the entities and their rela
tions, and, on the strength of thisknowl edge, giveto them
what the teach ings of justicelay down astheir right.
Thisreproductionof real ity inthemindistruth. Truth
therefore, isaprecondi tion of justice; for only according
to the image of the things and their relations which ap-
pearsin man’ smind can man be haveto wardsthem; if this
imagebefase, hisbehav ior will bedif fer ent fromwhatis
duetothem: hebecomesunjust. Andthus, if nothing else,
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justiceitself -whichisour Di vinecall ing-will guar antee
that, as far as that calling of ours de mands, we shdl be
able to perceive the redlity of exter nal thingsfromtheir
reflectionwithinour selves.

God has knitted to gether the com mu nity of man with
thevi tal thread of love, and has or dained that man should
rely on his brother for the spiri tual good - namely, truth.
But he who, instead of truthfully expressing in words
what hehasex peri encedtoberea, communi catesafalse
imageof it to hisbrother, who ac ceptsit and baseshisbe-
havior onit - ei ther being un just to hisfel low-creatures
or, havingawrong conceptionof theirintentionstowards
him, being de stroyed by them - that man turnsinto acurse
that supremeblessing of the Creator; for hewho denies
truth to his brother, thus violating the high est duty to-
wards him which God hasim posed, calls down acurse -
hewho liescallsdown acurse. And asmaterial prop erty
isvalu able only as a means for alife devoted to judtice,
and the liar stedls the first condition of that justice -
namely, truth, and givesfalsehood in ex change, thusgiv-
ingbirthtoinjustice, theliariseven moredan ger ousthan
the thief.

Thethief takes only the means of life as such, whilethe
liar takesthoseof ajustlife, producing, inturn,injustice-
and misery. For just as God links the su preme good, jus-
tice, to truth, so does He do the same with regardtothe
minor good, happiness. For to appreciate the nature of
thingsyou rely on your know! edge of them; and if some-
body de ceivesyou about their true nature, herobsyou of
asup port or causes you to lean on asup port that isin se-
cure. And by stealing from another directly something
precious- truth- and soindi rectly themost pre ciousthing
-justice-theliar asokillshim self spiri tualy; for heex-
tinguishes in himself that Divine spark which aone
makes of ahim ahu man being created for theben efit of
his fellow-men (Hirsch:248ff). [And what of “gay
rights?’ Never haveso few taken so muchfromsomany.]
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Who were the Na zis?

Wemust rec og nizewhotheNaziswere. Ideologically,
the Naziswere prag matic, tech no cratic, tribal pagan util i-
tari ans. They viewed hu manlifewith adetached and cyni-
cal pragmatism. They exploited whomever and whatever
they could to achieve their political and military goals.
Typically, theNazisap proached suchissuesaseuthanasia,
homosexuality and abortion with a ruthless expedience.
Steril izationand abor tionwerepreferredfor any oneclass-
fiedinferior or defective (but never for healthy Ary ans).

Tothetech no cratic Nazi mind truth wasdic tated by the
necessity of themo ment (deal ingthusinliesthey brought a
curse upon them selvesand all they touched). “ Defectives’
were euthanized and inferiors sterilized, while it was a
crimefor Aryan maid ensto haveabor tions. Whilepri vately
tolerating and even promoting homosexuality, the Nazis
denounceditfrequently inpublicusingtrumped-up charges
of homosexual ity toar restandremovethosewhodisagreed
withHitler' smil i tary andpoliti cal goals. For mer neo-Nazi
Ingo Hassellbach, in his revealing 1996 book, Fuhrer-Ex,
confirmshow theutil i tar ian Nazi dou ble stan dard was ap-
pliedinother ar eas: “Op po s tionto abor tion had been one
of the consistent planks in the Nazi platform since the
Movement’ sbeginningsinthe 1920s, andfor asimplerea
son: abor tionwasracemur der. Whileper missi ble, evende
sir able, among the col ored women and Jews of the world,
among Ary ansit wastheul ti matesin” (Hasselbach:111).

The Nazi version of racia eugenics evolved into the
key politi cal and mil i tary plat form of theNazi Party, which
en abled theNazisto por tray the Jew ish peo pleasadefec
tiveandinferior class, alongwiththephysi cally deformed
and other non-productive members of German society. In
effect, however, the Nazis simply pro jected their own de-
prav i tiesupontheJew ishpeople, demonizedanddehuman
ized them, and then used them as scapegoats as they
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them selvespro ceeded to plun der theworld. Nazi racial the
oriesserved asapretexttojustify theelimi nation of apeo-
ple whose deeper “offense” was its commitment to an
unyieldingmoral standard.

As Pro fes sor Giora Shoham ex plainsin hisbook, Val-
halla, Cal vary & Auschwitz, theNazis, liketoday’s“gays,”
“longed to shed the normative constraints of
Judaeo-Christianlaw and mor alsand toreturnto theamoral
irresponsibility of their paganism. They re sented the Jews,
who symbolized to them the imposition of restraints on
their hedonisticpaganism....Whenthissenseof law andjus
tice is rejected, the tribal chieftain, [and homoerotic war-
rior] reigns supreme. Thus, the separant power of Odin
knew no limits; consequently, the omnipotence of Adolf
Hitler, der Fuehrer, rec og nized no bound aries of law, mo-
ral ity or mercy” (Shoham:27).

Increasingly, as they emerge from the closet, today’s
“gays’ dobear astrikingresemblancetoyester day’ sNazis.

Left-Right Polarities

To un der stand the pagan mind in this con text we must
rec og nizethetruth aboutleft-rightpolaritiesinthepoliti cal
sphere. With minor discrepancies, all left-wing ideology
can be identified as “regressive,” andright-wingideol ogy
as“progressive.” Left-wing regressivesincitemutual plun
der, encour agedependency andpragmati cally aspiretothe
low estcommondenomi nator. Genuineright-wingprogres
siveconser vativesencour agecreativity, inspiremutual af-
firmation, trust and human productivity. By nature, all
socia ismfallsontheregressiveside,inthat“social ism,” is
simplyapoliti cal ideol ogy whichof tenlacksatruesenseof
social justice. Evil disguisesit self asvir tue(e.g., thegoal of
racial purity) becauseit hasnolifeof itsown (whichiswhy
sad bond agewishesto beknownas“gay liber ation.”)

Generdly, ad her entsof the Left fail to dowhat isnec-
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essary to guard the dignity of their fellow man. A
left-leaning historian, forinstance, wouldfatal isti cally ar-
gue that “history” repeats itself, while a conservative like
Voltaire could observe correctly how it is instead “man
who always repeats himself.” No wonder |eft-regressives
cannotlearnfromhistory. If history just “ hap pens’ thenlit
tlecan belearned fromit or doneto prevent it from hap pen
ingagain. Basing one sdeci sionsonarevised, cor rupted or
inverted version of history, however, is another matter.
Someof man’ sworst fol liesarecommit ted becauseof er ro-
neousor fal si fiedinfor mation.

Intry ingtounder stand theNazi phenomenonweof ten
ask ourselves how a gang of murdering thugs could have
seized power in such a civilized nation? The truth is that
Germany during the Weimar period was one of the most
uncivilizednations in the world. Hitler himself referred to
Berlin as the whore of Babylon. We consistently err in
judgingtheadvancement of humancivi li zationsontheba
sisof art andtech nol ogy. TheNazislovedclassi cal music,
and they were astute intheuse of sci ence and tech nol ogy.
The question we must ask about every society is, to what
end is human culture is employed? For left-wing
regressives, culture serves destruction and death. For
right-wing progressives, cul turefo cusesuponlife.

A positiveandutil i tarianatti tudetowardhomosex uak
ity, euthanasiaand abor tion would therefore (then asnow)
be a left-wing regressive orientation, and a typical Nazi
profile (with very specific contradictions and qualifica
tions). It bearsre peat ing that the Naziswerefirst and fore-
most technocratic, utilitarian pragmatists who believed in
thesur vival of thefit test and the so ci etal goalsof physi cal
beauty andracial per fection, Ary ansbeingthe“fittest” and
most per fected, and Jewstheleast “fit” and least per fect. In
truth, racial char acteristicsareirrel evant. Onlythemoral ity
of aindi viduasandnationscandeter minewhether they are
civilizedor bar bari ans-- buildersor plunderers.



THE PINK SWASTIKA 355

How do homosexuals fit into this picture? Although
Nazi rhetoriclistedhomosex ualsamongtheunfit,theNazis
never targeted homosexuals for destruction. To the con-
trary, unless the homosexual in question was Jewish, or a
politi cal enemy,theNazi or gani zationwasof tenprotective
of homosexuals. Originaly, the SS was founded for pre-
cisely the purpose of protecting Viennese homosexuals.
The Nazis actually attempted to cure homosexuals at the
Goering Insti tute, al beitin many wayswhich provedfutile.
(forcing agen der-weak fright ened maleto sleep with afe-
male prostitute proved ineffective). “Gay” rights activists
often take Nazi propaganda against homosexuals and re-
gur gi tateitashistori cal truth. Nazi and“ gay” historical re
visionism, with their inversion of history and civilized
val ues, areone. Intoday’ s" gay” victimstrat egy, the per pe
tratorisposingasthevictim.

Fifth Columns

Intheir quest for power, Nazi homo sex uaswerenodif-
fer entfrom today’s“gays.” Then, asnow, thestrat egy was
oneof deception, infil trationand subver sion. Our study of
“gay” history reveals how Nazi “gays,” both historically
andtoday, act assubver sivefifth col umnsintheir host com
munities, preparing the way for “gay” Nazi power while
overtly and covertly spreadinganti-“gay” propagandainan
attempt to veil their own goals. The Pink Swastika docu
ments how top French and British Nazis were “gays’ and
that Amer i can Nazi Frank Collin, who led the 1977 march
on Skokie Illinois, was a “gay” pederast. So what of
so-caled’liberty?”

Theideaof liberty heldby modernliber alsisquitenew.
Accordingtothem,liberty connotesaradi cal individualism
that rejectsall so cial normsandinsti tutionswhichtheindi-
vid ual hasnot agreedto. Sub scriberstothisideadefendthe
right of Nazis(who them selvesde spisetheideaof rights) to
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march through Skokie, Illinois, but not the right of
Skokiansandtheir el ected|ead ersto maintain or der and de-
fend the dignity of the principles and customs they hold
most dear. Likewise, they sup porttheright of homosexuals
and atheiststoin vade and de stroy the Boy Scouts.

InNazi history, failedfifthcol umnseditionactivitiesin
tar get nationsarerecordedintheOctober 12,1937 The New
York Timesin boldheadlinesreading, “ CzechNazi Of fi cial
Is Seized by Police.” The Prague dispatch quoted in the
Timesreports*amajor politi cal sensation caused by thear-
rest, underthecriminal code* deal ingwithhomosexual ity,’
of HansRutha, ahigh of fi cial inthecountry’ scam ouflaged
Nazi Party.” Andfrom October 17, 1937, fur ther head lines
read, “14 members of Czech Nazi Party Held for Morals
Offences,” identifying Rutha, as the “‘right hand man’ of
the Nazi Party Chief,” i.e., as “gay” Ernst Roehm was to
Hitler. On December 3, headlines report, “Members of
Y outh Organization Face Homosexual Charges.” And on
December 10, 1937, aTimes story from Prague an nounces
that “fourteen Czechs, all the accused, had received ‘sus-
pended sentences after trial on homosexual charges’ (J.
Katz:553f).

Despite such random clues, the world of that day was
duped. Left-regressive, self-identified lesbian, Gertrude
Stein, felt that Hit ler should haverecelved the No bel Peace
prize in 1937. Apparently, Britain's Prime Minister,
Neville Chamber lain, alsothought Hit ler could bebribed to
honor peace with the September 30, 1938 Munich agree-
ment. His pay ment wasCzecho slovakia, but “peaceinour
time” only cleared the way for Hitler’ sinvasionof Poland
on September 1, 1939. History shows that militant “gay”
ef fortsof ten producearesult that isany thing but peaceful.
Further, while individual “gays’ may “come out of the
closet” for var i ousreasons, their agendaand thetruth about
the depth of their infiltration of powerful institutions,
remanshid den. WecanalsolearnfromtheNazis victims
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that bribery never satisfiesextortionists. They a wayscome
back for more, which is why (in our day) demands for
“rights” havenoend. Each capitulationof Americansoci-
ety to “gay” demands draws increasing demands, which
will continueuntil they destroy thein sti tutionswhich sup-
portsoci ety,includingthehomosex ual sthemselves.

The age of AIDShaslaunched “gay” activismintofull
gear. Asthelib eral dogmawould haveit, no oneisre spon-
sibleforAIDS; it just hap pens. Taking itscuefrom no-fault
di vorceand no-faultin sur ance, theL eft hasa so created the
concept of no-faultutil i tariansex. Britishoccultistand Sa
tanist, Aleister Crowley sums it up: “do what thou wilt,
shall be the whole of the law.” But “do what thou wilt” isno
law at al!' Crowley’s maxim isin reality a negationof all
natural and spiritual law; it only promotes chaos and a
left-wing regressive descent into oblivion and
non-existence. His maxim re flects acom plete lack of con-
cernandrespect for thedig nity of hisfel low manandacon-
tempt for life.

“Gay” Sedition

“Gay” dtrategists choose to employ the biological
model of homosexuality for the dual purpose of denying
choice and escaping responsibility. In calling for research
into aso-called “gay“ gene, their pur pose was never to cure
or rectify, but tojustify ho mo erotic con duct and theho mo-
sexual identity. “Gays’ correctly reason that if sexual be-
haviorisachoice, it car rieswithit bothresponsi bil ity and
accountability. Theirinsistencethathomosexual ityis*not
a choice” functions to bring ever more recruits into the
“gay” fold and keep them there by discour aging themfrom
seeking change. For many of today’s young men, their
abil ity to choose hasbeen hi jacked by aso phisti cated pro-
gram of psychosexual sedition and manipulation, largely
sustained by the so cial weak nessesof our time.
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Tolimittheani matingsourcefor humanbehaviortothe
brain and animal instinct (as many of today’s behavioral
sci entistsdo) isboth reductionist and left-wing regressive.
Humanmotivesandactionsare, toasignif i cant ex tent, de
ter mined by the vastly greater non-physical as pects of hu-
manexistence. Incli nationsarenon-physical,andbehavior
causesphysi cal change. (Planting theseed of humanlifein
the pas sage de signed for the ex pul sion of waste not only
causesdisease, but also ex ertsade structiveforce upon the
indi vid ual soul and onthevalueof al humanlife).

"Gays’ have forgotten that responsibility for personal
conduct goes hand-in-hand with our persona dignity and
authority. Realigtically, we can never dignify something
which is profoundly undignified, no matter how hard we
striveto.  This brings us to another seditious element of
“gay” cul ture, por nography. Dr. Ju dith Reisman, co-author
of Kinsey Sex & Fraud and Founder of the Washington
based Insti tutefor MediaEdu cation, isanex pertontheim-
pact of pornography on society. During a lengthy private
conversation, Dr. Reisman asserted that “al pornography
promotes homosexuality.” | have pondered her comment
many times since then, and have come to see its cor rect
ness. In her 1994 anaysis, Kinsey, Hefner & Hay, The In-
doctri nation of Heterophobiain Amer i can Men & Women,
Dr. Reismanex plains;

Pragmatically, Playboy (that is, all pornography) mant
fests a blatanthomosexual ethos. Its heterophaobiais sus-
tained by an utilitarian analysis of Playboy images and
philosophy. It isnot too much to say, that just astheim ag-
ery of stained glasswindowsand holy cardsonceini ti ated,
instructed andindoctri nated potential ad her entsinarelr
giousfaith, thedi dacticimagesin “soft” and “hard” por-
nography s$milarly initiate, instruct and indoctrinate
potential believ ersinthetenantsof itsreli gion, itshomo-
sexua moral ity. HughHefner took great painsto write his
own bi ble; hecalled it the® Playboy Philosophy.” Andon
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this note, it is well accepted that “Alfred Kinsey...gave
Hefner the research base for the *Playboy Philoso-
phy.”...In fact Kinsey can properly be identified along
with hissup port ersand co-workers, asthe one most re-
sponsi blefor justi fy ingthekind of behaviorwhichledto
AIDS, and morethanHarry Hay, thereal father of Amer i-
can’ shomoeroticrevolution (Reisman, 1994:7f). [In re-
dity, pornography expresses a vicious hatred and
con tempt for thedig nity of dl meninthat it treatsmen as
nothing morethan anap pend agetobemanipulated by the
twistingandex ploi tationof femalesex uality.]

Sons of Oedipus

Clinical research concludes that the target of human
sexual affections is not predetermined at birth, but condi
tionedby acombi nationof envi ronmental andsociologi cal
factors. It would be helpful to turn back to the “Oedipus
com plex,” to present apsychosexual model for theroots of
homoerotic attraction. [Oedipus was the legendary figure
who killed hisfather and mar ried his mother.]

Al though* gay” researchmocksandrejectsthevalidity
of this Freudian construct, the idea offers helpful insight
into the complex structure and development of the
homosexualities. The classic Oedipuscom plex may bede
fined asalust-hate de meanor to wards the mother and an ir-
reconcilable combination of longing and contempt for the
father. Inthewordsof Dr. Jo seph Nicolos,

Homosexual ityisadevel opmental problemthatisal most
a waystheresult of problemsinfamilyrelations, particu-
larly between father and son. Asaresult of fail urewith
father, the boy does not fully internalize mae gen-
der-identity, and develops homosexuality. This is the
most commonly seenclini cal model (Nicolosi, 1991:25).
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Analyst Peter Loewenberg in The Nazi Revolution,
Hitler’ sDictator shipandtheGer manNation, writes, “Boys
who become homosexuals are often those who were |eft
alonewiththeir moth ersand formed an in tense at tach ment
to them that was unmediated by the father’s presenceand
protection.”

The regressive promotion of an androgynous culture
advances an equality in which gender distinctions, roles
andidentity areblurred andinverted. Thisleadsto alossof
healthy self-identity. Par adox i cally, thefreedom of choice
beingof feredbyliberal |eft-regressivesocial theoriststoto
day’ syouth destroysachild’ sabil ity tochoose. Inasimi lar
vein, radical feminism actually destroys femininity while
emasculating males, and social ismdestroyssocial justice.
By robbing our children of their ability to conduct them-
selvesmor ally, today’ sleft-wing regressivesaregrooming
anew gener ationof potential Nazis.

Today, whilechronichomoeroticbehaviorislimitedto
asmall per cent age of thepop ulation, itsroots (e ther defi-
cienciesinpsy chicgender patterning, or devi anceini ti ated
by adult-child sexual abuse) may be more widespread.
Clini cal studiesreveal that thesex ual ization of asearchfor
masculinity isthegenesisof homoeroticattraction. Itfol-
lowsthat the cur rent gen er ation of father lessyouth may be
prime candidates for homosexual recruitment. And the
sameamoral think ingwhich al lowsthemto consider homo
sexuality as a“normal” op tion may aso make them dan-
ger ously suscepti bletothenextHitler. Itisnoacci dent that
Hit ler and his cro nies cameto power on the backs of emas-
cu lated Ger man maleyouth.

Akhtar’s Meta phor -- A New Beginning

A pri mary goal of any peoplestrivingtomaintainaciv-
i lized human so ci ety must beto pre pareour chil drentobe
comereli ableandloyal husbandsand wivesand com petent
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fathersand moth ers. Thereisnothingintheworld ayoung
man wishes to do more than to be able to love, ad mire and
respect hisfather. Thisvi sioncanonly befullyreal izedin
thecontext of ahealthy nat ural family.

Therearetwo pri mary obli gationswhichthepar ent has
toward his children: to instill in them a moral and healthy
sex ual consti tutionandto en surethey areequippedwithan
honest andproductiveway of providingforthemselvesand
their fami lies. Thesetwo per sonal assetsen ableany per son
tolivelifeasadigni fiedhumanbeing. Thepar ents obli ga
tion, therefore, isto guard thedig nity of their chil dren. Con
versely, the Biblical injunction contained within the
prin ci pleof thefamily isfor the chil dren to guard the dig-
nity of their par ents. If we kept thisin mind, many fami lies
could bereunited and di vi sionsresolved. Our chal lengeis
torepair Amer ica ssoul beforethebody per ishes.

Dr. Salman Akhtar’ s book, BrokenStructures, of fersa
met aphor for heal ingthebroken per sonwhichisalsoappli-
cabletothemending of anation. Teaching acourseon char-
acter pathol ogy toaclassof clini cal psy chol ogyinterns, Dr.
Akhtar was asked if a severely disturbed client could ever
beso com pletely healed by psy chother apy that hewould be
indistinguishable from a person who had aways been
well-adjusted. From the book Broken Structures in which
Dr. Akhtar tells“ The Par able of Two Flower Vases,” | will
con cludewith hiswords:

| thought for a moment. Then, prompted by an inner
voice, | spontaneously came up with the following an-
swer. Well, let us sup pose that there are two flower vases
made of fine china. Both are intricately carved and of
comparable vaue, eegance, and beauty. Then a wind
blows and one of them fallsfromits stand, and is bro ken
into pieces. Anex pert fromadistant land iscalled. Pains-
tak ingly, step by step, the ex pert gluesthe piecesback to-
gether. Soon the broken vase is in tact again, can hold
water with out leak ing, isun blem ished to all who seeit.
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Y et thisvaseisnow dif fer ent fromthe other one. Thelines
alongwhichithadbroken, asubtlereminder of yester day,
will aways remain discernible to an experienced eye.
However, it will have a certain wisdom since it knows
some thing that the vase that has never been bro ken does
not: it knowswhat it isto break and what it isto come to-
gether .

Kevin E. Abrams
November 14,1997



