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Lieutenant-General  Albert
Foerster, the homosexual
who is mentioned in Langer
asapossi blesex ual part ner of
Hitler (Langer:178), and
whose *“black record of
atrocities against the Poles’
earned him a death sentence
in later war trials, was ap-
pointed Reich Regent of the
Danzig Free Statejust prior to
World War Il (Wistrich:178).
And Graf von Helldorf, one
of Rossbach’ sorigi nal homo
sexual Brownshirts (Strasser,
1940:26), was appointed by

Hitler’s per sonal fi nan cial ad v
sor Walther Funk

Hitler tothepost of policepresi dent of Ber linin 1935 (Sny-

der:145).

Ashe had turned on Ernst Roehm, sev eral of theho mo-
sexuas in his inner circle eventualy turned on Hitler
himself. Johansson and Percy write,

One gay scholar, Ri card Dey, for years has with oth ers
col lected datacom put er ized intowhat he dubsthe En cy-
clopedia Homophilica. Recentpublicity about Deputy
Fuehrer RudolfHess shomosexud ity hasled himto con
clude that the tragically unsuccessful plot to assassinate
Hitlerin1944 car ried out by Colonel Count von Stauf fen
bergwasmaster minded by Ad mi ral Canarisand backed
by a networkof other conspirators, likethem, rightestho

mosexual s(em phasisours. Jo hanssonand Percy:285).

Discretionwould bethewatchword for Nazi ho mo sex-
uasaf ter 1934, how ever. Inlight of its pub lic stancefol-
low ing theRoehm purge, the Party could no lon ger pro tect
flagrant homosexuals in leadership positions. A case in
point is mentioned by Oosterhuis. He writes that “[i]n
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1937, a top leader of the Nazi movement of the Sudeten
Ger mansinCzechoslovakiawasar restedforahomosex ual
offense, once again embroiling the party in a scandal that
resembled the Roehm affair” (Oosterhuis:.243). In re-
sponse to this incident, newspaper reporter Walther Bartz
(undoubtedly at great personal risk) wrote a series of arti-
clesin Die neue Weltbuehne on “the homosexua roots of
Nazism” (ibid..243).

Oneaddi tional inci dent must bementioned herewhich,
asidefromex posinghomosex ualsinthepost-Roehm party,
hasgreat histori cal signifi canceinitsownright: theassass-
nation of Austrian Chancel lor Englebert Dollfuss, July 25,
1934. Dollfussop posed Anschluss (the Nazi plan to an nex
Austria) and Adolf Hit ler per sonally. Igrawrites,

A few days after the murder of Dr. Dollfuss in Vienna
(July 25, 1934) thesemi- official Ital iannewspaper, |l Po-
polo di Roma , pub lished the com ment:

Peder astsand assassinsrulein Berlin.

By inti mat ing that theauthorsof the Vi ennacrimewere
di rectly associ atedwiththe' pederastsand assassins' who
ruledinBer lin, Mussolini'spaper madeagraveaccusation
against the Ger man gov ern ment at atime when friendly
relationsex isted between thetwo countries. Under or di
nary circumstances the publication of such a statement
would have given rise to a diplomatic pro test and de-
manded an explanation. Yet, as far as is known, Hitler
madeno such protest. Moreover, Mussolini backed up his
accusationby orderingthe mobi li zationof Ital iantroops
onthe Austro- Italianfrontier, asagestureagainst Hit ler's
designson Austria. But Hit ler made no counter- move.

Theex planationof Hitler'ssi lenceandinactivity inthe
face of the Ital ian chal lenge may be, and prabably is, that
he was cowed by Musso lini'sblack mail. Mussolini knew
that the mur der of the Austrian Chan cel lor had been or-
dered by Hitler and that this was not done from political
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motivesex clusively. Heknew
that personal revenge against
Doll fusswasthechief motive
work inginthedark re cessesof
Hitler's mind. For Dollfuss
had comeinto possessionof an
authenticaffidavit which con-
nected Hit ler di rectly with the
moral scandals | have spoken
of....he had certified copies of
the affidavit made and en-
trustedtothediplomaticrepre
sentatives _Of ) [several] AustrianChancellor
governments in Vienna. That Englebert Dollfuss
isthe ac count which has been
given me, and | have every reasonto believeit to be at

least substantially true. Among others Dr. Hermann

Rausch ning as sured methat he had seen acopy of sucha

document, which was in the hands of a foreign govern

ment. Itdeclaredthat Hitler had beenamaleprosti tutein
Vienna at the time of his sojourn there, from 1907 to

1912, and that he practiced the same calling in Munich

from 1912 to 1914 Mussolini abvi ously knew of theex-

istence of this docu ment, and had acopy of it at hisdis-

posal when he charged Hit ler with ped er asty and mur der

at one and the sametime (Igra: 66f).

Igra goes on to relate that the “leader of the gang who
mur dered Dr. Dollfussand who actu ally fired the shotsinto
theChancel lor’ sbody wasacer taincrimi nal named [ Otto]
Planettawho was also awell-known sex per vert” (ibid.:78).
Hitler failed to take control of Austria at this time. That
would oc cur in 1938 when Hit ler forced theresig nation of
Dollfuss successor, Kurt von Schuschnigg in favor of
Artur Seyss-Inquart (leader of the AustrianNazisandalsoa
homosex ual --ibid.:86, Snyder:8).

A few ad di tional wordsarein or der about the ex tent to
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whichHitler’ sper sonal fear of disclosuredictated Nazi pol-
icy about homosex ual ity af ter thepurge. Machtanwrites:

Theviolentim posi tion of a“ state of emer gency” wasin
tended to enable the authorities to gain possession, at a
stroke, of documentsconsidereddanger ousby Hitler...His
princi plemotivefortakingactionagainst“ Roehmandas
soci ates’ wasfear of ex po sureand black mail. What ad d-
tionally confirmsthisisthat themountainsof confiscated

doc umentswerenot to beusedintri alsof any kind....Only
six months af ter the Roehm mur ders, the so-called M ali-

cious Practices Act came into force. This act penalized
any remark that might “ seri ously prej udicethewel fareof
the Reich”....most of the remarks...related to Hitler him
self andhishomosexuality....from 1943, remarkstotheet
fect that the “Fuehrer” was homosexualy inclined were
punish ableby death (Machtan:220ff).

It isin this context that we must examine Hitler's in-
struction to Himmler to clamp down on homosexuality in
the nation: “Hewanted to get such agrip onthe“prob lem”
of homosexuality that it could never again present a threat
tohispo s tion of power” (ibid.:225). For thisreason here-
quired a system of complete control over the homosexual
com mu nity. Thefact that hegained such control and did not
use it beyond what was necessary to protect himself (and
punishhisenemies)istestamenttohiscontinuedsympathy
for hisfel low “gays.” Indeed, therewasreally never acam
paigntoelimi natehomosexuality fromGer mansoci ety, de
spiteNazi rhet orictothecontrary.

Heinrich Himmler and the SS

Heinrich Himmerisanex tremely im por tantfigurein
Nazi history. Hejoined the Nazisin the early years of the
party and “par tici pated inthe MunichBeer- Hall Putsch of
November 1923 as a standard-bearer at the side of Ernst
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Rector'sbook cover bears aquotation from Himmlerthat “ho mo sex u
alsmustbe eliminated” butthe au thor failsto dis tin guish rhetoricfrom
realityinNazipolicies.

Roehm” (Wistrich:138). After holding a number of mid-
level po si tionsin the party hewas ap pointed “ head of Hit-
ler's persona bodyguard, the black-shirted Schulzstaffel
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(SS), at that time a small body of 200 men” (ibid.:138).
Over the next dozen yearsHimmler’ s* astonishingcapacity
for work and irrepressible power-lust showed itself in his
accumulationof of fi cial posts” (ibid.:138), eventually win
ning himthemaost pow er ful posi tioninthe Third Reichun-
der Hitler him self.

The role of Himmler is also critically important to the
assertionsof homosexual revisionists. “HeinrichHimmler,
Reichsfue hrer SS and head of the Ge stapo,” writes Steak-
ley, “richly deserves a reputation as the most fanatically
anti-homosexual member of the Nazi leadership” (Steak-
ley:111). Indeed, if one were to acceptHimmler’ spublic
pronouncements against homosexuality at face value, he
would cer tainly deservethisdistinction. Forexample,ina
speech in which he commemorated the Roehm Purge, he
said:

Two years ago...when it becamenecessary, we did not
hesi tate to strike this plague with death, even within our
ownranks...inour judg ment of homo sexual ity —asymp-
tom of degeneracy which could de stroy our race — we
mustreturntotheguidingNor dicprinci ple: extermination
of degenerates’ (ibid.: 111f).

However, as we have demonstrated, homosexuality
was not the rea son for theRoehm Purge. And if welook at
other evidence we find that Himmler’s practice regarding
homo sex uaswasfar dif fer ent than hisrhet oricwouldim-
ply. Grau notes in HiddenHolocaust? that

Inthesespec ulationsabout asup posed“fi nal solution” to
theprablemof homosex ua ity, thereisclearly afail ureto
differentiate what was said in Nazi programmes from
what was actually carriedout. If Himmler’ seradi cation
rhet oricisthought toreflect thefateof indi vid ual homo-

sex uals, thenobvi ously theNazi’ spol icy will beseenasa
drive to exterminate them all in the literd sense of the
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term. But thingsap pear in adif fer ent light oncewe dis-
tinguishbetweenanti-homosexual propagandafor public
consumptionandthereal ity ontheground....what hehad
in his sights was the homosexual type. (Grau:6,emphasis

ours).

What theNazisconsideredthe”homo sex ual type” was
theef femi natehomosex ual malewhoshowednointer estin
sex ual relationswithwomen. Let usrecall theFriedlander
distinction between “Butches” and “Fems.” Remember
that Friedlander, together withthemasculinehomosexuals
of the Community of the Elite, referred to effeminate ho-
mosexuals as “degenerates.” Clearly, in his speech,
Himmler rhetori cally lumpedthemasculineRoehmwithall
homosexuals, but it is probable that the distinction would
havebeenlost onthispar ticular au di enceany way.

Himmler's opposition to homosexuality was directly
propor tionatetotheat ti tudesof homosex ualsaboutprocre
ation. For him, the individual’s highest duty to the state
wastheim prove ment of the race through proper breed ing.

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

Just as women in Nazi Germany were valued primarily for procre
ation, the fate of male ho mo sex u als in Nazi cus tody hinged primar ily
on their will ing ness to re join the breed ing pool.
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Himmler wasob sessed with creat ingaraceof “ super men.”
But in his view, some of the most perfect specimens of
Aryan man hood were being lost to thisef fort dueto ho mo-
sex uadl ity. Himmler felt this“loss” morekeenly inlight of
the fact that Germany had lost two million men in World
War |. Healso believedthereweretwo mil lionhomo sex u-
als in the population. “This meant,” write Burleigh and
Wippermann, “that Germany’s ‘sexua bal ance sheet’ had
goneintodef i cit because four mil lionmen capableof sex’
had either died or had ‘renounced their duty to procreate
on account of their sexual proclivities’ (Burleigh and
Wipperman:192).

Himmler's solution to this problem was, logically
enough, not theex ter mi nation of thedelinquent males. In-
stead he placed great hope in the use of medical “treat-
ments’ to reclam homosexuals for the race. One
experimentinvolved implanting arti fi cial glandsinho mo-
sexual subjects to introduce additional male hormones to
the body. Other ef fortspairedhomosex ual prisonerswith
female prostitutes (ibid.:195f). While the idea of forced
medi cal ex peri mentsisabhor rent, thefactthatHimmler in-
vested time and resources in such projects shows that he
hadavery dif fer ent view of homo sex uasthan of other pris
oners, even of those effeminate homosexuals who were
held in such contempt by the Nazi “Butches.” Himmler
wasdeter minedtorehabil i taterather thandisposeof them.

Was Himmler a Homosexual?

Himmler may him self havebeenahomo sex ual. Film
maker Walter Frenz, who worked closely with the Nazi
elite(includingastintasHitler’ spri vatefilmmak er), isre
ported to have traveled to the Eastern front with Himmler
“whosepederasticproclivitieshecapturedonfilm” (Wash-
ington City Paper, April 4, 1995). We also know that
Gauleiter Helmut Bruckner of Silesia, upon being de-
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Roehm and Himmler.

nounced as a homosexual by a Himmler underling in the
month af ter the Roehm Purge, sent aveiled black mail threat

via Hess and Goering to expose Himmler’s alleged homo

sex ual ten den cies (Machtan: 226).
Himmler began his Nazi career as an aide to Ernst

Roehm, a fact which clearly refutes the idea that he was a
priggish anti-homosexual zealot. On the contrary,
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Himmler's service to Roehm was not performed grudg-
ingly. Himmler vol untarily wrotehisown oath of oy aty to
Roehm and repeated it ceremoniously each year in
Roehm’ spresence. Gallorecordsapor tion of alet ter writ-
tento Roehm by Himmler: “ Asasol dier and afriend, | wish
you al you could desire in obedience and loyalty. It has
been and always will be my greatest pride to be counted
among your most faithful fol low ers’ (Gall0:57). For many
years Himmler had been pleased to serve the most brazen
and out spokenhomo sex ual intheNazi Party.

It must be noted that even though Himmler helped to or-
chestratethe Roehm purge, theho mo erotic com po nentsof
his personality had not substantially changed. Herman
Glaser, in TheCul tural Rootsof Nationa Social ism, writes,

[Even after]...the murder of Roehm and the leading SA
per sonalities...inacertainsensethesodomiteromanti cism
continuedtoassertit self. Thevirtually manic searchfor
beautiful male figuresper petrated by HeinrichHimmler,
for ex am ple, could not just be ex plained by thedelu sions
of the breeder; it was also compensationfor arepressed
physical inferiority complex, which especially in people
withhomosex ual tendenciesgivesrisetoneuroses’ (Gla
ser:132).

Himmler, like Hitler, was closely associated with
homosexuals throughout his adult life. His path to Nazi
lead er ship, how ever, was not, like that of so many oth ers,
through the Ger man* gay rights” movement. Insteaditwas
through the oc cult move ment, and his Nazi career wasde-
fined by his passion for the occult. We have seen how
Himmlerwasprofoundly influenced by Guidovon List and
Jorg LanzvonLiebenfels, thehomosex ual gurusof nation
al isticand anti- Semiticoccultism. ItwasList’ sdreamof a
hierarchical male supremacist social order which formed
theblueprint for the SS. Anditwasfrom List that Himm ler
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appropriated the “SS’ symbol. From Lanz, Himmler
adopted other oc cult themes. Wistrich writes,

For him, the SS was at one and the same time the resur-
rection of thean cient Or der of the Teutonic Knightswith
him self asGrand Master, the breed ing of anew Herren
volk aristocracy basedontradi tional val uesof obedi ence,

cour ageand loy alty, and avast ex peri mentinmodernra-
cia engi neering(Wistrich:140).

Lanz originated both the revival of the Teutonic
Knightsthemeandtheplanfor Ger manracial engi neering.
Thelat ter ideamani fested it self in Ger many in 1936 asthe
“ State-registered human stud farm known as Lebensborn
[meaning “fount of life’], where young girls selected for
their perfect Nordic traits could procreate with SS men”
(ibid.:138). By 1945 over 11,000 births had resultedfrom
the program (Conway:273), which Himmler was later to
claim as his greatest contribution to the Third Reich. But
the plan, down to some of its details, must be attributedto
Lanz. Goodrick- Clarkewrites,

The similarity between Lanz's proposals and the latter
practicesof Himmler'sSS Lebensbornmater nity or gank
zation... indi catethe survival of these mental reflexes
over ageneration. Lanz' sad vo cacy of brood mothersin

eugenicconvents(Zuchtkloster), served by pure- blooded
Aryan stud-males (Ehe hel fer), wasrevivedinthe Third

Reich (Goodrick- Clarke:97).

Despitehishomoeroticincli nations, Himmler wasded
I cated to thefan tasy of an Aryan super racethrough eu gen-
ics,whichnecessi tated het ero sex ual breedingasacul tural
pri ority. Aslongasaman per formedhisprocreativeduties
tothe state, Himm ler had no prob lem with hisother sex ual
practices. This attitude is easily recognized in the case of
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his second-in-command, Reinhard Heydrich, whose own
contri butiontothe Third Reichdeservesspecial attention.

Buy aprint copy of thisbook, in cluding photosand

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

Theho mo sex ual Ge stapo leader Reinhard Heydrichwas
one of the most feated menin Ger many. Yad Vashem
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ReinhardHey drich: “The Blonde Beast™

In an organization which exemplified evil, Reinhard
Hey drichwasconsideredthequintessential member. “ Tall,
slim, blonde-haired, with slanting, deep set blue eyes”
writes Wistrich, “Heydrich with his military bearing and
ice- cool hard ness seemed to epito mizethe‘ Nordic-Aryan
type of Nazi mythology” (Wistrich:134). Himmler
selected Heydrich as his right hand-man in 1931, and
within a few short years he was feared by everyone but
Hitler himself (Rector:61). Wistrichdescribeshimwell:

...ruthless, cold and cal culating,without any compunc
tion to carrying out the most inhumanmeasures, Hey -
drich made himself indispensable to the masters of the
Third Reich...Hiscyni cism and con tempt for hu man be-
ings led him to exploit the basest ingtincts...inweaving
his gigantic spider’s web of police surveillance in the
ThirdReich. Hefiledextensivedoss ers, not only onene-
mies of the Party but also hisri valsand col leagues. The
‘BlondeBeast,” whocontrolledthesoleintel li genceserv-
ice after 1935, specialized in devi ousmeth odsof black-
mail along sideweap onsof openter ror and per secution.
Hishand wasmost probably inthe Tuk hachevsky Af fair
—whichledtothepurgeof Red Army gener alsinthe So-
viet Union — and he fabri catedthescandal ousintrigue
which brought down the leading German generals von
Blomberg...and von Fritsch..[He] masterminded the
mock at tack ontheGlei witzradiotransmitter which pro-
vided Hitler's excuse for invading Poland...[But] The
most satani c con sequenceof thisac cumulation of power
was revealed in Hey dri ch’ simplementationof theor der
forthewholesal eex ter mi nationof EuropeanJewry (Wis-
trich: 134f).

Likesomany of theNazis, Hey drich had been a
mem ber of the Freikorpsand “wasstrongly influencedin
his early years by the racia fanaticism of the volkish
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circles’ (ibid.:134). Heydrich also shared the sexual vice
that marked Hitler’s circle of power. Stevenson created a
profile of Heydrich taken directly from the BSC (Allied
Intel li gence) profileof Hey drich.

[Rein hard Hey drich] wasthe protégéof Heinrich Himm:
ler, Reich Commissioner for Consolidation of German
Racial Stock. Hey drichwasfanati cal inhishatred of Jews,
having himself some Jewish blood. For this reason,
Himmler considered him safe. It was always useful to
have the means of blackmailing one's colleagues....
“Nobody,” Hey drich de clared in hisanxi ety to reach the
top, “has greater con tempt for Jewsthan my self. | intend
to elimi natethe strain.”

The fate of “sub- humans’ herded into Ger many's new
mercy- killing cen tersto be exe cuted on the strength of a
phy si cian'soath that thevictimwasno useto soci ety, the
preparations that moved inexorably forward to redesign
Europe's entire ralroad system to serve the future death
camps, al such obscenities before war were made tol e-
able by the pretense that if you could not actualy see
them, they could not be happening. In this atmosphere,
Hey drichmovedwithsingle- minded pur posetoaposi tion
so close to the Fue hrer that none dared touch him ex cept
per hapsAdmi ral Canaris, whodi rectedtheGer manHigh
Command intelligence service (HICOMINTEL). But
even Canarislost control over young Hey drich. The Ad-
miral had a dossier on Heydrich's homosexual activities
after he had been cashiered from the navy, but Heydrich
had al so becomeex pert at fer reting out em bar rassingin
for mationabout col leaguesandsuperi ors...

Heydrich’'s career was guided and dominated by his
relationship with an older friend, Freidrich Karl von
Eberstein, son of Count Ernst von Eberstein, Heydrich's
godfather. Freidrichvon Eberstein was Heydrich’'s senior
by ten yearsand had served in the navy dur ing World War 1.
More importantly, Eberstein was one of the original Nazi
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lead ersinthe SA and wasaper sonal friend of Adolf Hit ler
(Cdlic:33). HistorianCal lumMacDonadwrites,

While Hey drich was serv ing on the Naval staff in Kiel,
von Eberstein had been leader of the Nazi
Stuermabteilung or SA, in MunichandupperBavaria...In
1931, however, von Eberstein joined another organiza
tion, theSchutz staf fel or SS...Ontherec om mendation of
von Eberstein, now an of fi cer on Himm ler’ sstaff, Hey-

drich became a member of the Nazi Party, number
544,916, in June 1931. Hejoined the SA in Ham burg and
was soon involved in bloody street battles agang the
com mu histsand other oppo nentsof theNazis. Hetook
this step on the understanding that his association with
thebeer hall brawl erswasto bepurely temporary and that
von Eber steinwould usehisinfluenceto secureaspeedy
transfertotheSS...[Later, Hitler] begantolook for some-

onecapableof organizingtheSSintel li genceserviceona
professional basisandwashanded Hey dri ch’ sfileby von
Eber stein (MacDonal d: 16f).

Out side of hisin volve ment with the early SA we have
little evidence to conclude that von Eberstein was homo-
sexual, but we strongly suspect that he was. Other of
Heydrich’s close associ ateswereknownhomosexuals. In
1931, when Ernst Roehm was faced with accusations of
homosexuality under Paragraph 175, it wasHey drichwho
came to his defense (Lombardi:12). Hey dri ch’ smentorin
thenavy, Admi ral Wil helm Canaris, wasalso al legedto be
homosexual -- by Heydrich’s successor in the position of
Chief of the SD-SS, Ernst Kaltenbrunner (Rector:62).
Rector questions this alegation because Kaltenbrunner
“oncesaidthat 80% of the Abwehr [Ger man Mili tary Intel-
li gence] were sexu ally per verted” and believedit “tobea
center of every form of vice” (ibid.:62). This allegation,
however, seems quite consistent with what we have come
toknow of cer tain seg mentsof the Ger manmili tary, though
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thespecificstatementsareper hapsex ag ger ated. Hey drich
and Canaris were very close during Heydrich’s tenure in
the navy (MacDonald:12), but Canaris later came to fear
the man he had trained in intelligence tactics, and kept a
dossier on Heydrich’'s homosexuality as insur anceto pro-
tect his own career (Steven son: 349). Much later Canaris
wasdiscov eredto bealeader intheat tempt to assassi nate
Hit ler and was exe cuted at Flossenbergconcentrationcamp
on April 9, 1945.

Heydrich’'s loyalty to Hitler never wavered. Rector
writesthat “Hit ler con sid ered him theideal Nazi, and Nazi
inner cir clesregarded Hey drichasalikely successor toHit
ler even though Her mann Goeringwasof fi cially slatedfor
the post of Fuehrer” (Rector:62). Hitler's support gave
Heydrich nearly unlimited power. As Snyder writes,
“Heydrichcouldor derimmedi atear restsand preventative
detention, and he could send any per sonsto concentration
camps at any time. He was the absolute master of lifeand
liberty inthe Third Reich” (Sny der:317).

The Grynszpan Af fair — Kristallnacht

Per hapsthesinglemostinfamousinci dentor chestrated
by Hey drichwastheNo vem ber 9, 1938 pogromknown as
Kristallnacht (“ Crystal Night”), inwhich hun dredsof Jews
werekilled and synagoguesand busi nessesweredestroyed
across Germany. “In fifteen hours,” writes Snyder, “101
synagogues were destroyed by fire, and 76 were demol-
ished. Bands of Nazis systematically destroyed 7,500
Jawish-owned stores. The pillage and looting went on
through the night. Streetswere cov ered with bro ken glass,
hence the name Kristallnacht” (ibid.:201). Michael
Berenbaum, in The World Must Know, addsthat ninety- six
Jewswerekilledandthirty thousandwerear rested and sent
to the camps. Jew ishcemeter ies, schoolsand homeswere
destroyed. Asafi nal insult, theJewswereheldresponsi ble
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for the damageandcol lectively
fined one billion Reichsmarks
(Berenbaum:54).

TheNazischar acterizedthis
wave of terror as the German
people's spontaneous response
to the assassination of German
Embassy Councilor, Ernst vom
Rath. While the “ spontaneous’
ri otingwasactually acal culated
actof terrorism, theinci dent that
alegedly sparked it was not
planned. Ernst vom Rath’ smur der wasalegiti mately spon
taneousoc cur rencewhichtheNazisex ploitedtojustify an
at tack on the Jews which they had un doubt edly been plan-
ning for some time. Interestingly, however, the one com-
mon element inthe story of theassassi nation and the story
of Kristallnachtishomosexuality.

Ernst vom Rath was a high- level SA of fi cial who had
received a diplomatic posting to the German embassy in
Paris. While serving there he had taken up with a
seventeen- year- old maleprosti tuteby thenameof Her schel
Grynszpan, a Polish Jew (Read and Fisher:33). In partial
pay ment for hisserv ices, Grynsz pan had ex tracted aprom:
ise fromvom Rath that his par entswould be spared the con-
sequences of a recent law that “revoked the citizenship of
Pol ish Jewswho had been liv ing abroad for more than five
yearsandwhostill retained Pol ishciti zenship” (Rector:57).
But vom Rath apparently faled to keep his promise;
Grynsz pan’ sfamily, along with thou sandsof oth ers“were
herded into campsin ano- man’sland along the bor der re-
gion of Zbonszyn in freezing weather” (ibid.:58). In re-
taliation, Grynszpan shot vom Rath on the night of
November 7, 1938. Two days later the Nazis staged the
“Night of Bro ken Glass.”

Grynsz panwas seized by the Ge stapoin 1940 (ibid:58).

Herschel Grynszpan
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When at last they had him
in thelr possession, how-
ever, their planned high-
profile courtroom prosecu
tion went up in smoke. “At
the last moment the trial
wascanceledonHitler’ sor-
ders: Grynsz pan had threat-
ened to reved a
homosexual  relationship
with Rath” (ibid.:58). The
Nazis were furious. “Vom
Rath had been sold to the
world as an official martyr,
shot down inthe serv ice of
the Fuehrer. He had even

been given astatefu neral at which Hit ler him self had been
amourner. Washenow to bepor trayed intheworld’ spress
asaqueer with atastefor seventeen- year- old boys?’ (Read

and Fisher:252).

Of course, the Nazisclaimed that theconfessionwasa
lie, but ap par ently theremust have been enough evi denceto
support the story, or the prosecutors could have easily re-
futed it. Instead, they delayed the trial. Read and Fisher

explain:

The delay gave Goebbels the timeto cre ate a new myth
about the late Ernst vom Rath, and he set about it in a
highly ingenious manner. He arranged for the letters of
French prison ersof war to bespecially vetted by oneof his
men, who sei zed themore passion ateand erotic messages.
Thelet terswerethen doc tored to makeit ap pear that they
had all been written to vom Rath by various mistresses,
with the aim of producing them in court as written evi-
dence of his heterosexuality. At one stroke, Goebbels
would havecreated anew Don Juan, aGer manwomanizer

JosephGoebbels.

irresisti bleto Frenchwomen (ibid: 253).
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ClearlytheNaziscouldproducenolegiti mateevidence
that vom Rathwasahet ero sex ual. But eventheir fal s fied
evidencewent unused because, inthemeantime, theJustice
Ministry had obtained additional information that made a
publictrialimpossi ble. “[A] story hadbeencirculatingin
public that Herschel had in fact been vom Rath’'s male
whore and procurer for some time in 1938, and that vom
Rathhad beenknowninPari ssianhomosex ual cir clesas’ the
ambassadress and’ NotreDamedeParis ” (ibid.:253). Ad-
di tionally, it waslearned that vom Rath’ sbrother * had been
dismissed from the service for homosexual offenses’
(ibid.:253). This was too much for even Hitler's propa
ganda machine to overcome, so the trial was again post-
poned.

To befair, we must ac knowl edge that Read and Fisher
concluded that the allegations of a homosexual affair be-
tween vom Rath and Grynszpan were untrue, merely the
creation of Grynszpan's lawyer. A review of al the evi-
dence, how ever, including muchwhichwasap par ently un
known to Read and Fisher, com pelsusto con cludethat the
inci dent oc curred aswehavedescribedit herein. Our cor-
clusion is further bolstered by the fact that the Nazis had
placed pederastic ho mo sex ualsin other for eign posts. The
German consul in Casablanca, Morocco, Dr. Theodor
Auer, washomosex ual aswell. His" af fair withtheson of a
local sheikh and his ‘behaviour’ with Arab, French and
Jewish*bumboys weredetailed by theBritish Secret Oper-
ations Executive (SOE) ("How sex became a weapon of
war,” DailyTelegraph, July 23, 1998).

Grynszpan’' syoung life be gan and ended intrag edy as-
sociated with homosexual perversion. His home town of
Hanover (per hapsnot coinci dentally thebirth placeof Karl
HeinrichUIrichs)“wasacenter of homosexual ity,” accord
ing to Read and Fisher:
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There were no fewer than 500 male prostitutes on the
police booksin 1918, and the chief crimi nal in spec tor put
thenumber of ho mo sexualsinthecity at about 40,000, out
of atotal population of 450,000. The Grynsz pan’ sneigh-
borhood earned particular notoriety during the early
year's of Herschel’s childhood through the activities of
one Fritz Haar man, known as “the Butcher of Hanover,”
who picked up hisvictims, mostly ado lescent boys, inthe
railway station, and took them home...When he had fin-
ished with them, he strangled them, butchered their
corpses, and sold the flesh as meat. He was executed in
1925 (ibid.:33).

Grynsz pan never did gototrial, though heremainedin
Nazi custody. Inter estingly, theor gani zationwhichcame
to hisaid dur ing thistimewas called the Soci ety forHuman
Rights (ibid.:245). [We are not cer tain if thiswasthe same
“homosexual rights’ group which had once boasted Ernst
Roehm asamem ber, but it may have been.] Victor Basch,
then head of the SHR “had pleaded for ‘liberty or judg-
ment’” in an effort to get him freed, but to no avall
(ibid.:245). Af ter 1942 Grynsz panjust disap peared, proba
bly killed se cretly by the Gestapo.

Kristallnacht, the “spontaneous’ incident which
Grynszpan's act had supposedly sparked, has also been
described as being defined by homosexuality. As all of
Europestrug gled to under stand the causefor thishor ror, an
answer was offered by British Consul-General, R.T.
Smallbones. Small boneswasa* self- confessed Ger mano-
phile’ who had served in Ger many, from 1932 to 1939 and
“haddevel opedgreat ad mi rationandrespectfor thesterling
qualities of the people” (ibid.:127). “His opinion, there-
fore,” writes Igra, “rests on first-hand experience of the
German people for a long period of years’ (Igra7). He
continues:
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Victims ofthe Lidice mas sacre.

[Small bonesauthored] aBritishWhitePaper, “ Concern
ing the treatment of German Nationas (including the
Jews) in Ger many,” inwhichthefol low ing statementis
made: “ Theex planation of thisout break of sadisticcru-
elty may bethat sex ual per ver sion, and, inparticular, ho
mosexual ity, arevery prevalentinGer many. It seemsto
methat masssex ual per ver sionmay of fer anex planation
of thisotherwiseinexpli cableoutbreak” ... amconvinced
that thisex planationisthe cor rect one[writesigral. For,
as a matter of fact, the widespread existence of sexual
perversionin Ger many...at thetimetheHit ler move ment
rosetopower...isnotori ous. Andauthori tieson crimi nal
sociol ogy areagreed that thereisacausal connectionbe
tween mass sexual perversion and the kind of mass
atroci tiescommitted by theGer mans(ibid:7).

Heydrich, the man most responsible for this atrocity,
met hisdeath in May, 1942, at the hands of two Czecho dlo-
vakianresistancefight ers. A bombwastossedinto hiscar,
shatteringhisspine. HediedonJune4,1942. Inretal i ation
“the Ger manstook sav agerevenge, af ter theman ner of the
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old Teutonic rites, for the death of their hero”

(Shirer:1288f). Over 1,500 peo plewereimmedi ately ex e
cuted and thousands more followed, including the entire
populationof Lidice(ibid.:1289). TheLidicemassacrewas
orchestrated by Heydrich’'s replacement, Kurt Daluege,

for merly aunit leader in Rossbach’ snotori oushomosexual

Freikorps (Wistrich:43).

Asfortheof fi cial legal resolution of the KristalInacht
af fair, that mat ter washanded toho mo sex ual Wal ter Buch.
A for mer early SA leader, now Presi dent of the Nazi Party
Su preme Court, Buch con cluded that the Nazi rank andfile
who had par tici patedinthemur der ouspo gromwereinno-
cent of any crime (ibid:33f).



