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Abstract

This bachelor’s thesis explores the legal frameworks and institutional operations underpinning
the persecution of queer men during the Nazi occupation of the Protectorate of Bohemia and
Moravia, with a focus on case studies from the Gestapo prison in Terezin. Through detailed
archival research and microhistorical analysis, it examines how legal mechanisms and the
institutional structure of the Prague Gestapo contributed to the criminalization, incarceration,
and, in some cases, deportation of individuals accused of homosexuality. The study highlights
fragmented and opportunistic practices, rather than systematic policies, and underscores the

contextual specificity of regional persecution dynamics during the Holocaust era.

Abstrakt

Tato bakalaiska prace zkouma pravni ramce a institucionalni fungovani pronasledovani queer
muzi béhem nacistické okupace Protektoratu Cechy a Morava, se zaméfenim na piipadové
studie z véznice gestapa v Terezin€. Prostfednictvim podrobného archivniho vyzkumu a
mikrohistorické analyzy se zabyva tim, jak pravni mechanismy a struktura prazského gestapa
piispivaly ke kriminalizaci, uvéznéni a v nékterych ptipadech deportaci osob obvinénych z
homosexuality. Studie poukazuje na roztfiSténé a oportunistické postupy spiSe neZz na
systematickou politiku a zdlraziiuje kontextudlni specificnost regionalniho pronasledovani v

obdobi holokaustu.
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Abbreviation
AA

ABS

AF

cs.

en.

EO

ge.

Kz

Kripo
LGBTQI+

MZA
NA
OVS
PTD
RSHA
RStG
SA
SD

SS
Sipo
SOA
ZADB

List of Abbreviations

Full Form

Arolsen Archives

Archiv bezpecnostnich slozek (Security Services Archive)

Archiv der KZ-Gedenkstitte Flossenbiirg

Czech

English

Evidence obyvatelstva (Civil Register)

German

Konzentrationslager (Concentration Camp)

Kriminalpolizei (Criminal Police)

Lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer, questioning, intersex, asexual,
and the + holds space for the expanding and new understanding of
different parts of gender and sexual identities

Moravsky zemsky archiv v Brné (Moravian Provincial Archives in Brno)
Narodni archiv (Czech National Archives)

Okupacéni vézenské spisy (Occupation Prison Files)

Pamatnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasove pronasledovanych osob
Reichssicherheitshauptamt (Reich Security Main Office)
Reichsstrafgesetzbuch (Imperial Penal Code)

Sturmabteilung (Nazi Party paramilitary wing)

Sicherheitsdienst (Security Service)

Schutzstaffel (Protection Squadron)

Sicherheitspolizei (Security Police)

Statni oblastni archiv (State Regional Archive)

Zentrale Archivdatenbank der KZ-Gedenkstéitte Mauthausen



1. Introduction

The existence of queer people has been a constant throughout history, as has the
oppression they have faced. Hostilities and attitudes towards queer people may have changed
in the course of time, but were always intertwined with discrimination, exclusion, lack of social
acceptance and in many cases were penalised and experienced persecution especially under
totalitarian and oppressive regimes. Still until today, people who step outside of the
heteronormative framework constructed by western societies are often met with homophobia
and ignorance. Even though many countries have made progress towards equality, tolerance
and acceptance, in recent years many efforts towards equality by activists from the LGBTQI+
community suffer a setback by the pressure of populist parties, under the guise of protecting
the archetype of the traditional family and its immanent values.

According to the National Socialists ideology, queer men and other sexual minorities
were regarded as a deviation from the hegemonic heterosexual ideal. As such, they posed a
threat to the German People’s body, Volkskérper!, which must be targeted, persecuted and
eradicated. Following the seizure of power until the fall of the regime, there was a gradual
intensification of persecution by the criminal police and the Gestapo, as well as by the Reich’s
own central office for combating homosexuality and abortion. Following the R6hm murders, a
series of raids were carried out in larger cities and a ban was imposed on community magazines.
Furthermore, safe spaces were closed. The population was further incited to denounce
homosexuals with the help of the propaganda machine. Subsequent to this, the tightening of
extant criminal legislation, most notably § 175, resulted in an unprecedented number of men
being convicted and imprisoned. Thereafter, they were frequently transferred into protective
custody and deported to concentration camps. In the lowest rank of the camp’s organisational

structure, subjects experienced both physical violence and arbitrary treatment from both the SS

' As Boaz Neumann asserts in his article The Phenomenology of the German People’s body (Volkskorper) and the
Extermination of the Jewish Body that “it was the Volkskdrper, and not individual bodies, which formed the corporeal ontology
in the Nazi Weltanschauung, that by which both ‘worthy’ and ‘unworthy’ individual bodies were defined and by which policies
of cultivation and enhancement, on the one hand, or neglect, removal, and extermination, on the other, were determined.”
Although Neumann's focus was on the extermination of the Jewish population, this concept is also applicable to other victim
groups, as demonstrated by this work.

Boaz Neumann, “The Phenomenology of the German People’s body (Volkskdrper) and the Extermination of the Jewish Body,”
in New German Critique, No. 106 (2009): 150, https://www.jstor.org/stable/27669259.
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guards and their fellow prisoners. It is evident that even after 1945, individuals labelled as

‘§ 175’faced ongoing criminalisation and social stigmatisation.

1.1. Definition of the topic and structure of the thesis

1.1.1. Conceptual definition

Given that the submitted bachelor thesis is primarily situated on a historiographical level
and deals with specific terms relating to the persecution of queer people, it is necessary to
identify and briefly define these key terms.

For the purpose of this thesis, the term “queer” is employed to reference men who were
accused of, or perceived to be engaging in homosexual behaviour under Nazi law. This is
intended to avoid the re-labelling of victims using the same words as the perpetrators.
Furthermore, it is important to take into account the fact that victims may not have wanted or
been able to label themselves in terms of gender and sexual identity as we understand them
today. Utilising the term ‘queer’ enables us to perceive the individual cases with a broader and
more open connotation. However, in individual cases, historical accuracy demands the use of
exact terms rather than paraphrasing. It is evident from the context that these terms originate
from documents of that era and are not the result of the author's own formulation.

Another important terminological clarification concerns the use of the term “Holocaust”.
In the specific case of the persecution of sexual minorities, however, this term does not apply
as there was no overt racism behind this persecution, unlike the murder of Jews, Roma and
Sinti and other ethnic groups considered inferior. Instead, the persecution of queer men was
centred on the assumed internal misdirection of male sexuality, which was believed to need
eradication to ensure the survival of the German people. It is evident that the aforementioned
national socialist concept of “Ausmerzung,”* which is translated as "eradication," is applicable
in this context. This term refers to the deliberate and systematic removal or destruction of a
specific group or element from the populus body. Nevertheless, in order to convey the intended
meaning, the document employs the term 'persecution’ in most cases, with the understanding

that derogatory language is only to be used when deemed necessary to convey the intended

2 The term “Ausmerzung” (en. eradication) was coined by Rudolf Klare, who emerged as the mastermind behind the Nazi
ideological concept of persecuting queer lifestyles.

Hans-Georg Stiimke and Rudi Finkler, Rosa Winkel, Rosa Listen: Homosexuelle und , Gesundes Volksempfinden* von
Auschwitz bis heute, (Reinbeck: Rowohlt Taschebuch Verlag GmbH, 1981), 222f.
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meaning. It was only in a second stage of racial-ideological assumptions that this applied to
queer men who were not considered German. The concept of ethnicity emerged as the
predominant factor, with otherness exerting a secondary influence, albeit often with deleterious
consequences for their circumstances. To illustrate this point, it is pertinent to consider how a
Jewish person identifying as queer would have been targeted on the basis of their Jewish
identity — an identity that was often imposed by the German authorities — and secondarily on
the basis of their queerness. Nevertheless, whilst the term “Holocaust” is not applicable in this

context, queer individuals have endured significant hardship and mortality.

1.1.2. Temporal and spatial delimitation

The geographical scope is confined to the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia, with a
particular emphasis on the Prague Gestapo office, the prison in the Small Fortress in Terezin?
and its prisoners between 1941 and 1945. However, a comprehensive understanding of the full
scope of queer persecution necessitates a study of the early developments of modern
homophobic sentiments in the 19th century, as well as the evolution of these sentiments in
Germany prior to Hitler’s rise to power. Additionally, a concise analysis of the situation of
queer individuals in the first Czechoslovak Republic after 1918 until the German occupation is

crucial to a comprehensive understanding of the subject in the context of the topic of this thesis.

1.1.3. Structure of the thesis

The work is formally divided into four sections, which roughly correspond to the
conventionally employed terms introduction, essay, case studies and conclusion. The
individual chapters are divided into subchapters.

The structure is as follows: Chapter 2 provides the historical context, including an
overview of Nazi legal policy on homosexuality and the bureaucratic apparatus of persecution
both in the Reich and in the Protectorate. The third chapter focuses on the institutional dynamics
and the role of the Prague Gestapo and the relevant sub-department, as well as the prison in

Terezin. Chapter 4 provides an analysis of ten case studies of queer men who were imprisoned

3 The German Theresienstadt and the Czech Terezin were used simultaneously ever since its foundation. However, official
German documents mostly referred to it as Theresienstadt, while local authority documents tended to use the name Terezin.
For better readability, the name Terezin is used throughout the text, apart from publications or in the context of self-
designations from the period of German occupation.
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by the Gestapo in the Terezin prison. The concluding chapter offers a reflection on the legal

duality, the dynamics of persecution, and the case studies analysed, alongside the key findings.

1.2. Hypothesis and research questions

The purpose of the present paper is to provide a comprehensive overview of the legal
mechanisms in place in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia, as well as their application
to specific cases of persecution against homosexual individuals during the Nazi era.
Furthermore, it aims to offer a more nuanced and comprehensive understanding of the subject.
The project entails the compilation of a sufficient number of pertinent archival documents for
each individual case, with the objective of identifying patterns pertaining to imprisonment and
legal persecution. The thesis will demonstrate that, in contrast to the Reich, the persecution in
the Protectorate was characterised by a lesser degree of intention and an absence of a systemic
approach. Furthermore, it was determined that the dynamics exhibited by the cases under
scrutiny are distinct, precluding the establishment of any universally applicable conclusions.
In the initial chapters, the historical and legal context in the Reich and the Protectorate of
Bohemia and Moravia will be introduced, followed by a presentation of the case studies of
queer men in Terezin and analysis of the findings in broader implications.

Firstly, an analysis of the legal mechanisms employed for the persecution of queer
individuals is required. Such mechanisms may be defined as the set of rules that are organised
and consistent, and which are used to regulate social relationships or groups of people. In this
case, the focus is on queer men. This is particularly evident in the Protectorate of Bohemia and
Moravia, where two distinct legal systems were in operation. Secondly, an examination of the
dynamics of the system and the locations of imprisonment was conducted, utilising case studies
of men who had been imprisoned in the Gestapo prison in the Small Fortress in Terezin based
on moral offences.

The aim of this thesis is to answer the following questions: what legal mechanisms were
in place to persecute queer men in the Protectorate? How did they develop and how were they
applied? What were the institutional dynamics of the system of persecution and locations of

imprisonment?

By answering the proposed questions, this study shows that the persecution of queer men
in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia was primarily the responsibility of a specific sub-

department of the Prague Gestapo, which, although mainly tasked with monitoring political
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tendencies within churches and religious groups, extended its activities to individuals perceived
as morally deviant. This administrative context had a direct impact on the pattern of
persecution: there is evidence that the temporary interruption of detentions in Terezin was
linked to the active involvement of the department after the assassination of Heydrich, when
political security became a priority.

The investigation also shows that there was no uniform or centrally prescribed procedure
for the persecution of queer men. Rather, arrests and prosecutions were carried out erratically
and often depended on the attitude of local authorities and Gestapo officials. While most arrests
were primarily motivated by the alleged queerness of those affected, political reasons combined
with queerness were the exception rather than the rule.

Furthermore, the findings document cases of cooperation between local police forces and
the Gestapo, particularly in cases that led to protective custody as early as 1942. Protective
custody orders allowed for detention without trial and represented a significant tightening of
the administrative treatment of queer men in the Protectorate.

Importantly, the dissertation shows that most of the men imprisoned in Terezin survived
persecution, even in cases where they were later transferred to concentration camps on charges
related to § 175 (the paragraph that criminalised homosexual acts). Only two people lost their
lives: one in a concentration camp under protective custody and one in the Gestapo prison in
Terezin itself.

By highlighting the fragmented, opportunistic and context-dependent nature of the
persecution, this project makes a nuanced contribution to the historiography of queer
experiences under Nazi rule and underscores the importance of regional specificities in the

study of state violence.

1.3. Methodology

The thesis employs a qualitative, microhistorical approach with the aim of reconstructing
the legal and institutional dynamics that formed the basis of the persecution of queer individuals
by the Gestapo office in Prague. The investigation is primarily based on archival research and
secondary literature on the topic, and involves a thorough analysis of administrative records,
prisoner files, interrogation transcripts, and correspondence.

A case study will be employed to examine individual life stories within the Gestapo
detention system, with a view to gaining detailed insights into the implementation — or

distortion — of legal norms at the institutional level. Where relevant, a comparative analysis
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will be carried out, particularly with reference to similar practices throughout the Reich and in
the occupied territories, in order to place the findings in a transnational context.

It is vital that particular consideration be given to bureaucratic language, typologies of
offences, and procedural irregularities identified in the archival materials. The utilisation of
data triangulation in conjunction with a metadata analysis is a methodology that has been
demonstrated to be effective in the interpretation of sources that are fragmentary or exhibit
institutional bias. Moreover, the study incorporates insights from legal theory and queer
historiography to provide a contextual framework for understanding the mechanisms of

exclusion and criminalisation.

1.4. Sources

1.4.1. Primary Sources

Primary sources include arrest records, interrogation protocols, official correspondence
letters, as well as register cards, prisoner files, and prison register books. Furthermore,
information containing metadata on individual prisoners has been collected and analysed.
These materials were accessed through the Czech National Archives (Narodni archiv — NA)

and other relevant historical collections, specifically:

e Moravsky zemsky archiv v Brné (Moravian Provincial Archives in Brno — MZA)

e Statni oblastni archiv v Praze (State Regional Archive in Prague — SOA Prag)

e Statni oblastni archiv v Plzni (State Regional Archive in Pilsen — SOA Pilsen)

e Pamatnik Terezin - Databaze politicky a rasové prondsledovanych osob (Terezin
Memorial - Database of politically and racially persecuted persons — PTD)

e Archiv bezpecnostnich slozek (Security Services Archive — ABS)

e Arolsen Archives Online Archive (AA)

e Zentrale Archivdatenbank der KZ-Gedenkstéitte Mauthausen (Central archive
database of the Mauthausen Concentration Camp Memorial — ZADB)

e Archiv der KZ-Gedenkstitte Flossenbiirg (Archive of the Flossenbiirg

Concentration Camp Memorial — AF)
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These sources provide critical insights into the administrative handling of queer prisoners
and allow a reconstruction of individual trajectories through the system of the Prague Gestapo

and its prison at Terezin.

1.4.2. Secondary Sources

The secondary literature for this study draws heavily on works dealing with the legal,
social and institutional dimensions of the persecution of queer people under National
Socialism. Of particular importance are the contributions of Giinter Grau, whose pioneering
research on the criminalisation of homosexuality under the Nazi regime provides an important
basis for understanding the legal context.

Within the Czech historiography, the works of Jan Seidl, Jan Zumr and Jan Vajskebr are
of particular relevance. Jan Seidl's detailed analysis of the persecution of sexual minorities in
the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia offers an important regional perspective, while Jan
Zumr and Jan Vajskebr have contributed seminal studies on the operational structures of the
Gestapo and on the documentation of non-compliant prisoner groups in Czech territories.

In addition to these seminal works, a selection of bachelor’s and master’s theses from
Czech institutions have been utilised, offering original archival findings or critical insights into
institutional practices.

These secondary sources offer a theoretical and contextual framework for this study,
while also highlighting existing historiographical gaps regarding the specific experiences of

queer prisoners in Terezin, a subject which this thesis addresses.

1.5. State of the art

The historiography of the persecution of queer people under National Socialism has
expanded considerably over the past three decades, but remains incomplete, particularly with
regard to regional and institutional case studies.

The publication of The Men with the Pink Triangle (1972) by Josef Kohout, written under
the pen name Heinz Heger, represented a significant turning point in the study of the
persecution of queer men by the Nazi regime. This work began to raise awareness of the fate
of these individuals in both public discourse and scholarly research. Among significant
contributions to this evolving scholarship is Rosa Winkel, Rosa Listen (1981) by Hans-Georg

Stiimke and Rudi Finkler, a collection that compiles documents and testimonies related to the
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persecution of queer individuals under National Socialism, providing a deeper archival and
personal dimension to the study of this repression in its early years.

The fundamental research conducted by Gilinter Grau was of central importance for the
reconstruction of the legal and institutional framework of the persecution. His anthology,
Homosexualitdit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung (en.
Homosexuality in the Nazi Era: Documents of Discrimination and Persecution, 2013) compiles
significant primary documents on the criminalisation and marginalisation of homosexuals,
while the Lexikon zur Homosexuellenverfolgung 1933—1945 (en. Encyclopaedia of the
Persecution of Homosexuals 1933—1945, 2011) systematically records the institutional actors,
individuals and areas of activity involved in the persecution. Graus's work remains fundamental
to understanding the ideological, administrative and legal mechanisms underlying anti-queer
politics in Nazi Germany and the occupied territories.

Beyond the realm of legal documentation, Anna Héjkova has exerted a substantial
influence on the field of queer Holocaust research, particularly through her monographs 7The
Last Ghetto: An Everyday History of Theresienstadt (2020) and Menschen ohne Geschichte
sind Staub (en. People Without History Are Dust, 2021), as well as her article Sexual Barter in
Times of Genocide (2013). In her research, Hajkova focuses on the agency, social networks
and intimate lives of marginalised individuals in the context of the Holocaust, introducing
sexuality as an important analytical perspective. While her contributions to queer
historiography are invaluable, her focus on the fate of queer and Jewish individuals and on
broader social dynamics differs from the legal-institutional approach of this thesis.

The subject of queer persecution during the Nazi era, including within the Protectorate
of Bohemia and Moravia, has recently become a subject of growing scholarly interest. Research
in this field intersects with studies on the Holocaust, queer history, and the socio-political
dynamics of Nazi-occupied Europe.

In the Czech context, the doctoral dissertation Homosexualita v praxi a diskurzu trestniho
prava, mediciny a obcanské spolecnosti od vydani trestniho zdkona z roku 1852 do prijeti
trestniho zdkona z roku 1961 (en. Homosexuality in practice and discourse in criminal law,
medicine, and civil society from the enactment of the Criminal Code of 1852 to the adoption
of the Criminal Code of 1961, 2012) by Jan Seidl represents the first systematic investigation
of the persecution of queer people in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia. Seidl's work,
which explores the intersection of criminal law, social prejudice and state repression, provides

a significant regional context, mainly in the context of the Brno Gestapo office. He further
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develops these themes in his 2013 chapter KFizdcké taZeni, ¢i ostrov relativniho bezpeci? * and
in the co-authored monograph Od Zalare k oltari (2012), which traces the broader history of
homosexual emancipation in the Czech lands.

Jan Zumr has made an important contribution to institutional analysis with studies such
as Organizacni struktura exekutivniho a kontrarozvédného oddéleni prazského Gestapa
(Organizational structure of the executive and counterintelligence department of the Prague
Gestapo, 2018), in which he examines the internal structure of the executive and counter-
intelligence departments of the Prague Gestapo. In collaboration with Jan Vajskebr, Zumr is
the co-author of the book Gestapo: Velitelsky sbor tajné statni policie v Protektordtu Cechy a
Morava (en. Gestapo: Command corps of the secret state police in the Protectorate of Bohemia
and Moravia, 2024). This work is integral to comprehending the Gestapo apparatus in general
and in the local context. offers a detailed analysis of the organization’s structure, methods, and
personnel, including biographical profiles Gestapo officers. Drawing from a wide range of
archival sources, the work explores the Gestapo’s role in enforcing Nazi policy. Both historians
are affiliated with the Institute for the Study of Totalitarian Regimes and specialize in the Nazi
security apparatus in the Czech lands. However, their research does not specifically address the
Gestapo’s involvement in the persecution of homosexual men in the Protectorate.

Notwithstanding these significant contributions, certain institutional sites, such as the
Gestapo prison in Terezin, have remained largely unexplored. To date, there has been no
systematic analysis of primary sources — encompassing prisoner files, administrative
correspondence, and metadata from case files — from a queer historical perspective, as research
on Terezin has predominantly concentrated on the Ghetto in the Main Fortress. Preliminary
investigations have identified ten individual case files on queer prisoners in Terezin. Moreover,
although a proportion of the relevant archive collections have been catalogued and made
accessible, their potential for queer historical research has not yet been fully realised. This
underscores the necessity for more detailed analyses that explore the unique aspects of
persecution on an individual level.

This work aims to address these gaps by employing legal, institutional, and
microhistorical methodologies to examine the persecution of queer individuals in Terezin,

thereby contributing to both Czech regional and queer historiography more broadly.

4 Jan, Seidl, “Kfizacké taZeni, ¢i ostrov relativniho bezpe&i? Perzekuce homosexuality v protektoratu Cechy a Morava”, in
Pavel Himl, Jan Seidl, Franz Schindler (eds.), "Miluji tvory svého pohlavi". Homosexualita v déjindch a spolecnosti ceskych
zemi, (Praha: Argo, 2013), p. 207-268.
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I1.

2. Legal mechanisms of queer persecution

2.1. Starting point in the 19th century

As addressed in the introduction it is a necessity to briefly examine the socio-economic
developments of the 19th century in Europe in order to comprehend the environment in which
legislation against homosexual acts was formed. As asserted by Silvestre Cabrera, Royo Prieto
and Arestegui Fradua in their article on Attitudes towards Homosexuality in Europe, the cause
for oppression and prosecution of homosexuality from the middle to the modern ages was based
on the point that it challenged the social canon, which was formed by religious discourse that
associated sexuality with heteronormative, monogamous and reproductive marriage.’> Which
was aggravated by the industrialisation, with the need of workforce, and subsequent
urbanisation and their impact on societal understanding, particularly regarding questions of
identity, the status of the family, sexuality and gender roles, further compounded by the
emergence of scientific and pseudo-scientific advances. The prevailing heteronormative
societal structure regarded all forms of deviation from the traditional family unit — comprising
a husband, wife and children — as abnormal, deviant and dangerous, particularly pronounced
in the case of homosexuality among men, which was regarded as a threat to the very concept
of procreation. This perception was bolstered by an emerging medical scientific thought, which
categorised homosexuality as a form of psychological disturbance or “sickness”. It is evident
that in response to the categorisation of homosexuality as an abnormality, states have enacted
legislation that criminalises homosexuality, with varying degrees of severity, which will be

examined in the sections that follow.

5 Maria Silvestre Cabrera, Raquel Royo Prieto, and Iratxe Aristegui Fradua, “Attitudes towards Homosexuality in Europe:
Analysis of the European Values Study”, Sexes 3, no. 2 (2024): 150, https://doi.org/10.3390/sexes5020011.
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2.2. Persecution of Queer Men in Germany

2.2.1. Deutsches Kaiserreich and Weimarer Republik

In the dawn of a new era, following the victory over France and the unification of the
German lands under Prussian leadership, the penal code for all parts of the German Empire
was unified, with amendments that had been adapted and the Reichsstrafgesetz (Imperial Penal
Code) subsequently enforced in 1871/1872.° The newly introduced penal code contained
legislation on the punishment of “unnatural fornication” (German “widernatiirliche Unzucht”)
between men, whereby, according to the ruling of the Reichsgericht, only coitus-like sexual
intercourse was considered punishable, and no other acts or behaviour.” Sexual relations
between women was not covered by paragraph 175. Based on the rather narrow legal definition
and interpretation, the convictions on unnatural fornication were rather low, with the peak of
493 convictions in 1912.% Nevertheless, this comparatively modest figure does not correspond
with the homophobic sentiments that prevailed in imperial Germany, a phenomenon that
endured after the revolution and the proclamation of the republic by late 1918.

Following the upheavals of World War I and the establishment of the Weimar Republic,
paragraph 175 was adopted without amendments. As evidenced by the available data, there
was a marginal increase in the conviction rate.’ In consideration of this fact, juxtaposed with
the portrayal of Germany in the Roaring Twenties, wherein it was purported that queer
subcultures could flourish in prominent cities such as Berlin'®, one could conclude that the
social homophobic tendencies of the Empire had passed and been replaced by a more liberal
attitude. Indeed, there were liberal stances towards sexuality in existence at that time. A notable
example is that of Magnus von Hirschfeld and his research in the field of human sexuality, as
well as policy changes demanding a reformation of the penal code up to the abolition of
paragraph 175.112 Nevertheless, these phenomena do not necessarily imply societal

acceptance. Instead, these phenomena are indicative of isolated endeavours towards

¢ Initially enforced in member states of the Norddeutscher Bund on January 1, 1871, and in the unified Deutsches
Kaiserreich on January 1, 1872.

7 Thomas Rahe and Rainer Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, (Celle: Stiftung niedersichsischer Gedenksttten,
2019), 6.

$ Ibid., 6.

9 Ibid., 6.

10 Martin Liicke, “Scheinerfolge und Emanzipationsstillstand. Ménnliche Homosexualititen in der Weimarer Republik in
Gewinner und Verlierer: Beitrdge zur Geschichte der Homosexualitit in Deutschland im 20. Jahrhundert, ed. Norman
Domeier et. al., Hirschfeld-Lectures, Vol. 7 (Gottingen: Wallstein, 2015), 27-44.

' Giinter Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 2nd ed. (Frankfurt am
Main: Fischer Taschenbuch Verlag, 2013), 30.

12 Tbid., 45.
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liberalisation within the context of post-war German society. Yet widespread prejudice, social
exclusion and legal persecution of homosexuality sustained in the young republic.

The advent of the Weimar Republic witnessed the National Socialists capitalising on the
societal homophobia and employing it as a tool to stigmatise unpleasant members in their own
ranks and later of individuals deemed to be in opposition to their ideological vision of German

society. The following sections will explore this.

2.2.2. National Socialist Germany

In order to assess the persecution of queer men under the Nazi regime and its
chronological sequence, it is first necessary to briefly highlight the relevant ideological ideas
that took up the existing homophobic sentiment from the 1920s and 1930s and amplified it.

As William J. Spurlin asserts in his contribution to 4 Companion to the Holocaust, the
persecution of queer men by the Nazis was not merely rooted in conscious or unconscious
animosity towards homosexuality, but rather, it was inherent in the nationalistic-fascist
ideology and racial policies of the regime.!* This represents a more advanced form of
homophobia than that which was observed in the German Empire of the late 19th century and
the Weimar Republic. Consequently, radicalised methods and dynamics were evident in
Germany as early as 1933, as nationwide queer pubs and meeting spaces were forced to close,
police raids broke up networks and associations, magazines on queer life had to stop their
publication and the Institut fiir Sexualwissenschaft, founded by Magnus Hirschfeld, was
closed.'* In 1934, the murder of Ernst R6hm (leader of the Sturmabteilung — SA) led to a
significant escalation of anti-homosexual tendencies. R6hm’s homosexuality was widely
known in the public, and the propaganda machinery utilised this fact not just to discredit him,
but also to transform the purge against Hitler’s rival to a necessary hit against the spread of
homosexuality in Germany. The elimination of the SA within the Nazi power structure resulted
in Heinrich Himmler assuming a central role in the National Socialist persecution of
homosexuals'> and the establishment of a division in the Geheimen Staatspolizeiamt (ge.
abbreviation Gestapa, en. Secret State Police Office) with the specific objective of combating

homosexuality.'® Initially, however, the special department focused primarily on internal

13 William J. Spurlin, “Queering Holocaust Studies: New Frameworks for Understanding Nazi Homophobia and the Politics
of Sexuality under National Socialism,” in A Companion to the Holocaust, ed. Simone Gigliotti, and Hilary Earl (Hoboken,
NIJ: John Wiley & Sons Ltd, 2020), 82.

14 Bundesstiftung Magnus Hirschfeld, Gefihrdet leben: Queere Menschen 1933-1945, (Berlin: Bundesstiftung Magnus
Hirschfeld, 2023), 3-10.

15 Rahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 9.

16 Grau, Homosexualitdit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 55.
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investigations into homosexuality within the Nazi organisation (in the context of the R6hm
Putsch) and on unwelcome individuals or groups, such as the Catholic Church.!”

Despite the fact that many queer people were still unaware of the imminent danger posed
by Nazi policy after the seizure of power (initially, political opponents such as Social
Democrats and Communists were persecuted), the so-called “Rohm Murder”!® marked a
turning point. Subsequent to this event, the persecution measures against queer men were
intensified, the legislation was tightened and new persecution organisations were gradually

established.

2.2.3. Amendment of Criminal Code in 1935

The amendment of § 175 (approved on 28 June 1935 and implemented on 1 September
of the same year) can be most comprehensively elucidated within the context of the R6hm
murders and as an anticipated consequence of the regime's escalating sentiments towards queer
men. The initial phase entailed the streamlining of § 175, whereby the term “unnatural
fornication” was substituted with “fornication”, thus expanding the scope of the offence. This
was achieved by introducing a more extensive definition of the acts that were to be deemed
punishable, encompassing not only coitus-like acts but a more expansive concept of actions
that would be subject to criminal sanction.!” The second part was the introduction of the new
§ 175a, which made the abuse of dependency based on service or employment, sexual acts with
young people under 21 years of age, and homosexual prostitution punishable by up to 10 years
in prison in the case of “serious indecency”.?°

A notable aspect of this development was the introduction of an analogy paragraph,
which, in particular, undermined the legal principle of “no punishment without law”. This was
because, in addition to the specific law as the sole source of law, the general basic idea of the

penal code and the so-called healthy popular sentiment (German “Gesundes Volksempfinden)

was to be taken in consideration for a conviction.?! The potential for interpretation was found

17 Lexikon zur Homosexuellenverfolgung 1933-1945: Institutionen — Personen — Betitigungsfelder, comp. Giinter Grau
(Berlin: LIT Verlag, 2011), s.v. “Geheime Staatspolizei®.

18 Despite the fact that the term has become firmly established in German historiography due to its origins in Nazi propaganda,
[ have deliberately opted against its use and instead refer to the term coined by the historian Jérg Echternkamp, “Réhm-Morde”
(en. R6hm murders). In the context of this thesis, it is not necessary to resort to this propaganda phrase.

Jorg Echternkamp, Das Dritte Reich: Diktatur, Volksgemeinschaft, Krieg, (Berlin: Walter de Gruyter GmbH, 2018), 23.

19 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 93f.

20 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 93f.

21 Stiimke and Finkler, Rosa Winkel, Rosa Listen: Homosexuelle und ,, Gesundes Volksempfinden“ von Auschwitz bis heute,
215ff.
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to be extensive, and the expansion of penal provisions resulted in a marked increase in
convictions under §§175, 175a and 176% from 1935 onwards.>

The amendment of the penal code thus created the legal basis for the further prosecution
of queer men. However, the execution of this amendment was accompanied by the
establishment of prosecutorial structures and authorities, resulting in measures that will be

elaborated upon in the ensuing sections.

2.2.4. Reich Central Office for the Combating of Homosexuality and Abortion

The establishment of the Reich Central Office for Combating Homosexuality and
Abortion (German Reichszentrale zur Bekdmpfung der Homosexualitit und Abtreibung) in
1936 coincided with a period of reorganisation within the criminal police (German abbreviation
Kripo), leading to the formation of this institution as the central entity supporting an effective
collaboration between the police forces within the Reich.?* Even after the establishment of the
Reich Central Office, the Kripo remained the main force behind the persecution of queer
people. The Gestapo was called in for political arrests.”> From the standpoint of National
Socialism, the convergence of these two issues - that is to say, male homosexuality and abortion
- can be understood in the context of a nationalistic-fascist ideology that prioritises the
maximisation of the German nation’s reproductive capacity and superiority over competing
nations in terms of both alleged purity and quantitative superiority. Consequently, these
objectives are to be pursued.

The primary objectives of the central office were the centralized compilation of data
concerning criminal elements, or those formally designated as such, utilising existing criminal
records data and supplementary resources, which were made accessible to both the Kripo and
the Gestapo. This was accomplished with the objective of enabling rapid access to the
information of individuals categorised as “habitual offenders”, “public enemies”, “pests”, or
“sexually deviant”, with the intention of enhancing the efficiency of their surveillance and

persecutory activities.?® The Reich Central Office was responsible for the registration of all

22 Paragraph 176: Coercion into fornication, including with minors.

23 The data presented on the website is derived from two seminal publications. Firstly, Jiirgen Baumann’s Paragraph 175
(Darmstadt, 1968) and secondly, Hans-Georg Stiimke and Rudi Finkler’s Rosa Winkel, rosa Listen (Hamburg, 1985).
“Verfolgung von Homosexuellen im Nationalsozialismus, Stiftung Gedenkstitten Buchenwald und Mittelbau-Dora, accessed
March 29, 2025, https://www.stiftung-gedenkstaetten.de/en/themen/online-ausstellungen/rosa-winkel/verfolgung-von-
homosexuellen-im-nationalsozialismus.

24 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 119ff.

25 Grau, Lexikon zur Homosexuellenverfolgung 1933-1945: Institutionen — Personen — Betditigungsfelder, s.v. “Reichszentrale
zur Bekdmpfung der Homosexualitit und Abtreibung*.

26 Grau, Homosexualitdit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 139.
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manifestations of homosexuality, trans people and so-called wage labourers, as well as for the

observation of the production and distribution of abortion and contraceptive methods.?’

2.2.5. Measures of persecution in the Reich

In the aftermath of the reorganisation of the police force within the Reich, local police
authorities found themselves increasingly bound to central directives, thus becoming more
profoundly implicated in the inhumane policies of the National Socialists. As Giinter Grau
describes, this radicalisation was not limited to the socially disadvantaged and those who had
come into conflict with the law, but also extended to people who, according to racial hygiene
thinking, were harmful to the German people and had committed crimes against them.?® This
included the persecution of homosexual men, a practice that was legitimised by Himmler’s
secret decree of 10 October 1936 and uniform guidelines were introduced throughout the
Reich.”

In essence, the secret decree established the operational procedures of the Gestapo in
relation to local persecution measures. These measures were to be implemented in instances
where the authorities deemed an offender to be a threat to the reproductive policies of the
regime, to the German people due to a divergent world view, or to the well-being of young
individuals.® It was determined that prosecution should take place at the local level, but that
reports should be made to the higher authorities, using standardised forms so-called Rosa Listen
(en. Pink Lists; named as such in the 1970s by the gay movement in the Bundesrepublik
Deutschland as reference to the Pink Triangle). Reports were not only made when a specific
charge was filed, but rather the mere suspicion of an offence was sufficient for the reporting.
This approach frequently resulted in arbitrary denunciations by the public and by the Kripo
itself, leading to their reporting to the Reich Central Office. Notwithstanding the lack of
subsequent substantiation, all suspects were subjected to identification procedures and
discriminatory measures. Consequently, the pressure on queer men increased significantly,
which resulted in the opportunity being created for the police authorities to access this
information for their investigations and activities.>! By 1940, the Reich Central Office had

registered 41,000 individuals.*

27 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 139.

28 Ibid., 141.

2 Ibid., 122ff.

30 1bid., 141.

31 Grau, Lexikon zur Homosexuellenverfolgung 1933-1945: Institutionen — Personen — Betitigungsfelder, s.v. “Erlass
Bekdampfung der Homosexualitét und Abtreibung®.

32 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 140.
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The intensity of the persecution exhibited significant variations across different
geographical regions. For instance, in metropolitan areas, there were widespread raids (so-
called Sonderaktionen) in bars and restaurants known to be involved in such activities, while
in rural or small-town areas, the prosecuting authorities relied on information provided by the
local population. In addition, a network of informants was established, comprising individuals
employed in prominent positions, such as gatekeepers or pool attendants. Furthermore, a more
intensive approach to prosecution can also be attributed to the personal motivation of
employees in different Gestapo executive offices.*’

A significant number of individuals were denounced to the Gestapo by neighbours,
relatives and work colleagues, leading to their arrest. Subsequent to this, a search of the
apartments was conducted, the immediate surroundings were examined and, most crucially,
further investigations were initiated if address books were discovered in the apartments
containing the names of other homosexuals. During the interrogations, individuals were
frequently compelled to disclose their sexual partners through the use of violence and torture.>*
The initial denunciations were often regarded as the onset of a domino effect, consequently
leading to the arrest of several other men. It is imperative to acknowledge the legality of the
framework in question, as it should not mislead anyone into underestimating the extent of the
arbitrariness and violence that the imprisoned experienced.?® It is a matter of record that many
of those imprisoned by the Gestapo were so desperate to escape their seemingly inescapable
situation that they committed suicide before the court case. For instance, police assistant
Stiillenberg provides a report on an operation against homosexuals in Diisseldorf in 1938: “In
various cases, detainees who were tied up at the front bit through their wrists, while others
who were tied up in the same way hanged themselves. 3 This passage offers a particularly
vivid illustration of the utter desperation of those in the hands of the Gestapo who saw no way
out, and it gives us only a glimpse of what may have been going through their minds.

A distinctive element of the arrest procedure was the concept of protective custody (ge.
Schutzhaft), a mechanism that enabled the Gestapo (the Kripo used Vorbeugehafft, as a similar
concept) to deport individuals to concentration camps without the necessity of prior detention
or the possibility of legal recourse. This practice was most commonly observed subsequent to

the completion of the standard prison term, particularly in instances of repeated or alleged

33 Rahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 10.

3 Ibid., 14.

35 1bid., 14f.

36 Frank Sparing, “... wegen Vergehen nach § 175 verhaftet”: Die Verfolgung der Diisseldorfer Homosexuellen wiihrend des
Nationalsozialismus, (Disseldorf: Grupello, 1997), 162.
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violations of the law. Initially, deportation to concentration camps was considered a temporary
measure intended to act as a deterrent. However, by decree of the Reichssicherheitshauptamtes
on 12 July 1940, particularly those deemed by the authorities to be ‘seducers’ were subjected
to indefinite imprisonment in the concentration camps.?’ Men identified by the authorities as
‘homosexuals’ and deemed to have had more than one partner were subject to automatic
deportation to a concentration camp following the completion of their sentence,® resulting in
a substantial escalation in the number of queer prisoners among the concentration camp
population.®® Another inhumane treatment that was implemented was the castration of queer
men to reduce their “sexual drive”. These castrations were either coerced for sexual offences
under § 42 k RStG* in 1933, although it did not apply to the vast majority of queer men. Later,
from 1935 onwards, ‘voluntary’ castrations were partially carried out to avoid deportation to
or an early release from protective custody in concentration camps.*142 43

Within the concentration camps, queer men were obliged, like other inmates, to wear
distinctive labels that stated the reason for their presence at the camp, thus consequently
indicated their status as in the lowest rank in the camp hierarchy. As early as 1933, the
Hamburg-Fuhlsbiittel concentration camp introduced a separate category of prisoners
designated “homosexuals”.* This classification, however, was not universally adopted. In
numerous other concentration camps, queer men were initially assigned different designations,
such as “habitual criminals” (ge. Gewohnheitsverbrecher), as indicated by the green triangle.*
The angle was frequently accompanied by the information “homo.” or “§ 175”.4%47 Tt was not

249

until 1938 that a standardisation and widespread use of the so-called ‘pink triangle’* was

37 Reichssicherheitshauptamt, Vorbeugende Verbrechensbekimpfung. ErlaBsammlung. Schriftenreihe des
Reichskriminalpolizeiamtes Nr. 15, Bl. 196. December 1941.

38 Grau, Homosexualitdit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 311.

3 Rahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 17.

40 Under § 42 k RStG, sexual acts with boys under the age of 14 or homosexual exhibition were punishable by law, with the
latter constituting the larger group of those who were forcibly castrated on the basis of this legal situation.

41 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 305f.

42 The voluntary nature of a castration is to be seen in the context of the choice between a concentration camp or dismissal.
Grau, Lexikon zur Homosexuellenverfolgung 1933-1945: Institutionen — Personen — Betdtigungsfelder, s.v. “Kastration.

43 Medical experiments with hormones on queer inmates, and to a lesser extent forced castrations and typhus experiments, are
particularly well documented at the Buchenwald concentration camp.
Grau, Homosexualitdt in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 345f1.

4 Lutz van Dijk, Verdammt starke Liebe. Die wahre Geschichte von Stefan K. und Willi G., 4th ed. (Berlin: Querverlag, 2025),
168.

4 Rahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 19.

46 “Nazi persecution of queer people,” Arolsen Archives, accessed March 30, 2025, https:/arolsen-archives.org/en/about-
us/statements/nazi-persecution-of-queer-people/.

47 Annette Eberle, “Héftlingskategorien und Kennzeichnungen,* in Der Ort des Terrors: Geschichte der nationalsozialistischen
Konzentrationslager, ed. Wolfgang Benz, and Barbara Distel, Die Organisation des Terrors, Vol. 1 (Miinchen: C.H. Beck
oHG, 2005), 96.

48 Rahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 18.

4 The categorisation of prisoners with the pink triangle was based solely on the legal parameters that defined their detention
in the concentration camps. It should be noted that the label itself did not necessarily imply an actual proclivity towards
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introduced, which after the war became a symbol of the suffering of those persecuted as
homosexuals.

A distinctive characteristic of these queer inmates was their relative numerical inferiority
and considerable fragmentation, resulting in the absence of a cohesive identity or communal
bond and leading to isolation. Survivors and witnesses reported incessant violence perpetrated
not only by the SS guards but also by other prisoners. Historian Annette Eberle asserts, in this
context, that the Pink Triangle was used by the SS, in particular, to evoke the most brutal
violence and, in some documented cases, murder.>® The mortality rate from the mid-1940s was
the highest among those not persecuted on racial grounds.!

In principle, the deportation of homosexual individuals to concentration camps was
limited to those of German nationality. However, there were exceptions, such as foreigners
who had sexual relations with Germans. These individuals too were deported to concentration
camps. Consequently, those tried under § 175 were predominantly confined within
concentration camps situated within the German Reich or its immediate environs.>?

It is challenging to obtain precise figures in relation to this matter. Realistic estimation
suggests that approximately 100,000 individuals were processed as suspects, of whom
approximately half were sentenced to imprisonment.>3 The number of people deported to the
concentration camps is estimated to be between 5,000 and 7,000,3* or slightly higher at up to
15,000,>° depending on the source. The mortality rate in the concentration camps was between
50 to 60 %.%6°758 In all aforementioned statistics are those missing, who perished in the prison
cells of the Gestapo or other police forces. Due to the lack of data, there are no verified numbers

existing.

homosexuality; rather, it served as a designation denoting a specific form of persecution and the associated effects on the
reality of life for these prisoners in the concentration camp — harassment, violence, arbitrary, death.

30 Eberle, “Haiftlingskategorien und Kennzeichnungen, 98.

SIRahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 20.

32 Tbid., 22.

33 Grau, Homosexualitiit in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und Verfolgung, 171.

34 Rahe and Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 22.

3 In his article, Knoll writes that a little more than half of those deported to a concentration camp perished there.
“Gay Men under the Nazi Regime,” United States Holocaust Memorial Museum, last modified May 28, 2021, accessed March
29, 2025, https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/gay-men-under-the-nazi-regime.

36 Albert Knoll, “Homosexuellenverfolgung,* in nsdoku.lexikon, NS-Dokumentationszentrum Miinchen, last modified
January 16, 2025, accessed March 29, 2025, https://www.nsdoku.de/lexikon/artikel/homosexuellenverfolgung-368.

57 The authors assert a death rate between 50 and 60 per cent.

Stefan Heinz, and Lukas Bergmann, “Verfolgung von ‘Volksfeinden® als Staatsauftrag — Die ‘Reichszentrale zur
Bekdmpfung der Homosexualitit und Abtreibung’,” Lernen aus der Geschichte, last modified May 15, 2012, accessed
March 29, 2025, https://lernen-aus-der-geschichte.de/Lernen-und-Lehren/content/10396.

38 The authors refer to the high mortality rate — around 60% from the 1940s onwards — particularly in connection with the

assignment of prisoners with the pink triangle to work details, such as the clinker brickworks in Sachsenhausen or the stone
quarry in Buchenwald.
Rahe and Rainer Hoffschildt, Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen, 20.
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2.3. Persecution of Queer Men in the Czech lands

2.3.1. First Czechoslovak Republic

In the First Czechoslovak Republic, two main groups formed that advocated for the social
emancipation of homosexuality. On the one hand, there were liberal members of the
professions, such as lawyers and doctors, who campaigned for changes in legislation and
regulations as part of a “sexual reform movement” (cs. sexudlné-reformni hnuti) or “sexual
minority movement” (cs. hnuti sexudlnich mensin).® Conversely, there were homosexual
individuals who participated in the 'sexual minority movement', the primary objective of which
was personal and communal emancipation. Despite the close collaboration between the two
groups, there were substantial differences in their methodologies. Significant figures include
the lawyer Frantisek Cefovsky® and the doctor Frantisek Jelinek®', who made the first attempts
to find a homosexual organisation, and the author Jana Mattuschova, who emphasised the ideal
of a united homosexual community.%? The primary objective of these movements was the repeal
of Paragraph 129 Ib of the Criminal Code, which criminalised homosexual acts. Despite the
absence of notable legislative achievements, the movements' practical impact was substantial,
particularly through the establishment of self-help organisations that furnished effective legal
assistance to homosexuals who had encountered legal difficulties. This form of self-help is
widely regarded as one of the most significant concrete achievements of the emancipation of
homosexuals in the First Republic.®

This preliminary overview of the early efforts towards gay emancipation provides a
foundation for the subsequent discussion of the persecution of queer people during the
Protectorate period. As the socio-political climate underwent a dramatic shift under the
influence of the National Socialists, the relative advances of the early Republic were reversed,
resulting in increased state surveillance, criminalisation and oppression of queer people. This
chapter explores the suppression of these earlier movements and the harsh realities faced by

the LGBTQ+ community during the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia.
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2.3.2. Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia

After the occupation of the Czech lands and the establishment of a new “constitution”,
two legal systems were imposed on the local population. On the one hand, German nationals
were subject to the Reich Penal Code, while on the other, the Protectorate’s Penal Code, which
dated back to the Austrian Empire in 1852, was adopted largely unchanged in the First Republic
and later applied to Protectorate citizens (mostly Czechs). The exception to this was a catalogue
of crimes, particularly those committed against the German nation, the Fiihrer and the party,
which were required to be brought before German courts.®* This meant that homosexuality
could now be punished under two articles of criminal law. On the one hand, through § 175 of
the German Criminal Code and, on the other hand, through § 129 Ib of the new Protectorate
Penal Code. The latter criminalised “unnatural fornication” between persons of the same sex,
including sexual relations between women, in contrast to German criminal law.

A radical shift in legal concept occurred on May 5, 1941, whereby citizens of the
protectorate could also be prosecuted under German criminal law if a minimum of one person
of German nationality was implicated in a crime. As a consequence, sexual relations between
Germans and Czechs were tried under the Reich Criminal Penal Code.® Further legal
harmonisation took place at the end of 1942. By order of the Reich Minister of Justice, the
ordinance on the punishment of habitual offenders and offenders against public morality was
extended to non-German nationals. However, it was only applied in cases of repeat offences.
In the event of a first-time violation of Section 129 Ib, Protectorate law continued to apply.5°

As has been previously outlined, the legal mechanism and dynamics in the Protectorate
followed similar patterns to those in Germany. The most prominent investigative entities were
the Protectorate Police and the Kripo, and most cases were investigated by the latter.%” As it
was the case in the Reich, the Gestapo was only becoming active in specific cases within the
Protectorate. In this context, Jan Seidl asserts in his doctoral dissertation on cases documented
in the MZA Brno, that there are no indications given that German law enforcement used special
targeted measures or raids against the queer subculture in the Protectorate, but rather learned
of queer men randomly. Further, that in cases which made it to the attention of the Gestapo

office in Brno, causing in many cases a snowball effect through the interrogation of suspects,

4 Seidl, “Homosexualita v praxi a diskurzu trestniho prava, mediciny a ob&anské spole¢nosti od vydani trestniho zakona z
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pressing more names and information.® This description of the dynamics leaves the impression
of passive persecution. However, Kripo and Gestapo did share their findings with the local
authorities and vice versa (see case study of Jan Pazderka). In most cases, according to Seidl’s
findings, where the Gestapo was involved, it linked the alleged homosexuality to some political
reason or to actions undermining German interest, which aligned with the procedure in the
Reich.

Regarding the Czech law enforcements, it seems to be similar, when it came to the
activeness of the prosecution. In the two cases of the Prague Criminal Court of 1943, the initial
arrests (one about car theft, the second theft of a watch) led to a domino-effect involving more
and more people through denunciations and investigations. Cases need to be split up, also due
to the legal requirements, if a German national was involved it had to be tried at the German
Court. Other sources state that there was no active initiative by the Czech police authorities to
specifically target the queer community. Despite this, the number of investigations has
increased compared to the situation in the First Republic. Furthermore, although the sentencing
of Czech courts on § 129 Ib cases has become harsher than it used to be, judges still tried to
use the full width of their competences, including suspending sentencing, especially for men
over 18 years of age.®® However, this leeway was removed by the government decree of 3 May
1943, which brought the criminal law of the Protectorate into line with Reich law.”®

In relation to the process of persecution against queer men, the utilisation of
measurements within the legal framework and arbitrary actions by the authorities, particularly
the Gestapo, in its instrument of protective custody, were employed in the Protectorate as well.
Notwithstanding the existence of these cases, it is an uncommon occurrence for men to be tried
under § 129 Ib and placed under protective custody by the Gestapo. In order to justify the
intervention of the Gestapo, it would be necessary to present a further layer of reasoning. This
could be based on political motivations or the existence of imminent danger to the German

nation. The number of such cases is limited, and the method depends on the individual case.

2.3.3. Difference between the Reich Criminal Penal Code and the Protectorate Penal Code

It is necessary to recognise the terminology used in the Penal Code in the Protectorate,

which regarded § 129 Ib as a felony’!, while § 175 fornication was considered a misdemeanour
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and not a felony under German law.”? According to the Reich law, § 175 made a distinction
depending on whether the individual involved was below or above the age of 21, thereby
influencing the severity of the imposed punishment. In contrast, the penal code in the
Protectorate did not incorporate this distinction. However, both sets of legislation recognised
child abuse involving individuals under the age of 14. A further distinction is that homosexual
prostitution was more severely punished under German law. The local penal code did not
differentiate between cases where a reward had been given. However, both systems shared a
similar severity in cases of violence and abuse. A notable point in Seidl's analysis is the
observation that the Reich legal framework was less harsh in cases where sexual relations were
based on love, romantic friendship or a simple affinity between men, whereas § 129 Ib made
no such distinction.”> With regard to sentences, Reich criminal law incorporated aggregated
sentences, under which the principle of greater promiscuity was observed to result in harsher
punishments, leading to cumulative sentences with no possibility of suspension. Conversely,
the Protectorate judiciary followed the principle of absorption, utilising suspended sentences
until May 1943 (a period of three years following the establishment of the Protectorate, aligning

with the procedure in the Reich).”

3. Institutional dynamics of the persecution

After analysing the legal mechanisms and their impact on queer persecuted persons in
the previous paragraphs, the next sections will examine the dynamics between the prosecuting
authorities. First of all, the structure of the Gestapo in the Protectorate in general and the
relevant department in the Prague Gestapo office in particular will be discussed. This will be
followed by a look at the police prison in the Small Fortress in Terezin and its place in the

system of persecution.

3.1. Creation and Structure of the Gestapo in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia

In the aftermath of the military occupation of Bohemia and Moravia in March 1939 and
the subsequent establishment of the German civil administration of the Protectorate, a dispute

over competencies ensued concerning the leadership of the security forces between Himmler
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(SS and police in the Protectorate) and Heydrich (SD and security police). The resolution of
the power struggle was achieved through Himmler’s decree, which led to the establishment of
the Secret State Police Office Prague (with jurisdiction over Bohemia) and the Secret State
Police Office Brno (with jurisdiction over Moravia) in May 1939. Both local Gestapo offices
were later elevated to the status of executive offices (ge. Staatspolizeileitstelle, before
Staatspolzeistelle), which were yet subordinated directly to the Gestapo Headquarters in Berlin,
Prinz-Albrecht-StraBe, at that time.””

The organisational structure of the two offices in Bohemia and Moravia was modelled,
to a greater or lesser extent, on that of the Gestapo headquarters in Berlin. This structure
comprised a commander and his deputy at the top, followed by three departments (ge.
Abteilungen), with several subdivisions (ge. Referate). These divisions could be further
subdivided based on specialized field (ge. Sachgebiete) and smaller subunits. The three primary
Abteilungen were as follows: I. Organisation, Administration and Personnel; II. Political
Police; and III. Counter-intelligence Matters. By 1941, an additional Abteilung 1V was
established, which was tasked with the seizure and confiscation of the property of persons and
organisations hostile to the state.

In September 1939 the structure of security agencies in the Reich were reorganised,
which merged the Security Police (ge. Sicherheitspolizei - Sipo) and the Security Service (ge.
Sicherheitsdienst - SD) into the newly created Reich Security Main Office (ge.
Reichssicherheitshauptamt - RSHA). The main Gestapo office was incorporated into it as
Department IV (Amt 1V), ‘Enemy Combat’. Simultaneously the Kripo (as
Reichskriminalhauptamt) was transformed to Department V (Amt V), with the Reichszentale
zur Bekdmpfung der Homosexualitdt und Abtreibung in Referat B 3 Sittlichkeitsverbrechen (en.
Moral Offences).’”® These changes did not affect the relationship between the executive offices
in Bohemia and Moravia and the department in the RSHA. Over the years, however, further
internal reorganisation developments within the Department IV had caused other local
branches of the Gestapo to copy the internal structure and functioning of the main office in
Berlin. These were mostly recommendations, and the commanders of the executive offices
could decide on the adaptations. In the case of the Prague branch, the prescribed structures

were implemented, albeit with some delay.
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3.2. Gestapo office in Prague

The office in Prague was located in the Petschek Palace and served as its headquarters
for the duration of the Protectorate, thus becoming a symbol of terror and fear throughout
Bohemia. The Prague Gestapo office experienced multiple periods of reorganisation, which
will be analysed to illustrate its internal dynamics.

Following the initial reorganisation of Department IV in the RSHA in 1941, the Prague
executive office underwent a second restructuring by November 1942, a development that was
a consequence of Heydrich's assassination and death in mid-1942. The establishment of the
SBF (en. Sonderreferat SBF — Sabotage-Bahnen-Fallschirmagenten) subdivision, a unique
innovation of the Prague office, was not replicated within the RSHA, and ultimately led to dire
consequences for the domestic resistance. The establishment of this unit necessitated a
restructuring of Department III, which had previously been responsible for parachute agents.”’

A fundamental reorganisation was initiated by the summer of 1943, encompassing the
restructuring of the hitherto untouched departments. The new structure replicated the internal
division of the RSHA of March 1941, yet it was not simplistic; rather, it was intricate, with
divergent levels of responsibility and power dynamics. The Department I was subdivided into
two segments: one responsible for personnel management and the other entrusted with the
organisation and administration. The Department IV, which had been established in 1941, was
incorporated into the Department II. The establishment of four new departments was based on
Department II and III: IV A & D, IV B & C, IV E and IV N. All of these departments shared
the same office. The final significant restructuring occurred by spring 1944, building upon prior
modifications and aligning with the changes within the RSHA, with the objective of enhancing
simplicity and clearly assigning personal responsibility. Departments I and II remained largely
unaltered during this period. Meanwhile, the four extant departments were consolidated into a
single entity, designated Department IV, comprising multiple subdivisions. Until the
conclusion of the war, minor adaptations occurred, but no significant remodelling of the Prague
Gestapo office.”®

Of particular interest to the subject of the thesis is the fact that the Gestapo office in Brno,
for example, consisted of three sections in Department II Political Police that did not exist in

Prague. These were II J Personal Protection of State and Public Officials, II K Dactyloscopy
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and Photography and II S Morals, Homosexuals. With regard to the latter, the available
information does not rule out the possibility that such a department existed in Prague, at least
in the short term, but there is no conclusive evidence to the contrary. In the Berlin office there
were departments II J for contacts with foreign police and I S for combating homosexuality
and abortion.”

It is interesting to note that attitudes towards the persecution of queer people varied not
only between the core area of Nazi Germany and its periphery, but also with regard to the
organisational structure within local authorities. In contrast to the policy of the Reich, the
Gestapo seemed less interested in persecuting queers in the occupied territories, especially in
Eastern Europe, and delegated this task to the local police authorities in order to focus on more
pressing matters during the war. In several cases, however, the Gestapo exercised its authority
in this matter and intervened. These circumstances were based not only on the racist-ideological
attitudes of the individuals concerned, but also on the institutional organisation of the power
apparatus in the occupied territories. In cases where Germans were not directly or indirectly
affected, the implementation of racial policy played hardly any role. From a National Socialist
perspective, homosexual acts between members of a people classified as ‘inferior’ were
considered an indirect threat to German identity but were treated differently and therefore
required a different approach.®

Unlike in the Berlin headquarters, there was no separate subdivision within the Prague
Gestapo for combating homosexuality, and that the Reich Central Office for Combating
Homosexuality and Abortion (ge. Reichszentrale zur Bekdmpfung der Homosexualitit und

Abtreibung) had no direct influence on the territory of Bohemia and Moravia.

3.3. Subdivision under Kurt Oberhauser

The data from the Terezin Memorial on the men imprisoned in the Terezin Gestapo
prison and the documents from the National Archives in the collection Okupacni véZenské spisy
(en. Occupation Prison Files) enabled us to learn that Department II B Religious
Denominations, Jews, Freemasons, Emigrants, Pacifists, with Subdivision II B 1 dealing with
all matters relating to Political Catholicism, was mentioned as the responsible body in the

Gestapo’s modus operandi in the persecution of queer men in the jurisdiction of the Gestapo
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Executive Office Prague.®! However, with the reorganisation of the local office, the name of
the department and the subdivision changed twice in the course of time, but not the subjects
targeted. In July 1943 to subdivision IV B 1-4 responsible for the surveillance and persecution
of different religious and ideological groups (Churches, Jews, Freemasons, Sects; in the
Department IV B & IV C)® and later by spring 1944 to Department IV Worldview opponents
(ge. Weltanschauliche Gegner) subdivision IV 4a Political Churches, Sects, Freemasons and
4b Jews, Emigrants.®3 Moreover, it can be ascertained that the addition of “Oberhauser” to the
title of the responsible subdivision is indicative of the individual to whom that subdivision is
accountable. Kurt Oberhauser, born in Duisburg in 1903, pursued a career in engineering before
joining the Gestapo in early 1934. In March 1939, he was reassigned to Prague, where he
oversaw various subdivisions, targeting different groups, with a primary focus on the Catholic
Church in Bohemia. Following Heydrich's death, Oberhauser played a significant role in the
investigations against Bishop Gorazd of the Czech Orthodox Church, who was subsequently
executed for hiding paratroopers within the Church of Sts. Cyril and Methodius. 34

Notwithstanding the hypothesis of the existence of a Department II S for a limited period
of time, it is evident that this entity did not assume a role in the cases under consideration.
Based on the information gathered from the documents we can rule out that in the period of the
first person imprisoned in Pankrac in context of their suspected homosexuality and potential
collusion (in the case of Karel Kantor; subdivision II B 1 Oberhauser) on January 7, 1942 up
until early 1945 (last recorded imprisonment in this context was Jan Pazderka in Pankrac on
April 5, 1945 by subdivision IV 4a Oberhauser) no such department existed. According to
Zumr there were no further structural changes in the early months of 1945 until the end of the
war. We can therefore rule out their existence in the above-mentioned period. Nonetheless,
they could have been created during the establishment of the Gestapo office in Prague.

The alleged homosexual tendencies of members of the clergy were part of a broader
scheme to discredit the church. Nonetheless, it needs to be placed in the context of a general
ideological strategy to combat homosexuality. This connection is the only plausible
explanation for why Oberhauser’s subdivisions were listed in the detention records and are
linked to the later presented individual cases, targeting queer men. This finding was derived

from the applied research and has not been documented in any of the reviewed literature.
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3.4. Gestapo Prison in Terezin

In addition to Pankrac Gestapo prison in Prague, a branch was set up in the Small Fortress
(cs. Mala Pevnost) in Terezin in 1940 as Geheime Staatspolizei — Staatspolizeileitstelle Prag —
Polizeigefingnis Theresienstadt (en. Secret State Police — State Police Executive Office —
Police Prison Theresienstadt). This development coincided with a significant escalation in
arrests aimed at countering both potential and actual resistance to the Nazi occupation within
the Protectorate, a period characterised by the overcrowding of prisons in Pankrac and the
vicinity of Charles Square (cs. Karlovo namésti). The establishment of this new facility can be
understood as a response to the pressing need for additional space to confine prisoners. Until
1941, the administration of the prison was overseen by Pankrac, and subsequently, it became
directly subordinate to the Prague State Police Office. 3° The evolution of the prison in Terezin
into a pivotal component within the working structure of the Gestapo in the Protectorate is a
salient point of interest.

The majority of those imprisoned in Mald Pevnost were transferred there from the Prague
Gestapo office or from Pankrac prison, and some because of the over regional activities of the
Prague Gestapo.3® The institution was intended to serve as a brief holding facility, as most
individuals transferred there were awaiting subsequent deportation to Nazi courts, other
penitentiary facilities, or concentration camps.®” The latter were the destinations that accounted
for approximately 30 percent of the 31,000 men and women imprisoned in the Small Fortress.
Prior to 1943, the majority of these individuals were transferred to Mauthausen or Auschwitz-
Birkenau.®® Due to the intensification of persecution measures in the Protectorate, the number
of prisoners gradually increased; from 100 — 150 prisoners in the summer of 1940 to
approximately 5 600 male and female inmates in April 1945.8 It is noteworthy that the statistics
do not indicate that there was a sustained halt to the admission of prisoners due to
overcrowding.

The main groups of prisoners were resistance fighters (both the Obrana naroda, en.
Defence of the Nation, resistance and the Communist resistance) and those influenced by the

two professional organisations (against the Sokol organisation in 1941 and after the
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assassination of Heydrich).”® The prisoners, however, were much more diverse. Jews, both
male and female, were also brought to the Gestapo prison - either from the nearby ghetto of

Terezin to serve time for criminal offences or to be murdered.®!

As demonstrated by publicly accessible data from the Terezin Memorial and the National
Archive, there is also evidence of the imprisonment of queer men in Terezin on the basis of
various accusations relating to queerness. However, a comprehensive review of the extant
literature on the Gestapo itself and its prison in Terezin reveals an absence of further
information on this matter. In light of this, it is imperative to address this knowledge gap and
expand the existing body of knowledge concerning the subject of queer persecution within the
Protectorate. The ensuing sections of this study will deliberate the case studies of the men who
were imprisoned in Terezin. Prior to the examination of the case studies, it is necessary to
understand the archival work carried out in order to comprehend the methodology employed

to reach the conclusions.
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I11.

4. Individual cases of persecution

4.1. Description of archival work

The initial phase of the research involved the acquisition of the names of inmates of the
Small Fortress in Terezin, who shared similar reasons for their imprisonment: 2
e Karl Kantor
e Jaroslav Turecky
e Frantidek Sejvl
e Otto Ernst Kreuz
e Antonin Michalek
e Adolf Semsch
e Josef Kroupa
e Josef Velat
e [adislav Bladsky (or Blatsky)

o Jan Pazderka

Subsequently, the next step was to gather information on the ten men online via the
Database of Memorial Terezin. This database provided consistent, often more detailed,
information on the timeline, as well as digital copies of documents pertaining to their
imprisonment. In addition, the Narodni archiv (Czech National archive - NA) in Prague was
approached for assistance in locating pertinent documentation. A search was conducted within
the archival collections, with the result that information is stored in the following archival

collections:

e Occupation Prison and Penitentiary Files (cs. Okupacni vézenské spisy - OVS),
e Police Headquarters Prague II. — Civil Register (cs. Policejni reditelstvi Praha I1.

— evidence obyvatelstva — EO) and

92 Radana Rutové, email message to the author, April 13, 2023.
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e Police Headquarters Prague II. — General Register (cs. Policejni reditelstvi Praha

1l. — vSeobecna spisovna — VS).

The OVS contains records of all Pankrac prison registers from 1944 to 1945 (series KN
84-9) and provides information about all men except for Otto Ernst Kreuz und Jan Pazderka.
Subsequent research was conducted in the archival group of the Police Headquarters, where
resident cards for all men were found. The General Register has been found to contain police
files on the following individuals: Bladsky, Kantor, Pazderka, Sejvl, Semsch, Turecky and
Velat.”> These police reports, which span the period from 1918 to 1955, were thoroughly
researched in the research room in Prague - Chodovec. A more detailed review was conducted
on the following police reports on Bladsky, Kantor, Pazderka, Sejvl and Semsch concerning
the relevant period of 1939-1945.

Subsequent to this, research was carried out on all the names in the Arolsen Archives that
matched information for Kantor, Turecky, Sejvl and Semsch. Those who were evidently
deported to concentration camps were the focus of further research in the respective archives,
and requests were submitted to the Central Archive Database of the former concentration camp
Mauthausen for Kantor, Sejvl and Turecky. Subsequent requests were made for information on
Semsch in the archives of the former concentration camp Flossenbiirg, and for Kreuz in the
archive of Gross-Rosen concentration camp.

An additional valuable resource is the online portal of the National Archive, which
facilitates the search for archival collections across the Czech Republic, thereby assisting
researchers in identifying the locations of relevant source materials. Utilising this tool led to an
initial discovery at the Security Services Archive (cs. Archiv bezpecnostnich slozek, ABS) in
Prague, specifically within the collection entitled Némecké soudy v Protektoratu Cechy a
Morava 1939-1945 (en. German Courts in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia, 1939—
1945). This fund comprises 569 cartons that have not yet been processed, along with an

additional 14 cartons identified as damaged.* A second relevant collection is Riizné némecké

93 Jan Koufimsky, email to the author, October 22, 2024.

94 Nérodni archiv (NA), Aron: Archival Portal — Archiv bezpecnostnich slozek: Némecké soudy v Protektoratu Cechy a Morava
(1928) 1939-1945, accessed April 20, 2025, https://portal.nacr.cz/aron/apu/295ac2f7-4b92-437b-a53c-dcecc577051d.
Selected criminal and court files of convicted Protectorate nationals and foreigners held by German courts: German Official
Court (Deutsches Amtsgericht) Brno, Ceské Budgjovice, Hradec Kralové, Ji¢in, Jihlava, Kolin, Klatovy, Moravska Ostrava,
Némecky Brod, Olomouc, Pardubice, Plzen, Prague, Tabor, Uherské Hradisté, Landsgericht Brno, Oberlandsgericht Brno;
criminal agenda and files of the German prosecutors (Staatsanwalt, Oberstaatsanwalt, Generalstatsanwalt) at the provincial
courts in Prague and Brno; personal files of prisoners in the court prisons in Brno, Ceské Bud&jovice, Hradec Kralové, Jihlava,
Klatovy, Olomouc, Pardubice, Plzen, Uherské Hradisté; personal files of convicted Protectorate nationals from the
penitentiaries in Germany: Amberg, Bayreuth, Ebrach and others; selected personnel files of German justice employees in the
Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia. The fonds contains cases of damage to the war economy, various economic crimes,
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bezpecnostni slozky (en. Various German Security Services), which, at the time of
investigation, was only partially accessible. > A formal request submitted to the ABS for
information pertaining to the individuals under study did not yield any results. Further potential
sources were identified at the State Regional Archive in Prague (cs. Statni oblastni archiv v
Praze, SOA Prague), namely within the fonds Zemsky soud (vissky), Praha 1939—1945 (en.
Provincial [Reich] Court, Prague, 1939—1945). This collection contains files and registers from
the former German Provincial Court in Prague. However, it remains unprocessed and is
currently inaccessible to researchers.”®

Subsequent research within the relevant scholarly literature led to the discovery of an
alphabetical list of individuals convicted under §129 Ib during the year 1944. This list was
located within the evidentiary materials of criminal cases held in the Stdtni zastupitelstvi Praha
1850—1949 (en. Prague Public Prosecutor’s Office) collection at the SOA Prague.”’ The list
was then cross-referenced with the names of prisoners detained in the Gestapo prison at
Terezin, resulting in a match for Jan Pazderka, associated with file number 1 950. It is of
particular note that the same file number was also linked to two other individuals, namely
FrantiSek PraSek and Petr Langer. In order to pursue further inquiry into this case, the SOA
Prague was contacted for clarification. Initially, it was concluded that the relevant case files
had not been preserved within the collection. Nevertheless, an opportunity arose to examine
the name register found in the Seznam obvinénych 1944 I+II (en. List of the Accused, 1944,
Parts I and II), compiled by the Prague State Prosecutor’s Office. This register recorded the
aforementioned three individuals, along with their residential addresses at the time of

conviction, their occupations, and the specific offence for which they were charged—in each

theft, embezzlement, possession of weapons, harbouring persons hostile to the Reich, listening to foreign radio, dissemination
of enemy leaflets, bodily harm, unintentional killing and other criminal and political offences. The fund is partially accessible.
95 Néarodni archiv (NA), Aron: Archival Portal — Archiv bezpe¢nostnich sloZek: Riizné némecké bezpe¢nostni slozky ([1905])
1931-1964, accessed April 20, 2025, https://portal.nacr.cz/aron/apu/1ad974b3-a3d7-44¢9-9916-28217beb4206.

Fragments of files and agendas: gendarmerie, Grenzpolizei, Freikorps, Gestapo, RSHA, SD, SS, Schupo, Stapo, Kripo,
uniformed police, non-uniformed police, military administration. Instructions, standards, circulars, regulations, directives,
bulletins, fragments of card files, security studies, reports and situation reports, wanted persons agenda, escaped prisoners of
war, resistance, vetting of persons, arrest of persons, labor camps, fragments, personnel and economic agendas. Collection of
articles and studies on astrology, mysticism, occultism, national and racial issues, political science, social engineering,
contemporary developments in the world and society, etc. Includes fragments of post-war documentation and testimony on the
workings of the Nazi security forces. German Gendarmerie Station Velké Biezno (1939-1945) - 35 cartons containing
documents and writings arising from the activities of this station. The fund is partially accessible.

% Narodni archiv (NA), Aron: Archival Portal — Statni oblastni archiv v Praze: Zemsky soud (FiSsky), Praha 1939-1945,
accessed April 20, 2025, https://portal.nacr.cz/aron/apu/3ae45cal-2b9b-49b0-8281-b93cc4c967a0.

The fund is not accessible.

97 Sotia Samajova, “Perzekuce homosexuality ve 30. a 40. letech 20. Stoleti (piipadova studie),” Bachelor thesis, (Univerzita
Karlova, 2014).
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instance, a violation of §129 Ib of the Protectorate’s Penal Code. However, no additional

information concerning the convictions could be retrieved from the available records.”®

Particular attention was given to documents housed at the National Archives, which were
reviewed both chronologically—distinguishing between those created prior to and following
the establishment of the Protectorate—and thematically, with a specific focus on references to
queerness. Such references were considered potentially indicative of prior interactions with law
enforcement authorities, and consequently, of possible inclusion in police records, particularly
those compiled before March 1939. In some instances, these documents provided detailed
insights, while in others they yielded little to no relevant information. It is important to note
that the documents reviewed—drawn from various archival sources—were, in most cases, not
directly related to the individuals' subsequent imprisonment in the Small Fortress. That is, they
did not document criminal offences in a manner that explicitly linked the events to later
detention in Pankrac or Terezin. An exception to this is the Victims Database maintained by
the Terezin Memorial. Nonetheless, it cannot be entirely excluded that earlier police
investigations may have, at least to some extent, informed or contributed to subsequent Gestapo
inquiries. Where such connections are identifiable or suspected, they will be discussed in the

relevant individual case studies.

4.2. List of queer men imprisoned in the Gestapo prison in Terezin

The following table is based on data provided by the Terezin Memorial, as well as
information from various archival sources, to provide an overview of the queer men and their

fates.

%8 Their case was resubmitted under number 774/44, as indicated by a handwritten note in the register of names. An enquiry
to the archivar at the study room at the SOA Praha on this matter did not yield any further clues.
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Table 1: Profiles of individuals arrested for ‘Homosexuality’ at Terezin’s Small Fortress (1942-

1945)”
Name Born | Reason for Arrest Gestapo Arrest duration | Further Fate
Department | in the Small Deportation
Fortress/Terezin
Karl 1904 | Suspected IB1 14.2. - 6.4.1942 Kz Murdered in
Kantor homosexuality and Oberhauser Mauthausen | Mauthausen
potential collusion on April 27,
1942
Jaroslav | 1909 | Anti-German and IVB1 7.3.-19.4.1944 Kz Survived,
Turecky homosexual activity | Oberhauser Mauthausen | liberated in
Mauthausen
FrantiSek | 1898 | Homosexual activity | IVB 1 10.3.-19.4.1944 | KZ Survived,
Sejvl. Oberhauser Mauthausen | liberated in
Mauthausen
Otto 1895 | Anti-German and IVB1 29.8. - KZ Gross Fate
Ernst homosexual activity | Oberhauser | 26.10.1944 Rosen unknown
Kreuz
Antonin | 1919 | Suspected IV 4a 10.10.1944 -n.a. | - Survived,
Michalek homosexual activity | Oberhauser liberated in
with a German MP
national
Adolf 1914 | Suspected IV 4a 28.11.1944 - KZ Survived,
Semsch homosexual activity | Oberhauser | 3.4.1945 Flossenbiirg | likely to
liberated in
Regensburg
(subcamp to
Flossenbiirg)
Josef 1922 | Concealment of IV 4a 30.1.-5.3.1945 - Died in the
Kroupa Homosexual Activity | Oberhauser Mala Pevnost
on March 5,
1945
Josef 1909 | Homosexual activity | IV 4b 27.2.1945 — - Transferred
Velat with a clergyman Oberhauser | 20.3.1945 by order of
IV 6b to the
staff canteen
in Prague.
Ladislav | 1904 | Homosexual activity | IV 4a 13.3.1945 - n.a. - Liberated in
Bladsky and black Oberhauser the Small
marketeering Fortress.
Jan 1904 | Continuation of IV 4a 10.4.1945 - n.a. - Liberated in
Pazderka homosexual activity | Oberhauser the Small
Fortress.

9 This table is a compilation of data gathered by the author from archival sources, including the Czech National Archive
(Occupation Prison and Penitentiary Files; Police Headquarters Prague II — Civil Register and General Register), the Terezin
Memorial Database, the Arolsen Archives, and records from the memorial archives of the Mauthausen and Flossenbiirg
concentration camps. All the men were born more than 100 years ago. The author has therefore chosen to use their full names.
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4.3. Case Studies

In the following section, the reviewed documents and the gathered data from the various
sources are connected to the individual cases and reworked for better clarity. It is noteworthy
that the information and amount of data varies from case to case, based on the documents from
the archival funds and the online research completed. The incarceration of ten queer men in the
Small Fortress of Terezin during the Nazi occupation provides a compelling case study,
offering a nuanced and multifaceted perspective on the subject of persecution. This analysis
reveals both common experiences and significant variations, which are shaped by individual

circumstances, the broader political context, and the dynamics of war.

4.3.1. General description of the case studies

The table above presents the principal characteristics of the ten queer men who were
arrested and imprisoned in the Small Fortress at Terezin. Particular attention is given to the
official grounds for detention, as recorded in the prison files from Pankrac Prison; the relevant
subdivision of the Prague Gestapo responsible for each case; the duration of incarceration; and,
where applicable, subsequent deportation and the individual’s fate. The data indicate that the
men came from diverse socio-economic backgrounds and were engaged in a range of
professions.

Regarding their personal circumstances, six of the individuals were at the moment of
their imprisonment unmarried — Turecky,'® Michalek,'°! Kroupa,'® Velat (who married after
the war)!%, Bladsky,'®* and Pazderka.'®> One was divorced (Kantor!®), one was widowed
(Sejv1),!7 and one was married (Semsch),!% although the precise date of marriage remains
uncertain due to conflicting sources, one of which appears more plausible. No information is

available concerning Kreuz’s marital status.!% The average age at the time of imprisonment in

100 NA, Policejni Feditelstvi Praha II - v§eobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Turecky Jaroslav, box 11631, reference code
T16205/5.

WINA, Okupacni vézenské spisy, Inv. &. 116, kn 89, Michélek Antonin.

102 NA, Okupaéni vézenské spisy, Inv. ¢. 116, kn 89, Kroupa Josef.

103 NA, Policejni Feditelstvi Praha II - v§eobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Velat Josef, box 12253, reference code V2132/17.
104 NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vieobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Bladsky Ladislav, box 619, reference code B1941/8.
105 NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vieobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Pazderka Jan, box 8394, reference code P787/5.

106 NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vSeobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Kantor Karl, box 4887, reference code K713/1.

W7 NA, Policejni editelstvi Praha II - vieobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Sejvl Frantisek, box 9968, reference code A1080/2.
Sejvl married 1925 BoZena Bfeckova, who died in January 1941. The marriage was without kids.

18 NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vieobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Semsch Adolf, box 9996, reference code S1229/12.
According to the documents he married Mrs Drahokoupilova, but the exact date is not clear. The registration card states 20
December 1944. At that time he was already in Tetezin. See also: NA, Policejni reditelstvi Praha II - evidence obyvatelstva -
1914-1953, Semsch Adolf.

109 NA, Policejni teditelstvi Praha II - evidence obyvatelstva - 1914-1953, Kreuz Otto Ernst.
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Pankrac was 35.3 years. The youngest, Josef Kroupa, was 22, and the eldest, Otto Ernst Kreuz,
was 48. With the sole exception of Otto Ernst Kreuz, all were Czechoslovak citizens. A
commonality among all the men is that they were registered as residents of Prague prior to their
arrest.

Each case was handled by the same Gestapo subdivision Oberhauser (although it
operated under varying names over time) and transferred from Pankrac to Terezin. There is no
evidence that other similar cases from other branches of the Prague Gestapo office in Bohemia

were processed by the Oberhauser subdivision and passed through Terezin.

4.3.2. Analysis of the reasons for arrest

An examination of the reasons for arrest reveals that, with the exception of Michalek,
there is no explicit reference to associations with German citizens. In all cases, so-called
“homosexual activity” is cited as the principal reason for imprisonment, although in a number
of cases, such as those concerning Karel Kantor!'?, Antonin Michalek'!'" and Adolf Semsch,!!?
the arrests were primarily based on suspicion rather than on acts which could be proven. The
case of Michalek is particularly illustrative in this regard: despite the serious allegations of

“homosexual relations with a German citizen'!3

— a factor that could have justified harsher
punishment — he remained imprisoned in Terezin until liberation and was not deported to a
concentration camp. In two cases, the files additionally reference anti-German activity,
indicating a political motive. The data do not indicate any involvement in prostitution.

These findings suggest a lack of standardised procedures and case-by-case reasoning,
with suspicion alone being considered sufficient grounds for arrest in several cases. Political
reasons were not prominent in the majority of cases. As they were all processed by the Prague
Gestapo office, it can be concluded that the Reich Penal Code applied to them all. A striking
structural feature of these cases is the intermittent convergence between criminalisation and
political offences. The cases of Kantor, Turecky and Kreuz show that political suspicion had
the potential to significantly increase the severity of treatment, while individuals imprisoned

solely for homosexual acts faced a range of consequences that depended on the prevailing

priorities of the Gestapo and the demands of wartime. However, these cases are in the minority.

NONA, Okupacni vézenské spisy, Inv. ¢. 112, kn 85, Kantor Karl.
INA, Okupacni vézenské spisy, Michalek.

N2 NA, Okupacni vézenské spisy, Inv. &. 116, kn 89, Semsch Adolf.
"3 NA, Okupacni vézenské spisy, Michalek.
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4.3.3. Imprisonment and further locations of persecution

The duration of imprisonment must be understood within the context of Terezin serving
primarily as a transit facility, with five individuals—Kantor, Turecky, Sejvl, Kreuz, and
Semsch—deported onwards. However, in the final months of the war, particularly in early
1945, such transfers decreased markedly or were confined to local movements. One notable
exception is Josef Velat, who was released from Terezin and assigned to work in the staff
canteen at Pankrac by Subdivision IV 6b, which was responsible for transfers and protective
custody. The remaining men—Antonin Michalek, Ladislav Bladsky, and Jan Pazderka—were
released. On average, the individuals were detained in Pankréac Prison for 109.7 days and in the
Gestapo prison in Terezin for 76.5 days. Those later deported to Mauthausen were held in
Terezin for an average of 44.7 days. Two exceptional cases in terms of length of detention in
Terezin are those of Antonin Michalek and Adolf Semsch. Michélek remained imprisoned at
the Small Fortress for 210 days until his liberation in May 1945, while Semsch was transferred
to Flossenbiirg after 175 days. Although Michélek had been deported to Terezin earlier than
Semsch, he was not transferred further; no explanation for this discrepancy could be identified.

The case of Karel Kantor illustrates the increased danger that arose from the overlap of
homosexual and political charges. Kantor was initially detained in early 1942 on suspicion of
“suspected homosexuality and potential collusion”, and was swiftly deported to Mauthausen
under protective custody, where he was murdered within a few weeks.!'* His death was
officially recorded as ‘during an escape attempt’ (German “auf der Flucht erschossen™),!'> a
pretext frequently used to conceal extrajudicial killings in concentration camps. Another factor
might have been that Kantor, in contrast to any other information from the various sources (e.g.

Kantor’s register card)!'

, was declared as being a “Halbjude” (en. “half-Jew”) upon his arrival
in Mauthausen.!'” This combination of political and sexual ‘deviations’ is also evident in the
cases of Jaroslav Turecky and Otto Ernst Kreuz, both of whom were accused of anti-German

activities and homosexuality. Turecky, who was not deported until much later, in 1944,

114 Seidl, “Homosexualita v praxi a diskurzu trestniho prava, mediciny a ob&anské spole¢nosti od vydani trestniho zékona z
roku 1852 do pfijeti trestniho zakona z roku 19617, 308.

To Jan Seidl’s discovery of the death of Willy Bondi in protective custody, we can now add the names of Karl Kantor and
Josef Kroupa, who perished in protective custody.

115 7 ADB Mauthausen, Totenbuch des Konzentrationslagers Mauthausen, Reference Code MM/Y46a.

N6 NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - evidence obyvatelstva - 1914-1953, Kantor Karl.

117 Z ADB Mauthausen, Transportliste, reference code MM/Y 50.
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survived forced labour in the Mauthausen system (with a temporarily retransfer to Prague),!!®
while the fate of Kreuz after his transfer to Gross-Rosen remains unclear.'"

The temporal factors in question exerted a profound influence on the outcome of the
cases. As evidenced by the case of Kantor, early arrests were made during a period in which
the Nazi regime placed a high priority on the expeditious execution of its political opponents. !
Subsequent arrests, including those of Frantisek Sejvl, Jaroslav Turecky and Adolf Semsch in
1944-1945, occurred within a paradigm wherein prisoners were increasingly regarded as

valuable forced labourers. Both Sejvl and Turecky, labelled as “§ 175 prisoners, 2!

were
compelled to engage in hard labour in subcamps of Mauthausen for an extended period, yet
both survived the war.'?> Semsch was deported to Flossenbiirg in early 1945 and survived the
chaotic conditions of the death marches before returning to civilian life, albeit only for a short
time, as he died in 1948.13

However, even within the confines of Terezin, the prospect of survival was not assured.
Josef Kroupa, the youngest prisoner at 23, perished in March 1945, a mere month after his
arrival at the Small Fortress.'** The precise cause of death remains uncertain; however, it is
probable that the cause was either a disease or a result of negligence, both of which were
prevalent in Terezin in the final months of the war. This was due to the increasingly
overcrowded and undernourished conditions that prevailed in the camp during this period.

Joset Velat suffered a different fate. He had been apprehended on charges of engaging in
homosexual relations with a member of the clergy. Shortly before the conclusion of the war,

he was transferred to the canteen of the Pankrac prison, a practice that diverged from the norm

among his fellow prisoners.!?

118 «Akte von TURECKI, JAROSLAV, geboren am 134.10.1909“, Arolsen Archives, accessed April 25, 2025,
https://collections.arolsen-archives.org/de/search/person/1817315?s=Jaroslav%20Turecky&t=2274837&p=0.

119 “Kreuz Otto Ernst,” Pamatnik Terezin Pamatnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasové pronasledovanych osob, accessed
April 25, 2025, https://www.pamatnik-terezin.cz/vezen/mp-kreuz-otto-2.

Research conducted in Arolsen Archives was no hit and a research request at the memorial site at Gross Rosen was left
unanswered until the submission of this paper. No further details are known of the fate of Otto Ernst Kreuz.

120 «“Zwangsarbeit fiir die Riistungsindustrie, Mauthausen Memorial, accessed April 24, 2025, https://www.mauthausen-
memorial.org/de/Wissen/Das-Konzentrationslager-Mauthausen-1938-1945/Zwangsarbeit-fuer-die-Ruestungsindustrie.

121 7 ADB Mauthausen, Hifilingszugangsbuch der politischen Abteilung, Reference code MM/Y36b. Applies for both men,
as they arrived at Mauthausen with the same transport.

122NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vSeobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, gejvl Frantisek, box 9968, reference code A1080/2.
NA, Policejni reditelstvi Praha II - vSeobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Turecky Jaroslav, box 11631, reference code T16205/5.
123 “Such- und Bescheinigungsvorgang Nr. 1.072.960 fiir SEMSCH, ADOLF geboren 10.10.1914,* Arolsen Archives,
accessed April 25, 2025, reference code 06030302.1.072.960, https://collections.arolsen-archives.org/de/search/topic/6-3-3-
2 06030302-1-072-960?s=Semsch%20Adolf%201914.

124 “Josef Kroupa,” Pamatnik Terezin Pamétnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasové pronasledovanych osob, accessed April
27,2025, https://www.pamatnik-terezin.cz/vezen/mp-kroupa-josef-3.

125 “Josef Velat,* Pamatnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasov& pronasledovanych osob, accessed April 27, 2025,
https://www.pamatnik-terezin.cz/vezen/mp-velat-josef.
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The treatment of prisoners by administrative bodies was marked by significant
inconsistency, thereby highlighting the arbitrary nature of Nazi punitive practices. While
certain individuals, including Kantor, were expeditiously deported to concentration camps,
others, such as Michdlek and Bladsky, remained imprisoned until the liberation of the
concentration camp. Velat's transfer is indicative of a rare occurrence, namely internal

reclassification as opposed to deportation or death.

4.3.4. Cooperation between prosecuting authorities

Regarding the possible cooperation between the local authorities and the Gestapo, we
have to consider several different cases. The archival research of the fund Policejni reditelstvi
Praha II - vieobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950 suggests that in the cases of Sejvl,'20 Semsch'?’
and Pazderka the investigations showed that the police had assumed queerness. In the cases of
Sejvl and Semsch, however, they did not lead to convictions under § 129 Ib. Their subsequent
imprisonment by the Gestapo cannot be linked to these earlier investigations due to a lack of
relevant documentation.

Nevertheless, the case of Jan Pazderka further complicates the picture: based on earlier

police records from late 1929, he was disparagingly described as a “raddle” and a

126 NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vieobecna spisovna - 1941-1950, Sejvl Frantisek box 9968, reference code A1080/2.
In the police documents obtained from the National archives, information was gathered on many occasions that both his
restaurants, first ‘Riviera’ and later ‘Malostranskd Beseda’ were known as meeting places for queer men. By police
investigations including a raid in 1935 of the restaurant ‘Riviera’, visitor’s personal details have been recorded and as a result
Sejvl himself was added to an evidence list on homosexual persons by the police. A few months later, there was another
incident in which, according to the police report, Sejvl tried to seduce another man into unnatural vice. As a result, he was
taken into police custody and further investigations were carried out by the Prague District Court, including under § 129 Ib.
According to the available police records, no conviction is apparent, only a further note on the list of homosexual persons.
Shortly before the occupation by the Germans, further investigations were carried out in connection with his restaurant
‘Malostranska Beseda’. Soldiers are also said to have been involved. The documents show that the authorities knew or assumed
that Sejvl was queer. However, no direct consequences could be derived from this.

127NA, Policejni feditelstvi Praha II - vSeobecna spisovna - 1941-1950, Semsch Adolf, box 9996, reference code S1229/12.
The study of the documents from the police headquarters in Prague showed that he was involved among others in investigations
based on the § 129 Ib as a young man (in the mid 1930s), and his sentence was suspended until absolving his two-year
mandatory military service. In 1942, investigations in the course of Mr J. Novak included questioning of Semsch. After the
search of his apartment on 9 February 1942, he was brought to the criminal police for an interview. In the subsequent
questioning he was asked about him wearing women's dress and clothing, which he bought in early 1941 in Prague. Semsch
referred to this as he was dressing up already as a child but has never ever since he moved to Prague and this was the first time
since then. In this context, Semsch strictly refused that he was looking for sexual contact with men. In the testimony typed by
the police authorities, it is further said that he was working in the pub ‘U zlatého bazanta‘, known as a meeting space for queer
men. However, he further said that he has never ever seen any inappropriate behaviour between male guests. Nicknames and
personal details of some of the guests as well as the owner, as well as his tolerance of the queer quests were noted, but if the
owner himself is queer was not further elaborated by Semsch. Semsch stressed that he gave the dress to his then landlord
Antonie Drahokoupilova as a gift already a quarter of the year ago. On the protocol it was noted that there was no release after
the interview and no criminal offence has been able to be proofed. The Prague police authorities requested information about
Semsch from the local police in Plzen, which they confirmed that he is known, and probably referring to above mentioned
investigations on § 129 Ib. No further relevant information deducted from the documents.
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“homosexual”.!?8 Interestingly, he was reported missing on 18 June 1942 by a Petr Langer,
with whom Pazderka was living at the time (officially his landlord). A few days later, on 25
June 1942, he reported to the police that he was being questioned by the Gestapo, hence his
abstinence. No explanation was given as to the reason for his interrogation.'?’ This particular
incident is interesting because Jan Pazderka (and Otto Ernst Kreuz) was not recorded in the
Pankrac prison books, but according to information from the Terezin Memorial, he was first
held in Pankréc and later transferred to Terezin for "continuing homosexual activity". This may
mean that he was not originally processed by the Gestapo itself. This is supported by the fact
that Pazderka Jan, together with Langer Petr and Prasek FrantiSek, was sentenced in 1944 on
the basis of § 129 Ib.'3* Only Pazderka was transferred from Pankrac to Terezin; the fate of
the other two men is unknown. Whether this was related to the already existing connection
between him and the Gestapo from 1942 can neither be confirmed nor ruled out. It is
interesting, however, that the other two were not imprisoned in Terezin, which could be an
indication of the greater seriousness of Pazderka's crimes.

Pazderka survived in the Small Fortress. After the liberation, he returned to Prague and
lived with Langer again. However, his life was cut short shortly after the end of the war.
According to police reports, the body of a man was found in the early hours of 25 November
1945 under the Vila Marie, next to today's Havlickovy sady in Prague Vinohrady. However,
further investigations into the murder were unsuccessful, the perpetrator was not found and the
case was closed (in the autumn of 1946).!3!

Above all, however, the question remains open as to whether the German authorities
actually wanted more intensive persecution or whether it was more or less left to the local
Protectorate authorities to take action. This would be in line with the Gestapo's modus operandi
of only intervening when there was a recognisable immediate threat to the German Reich and

its people.

4.3.5. Temporal gaps in queer incarceration

An additional observation from the dataset is the approximately two-year interval

between the incarceration of the first and second queer prisoners at Terezin. This gap may be

128 NA, Policejni veditelstvi Praha II - vieobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Pazderka Jan, box 8394, reference code P787/5.
In the search warrant the following wording was used “Jest vyzily a buserant”. The former translates into “raddled”, “worn”
or “wasted” and the latter into the more derogatory “faggot”.

129 NA, Policejni Feditelstvi Praha II - v§eobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Pazderka Jan.

130 Statni oblastni archiv v Praze (SOA Praha), Stdtni zastupitelstvi Praha 1850—1949, Seznam obvinénych 1944 I+I1.
BINA, Policejni teditelstvi Praha II - v§eobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950, Pazderka Jan.
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attributable to various factors: the availability of space in Pankréc, lack of new cases warranting
transfer, or limited capacity at Terezin. However, overcrowding rarely served as a deterrent to
imprisonment or transfer, particularly in cases involving individuals deemed threats to the
Reich. As demonstrated by the prison statistics, the influx of prisoners never ceased. A more
probable explanation relates to the involvement of the Oberhauser subdivision in the aftermath
of Reinhard Heydrich’s assassination in May 1942. In the wake of intensified repression—
particularly against the Czech Orthodox Church and its leadership, such as Bishop Gorazd,
who was interrogated by Oberhauser and later executed for sheltering paratroopers—resources
may have been reallocated away from the persecution of queer individuals. This suggests that,
within the operational priorities of the Prague Gestapo, the persecution of queer men was of

secondary importance.

The ten cases from Terezin demonstrate that while homosexual identity posed a
significant risk to individuals, survival depended on a number of factors, including the timing
of arrest, perceived political threat, nationality and the shifting priorities of local Gestapo and
the Nazi state. The experiences of these men serve to illustrate the extremely precarious
situation of queer people under totalitarian regimes. In such contexts, legal frameworks served

less the administration of justice than the arbitrary exercise of terror.
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IV.

5. Conclusion

The objective of this research was to identify the legal mechanism used to persecute queer
men in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia and how this mechanism applied in practice,
particularly in the case of those imprisoned in the Gestapo prison in the Small Fortress in
Terezin.

The research has demonstrated that the persecution occurred within the framework of a
dual legal system, comprising the German Reich Criminal Code (§175) and the Protectorate's
Criminal Code (§129 Ib). These legal frameworks criminalised same-sex sexual acts and,
despite some differences in terminology and sentencing, both enabled state authorities to
punish individuals on the basis of their sexual orientation. It is noteworthy that German
nationals and those associated with Germans were typically subjected to trial under §175, while
Czechs were more frequently prosecuted under §129 Ib. The legal harmonisations that were
implemented at this time, allowing German authorities to prosecute Czechs under Reich law,
further complicated this legal landscape and allowed for more arbitrary persecution.

The archival and case study analysis revealed a nuanced and often arbitrary application
of these laws. In contrast to the systematic targeting of queer men by the Reich, the Prague
Gestapo — particularly through Oberhauser's subdivision — employed a more varied approach,
citing different justifications for each case. The case studies of ten men imprisoned in Terezin
demonstrate a range of outcomes, including deportation to concentration camps and subsequent
death, survival and release, and prolonged imprisonment without formal charges. Evidence
suggests that a cohesive strategy was lacking, as indicated by the marked variations in the
handling of cases.

In relation to the dynamics of persecution, research undertaken as part of this bachelor
thesis demonstrated that, in contrast to the structure observed at Gestapo headquarters in Berlin,
there was no specific department dedicated to the persecution of queer men in the Prague office.
Conversely, it was a subordinate task of the Oberhauser subdivision and was thus assigned to
the fight against political churches. This finding suggests that the Gestapo did not attach
particular importance to this area, preferring to delegate it to other police authorities and to

intervene only in selected cases. The most plausible explanation for the gap between Kantor
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and Sejvl is that Oberhauser concentrated his efforts on the Czech Orthodox Church after the
Heydrich assassination.

In the ten cases under consideration here, the reasons given for detention varied. The
correlation between the reasons and either political motivations or anti-German activities was
only possible in two cases. It is evident that the remaining grounds for arrest were diverse and
do not include prostitution. In the specific case of Jan Pazderka, research into the case suggests
that there was cooperation between the local authorities and the Gestapo, which is why he was
imprisoned by the Oberhauser subdivision for repeated homosexual acts. In the other cases,
Sejvl and Semsch, where police investigations had already been carried out during the
occupation, no correlation was found in terms of time or content with the later arrest by the
Gestapo.

A review of the relevant literature indicates that, of all the men prosecuted by the
Gestapo, Karel Kantor was murdered while in protective custody as early as in 1942 in
Mauthausen, and Josef Kroupa died1945 in custody in the Terezin prison. The remaining
individuals survived their respective experiences, even if labelled as “§175” prisoners.

In the context of this thesis, it was not feasible to identify sources from German
authorities, including the Gestapo, German courts, and other law enforcement agencies, in
relation to the case studies on queer men in the Small Fortress. Nevertheless, an attempt was
made to paint as accurate a picture as possible of the individual cases using the information,
documents and sources found. Further detailed research in the unprocessed archival funds is
required in order to ascertain the relationships between the occupational and local authorities
in the context of queer persecution in the Protectorate. The objective is to create a precise
depiction of the individual fates of the persecuted queer men. Nevertheless, the conclusions
and findings of this thesis should be included into the broader narrative of victim groups
subjected to the Nazi persecution and the queer history.

The limited number of cases suggests that there were no raids with significant results.
However, to achieve a comprehensive understanding, a more thorough analysis of archival
documents, amongst others the Okupacni vézenské spisy from the National Archives in Prague,
i1s necessary. This analysis will facilitate future research, allowing for a more profound
exploration of the persecution measures and their intensity by the Gestapo authorities in
Prague.

In summary, this thesis not only provides answers to the core research questions, but also
sheds light on the broader dynamic of queer invisibility within historical narratives of

persecution. By examining specific cases and elucidating the fractured rationale underpinning
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their persecution, this study contributes to a more nuanced understanding of how queerness
was persecuted in the Protectorate. It emphasises the importance of regional studies and
archival microhistories in the reconstruction of silenced pasts, and calls for sustained scholarly
efforts to recognise queer victims of Nazi oppression within both queer historiography and

collective memory.

51



6. Bibliography
6.1. Archival funds

Archiv bezpecnostnich slozek (ABS). Fondy tzv. Studijniho ustavu MV. Zapis o vyslechu osoby
Kurt Oberhauser. Reference Code 325-140-94.

Arolsen Archives (AA). Akte von TURECKI, JAROSLAV, geboren am 13.10.1909.
Reference Code 01012603 223.453. https://collections.arolsen-
archives.org/de/search/person/1817315?s=Jaroslav%20Turecky&t=2274837&p=0.

Arolsen Archives (AA). Such- und Bescheinigungsvorgang Nr. 799.036 fir KANTOR,
KAREL geboren 13.10.1904. Reference Code 06030302.0.799.036.
https://collections.arolsen-archives.org/en/archive/6-3-3-2 06030302-0-799-036.

Arolsen Archives (AA). Such- und Bescheinigungsvorgang Nr. 1.072.960 fiir SEMSCH,
ADOLF geboren 10.10.1914. Reference code 06030302.1.072.960.
https://collections.arolsen-archives.org/de/search/topic/6-3-3-2 06030302-1-072-
9607s=Semsch%20Adolf%201914.

Narodni archiv (NA). Aron: Archival Portal — Archiv bezpecnostnich slozek: Némecké soudy
v Protektoratu Cechy a Morava (1928) 1939-1945. Accessed April 20, 2025.
https://portal.nacr.cz/aron/apu/295ac2{7-4b92-437b-a53c-dcecc577051d.

Nérodni archiv (NA). Aron: Archival Portal — Archiv bezpecnostnich slozZek: Riizné némecké
bezpecnostni  slozky  ([1905])  1931-1964. Accessed April 20, 2025.
https://portal.nacr.cz/aron/apu/1ad974b3-a3d7-44¢c9-9916-28217beb4206.

Narodni archiv (NA). Aron: Archival Portal — Statni oblastni archiv v Praze: Zemsky soud
(Fissky), Praha 1939-1945. Accessed April 20, 2025.
https://portal.nacr.cz/aron/apu/3ae45cal-2b9b-49b0-828 1-b93cc4c967a0.

Narodni archiv (NA). Policejni feditelstvi Praha II — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Bladsky Ladislav.

Narodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Kantor Karl.

Narodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Kreuz Otto Ernst.

Narodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Kroupa Josef.

52



Néarodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha II — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Michélek Antonin.

Nérodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha II — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Pazderka Jan.

Nérodni archiv (NA). Policejni feditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953. Sejvl
Frantisek.

Nérodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Semsch Adolf.

Néarodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953.
Turecky Jaroslav.

Nérodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — evidence obyvatelstva — 1914-1953. Velat
Josef.

Nérodni archiv (NA), Policejni Feditelstvi Praha II - vSeobecna spisovna - 1941-1950. Bladsky
Ladislav. Box 619. Reference code B1941/8.

Narodni archiv (NA). Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il — vseobecna spisovna — 1941-1950. Kantor
Karl. Box 4887. Reference Code K713/1.

Narodni archiv (NA), Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il - vSeobecna spisovna - 1941-1950.
Pazderka Jan. Box 8394. Reference Code P787/5.

Narodni archiv (NA), Policejni Feditelstvi Praha II - v§eobecnd spisovna - 1941-1950. Sejvl
FrantiSek. Box 9968. Reference code A1080/2.

Narodni archiv (NA), Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il - vsSeobecnda spisovna - 1941-1950. Semsch
Adolf. Box 9996. Reference code S1229/12.

Narodni archiv (NA), Policejni reditelstvi Praha II - vS§eobecna spisovna - 1941-1950. Turecky
Jaroslav. Box 11631. Reference code T1620/5.

Narodni archiv (NA), Policejni reditelstvi Praha Il - v§eobecna spisovna - 1941-1950. Turecky
Jaroslav. Box 11808. Reference code T2526/13.

Narodni archiv (NA), Policejni reditelstvi Praha II - vSeobecna spisovna - 1941-1950. Velat
Josef. Box 12253. Reference code V2132/17.

Narodni archiv (NA). Okupacni vezenské spisy — (1902) 1939-1955. Inv. ¢. 112/kn84-
118/kn91.

Pamatnik Terezin Pamatnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasové pronasledovanych osob.
Kreuz Otto Ernst. Accessed April 25, 2025. https://www.pamatnik-terezin.cz/vezen/mp-
kreuz-otto-2.

53



Pamatnik Terezin Pamatnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasové pronasledovanych osob.
Kroupa Josef. Accessed April 27, 2025. https://www.pamatnik-terezin.cz/vezen/mp-
kroupa-josef-3.

Pamatnik Terezin Pamatnik Terezin — Databaze politicky a rasové pronasledovanych osob.
Velat Josef. Accessed April 27, 2025. https://www.pamatnik-terezin.cz/vezen/mp-velat-
josef.

Statni oblastni archiv v Praze (SOA Prag). Statni zastupitelstvi Praha 1850—1949. Seznam
obvinénych 1944 [+II.

Zentrale Archivdatenbank Mauthausen (ZADB). Hdfilingszugangsbuch der politischen
Abteilung. Reference Code MM/Y 36b.

Zentrale Archivdatenbank Mauthausen (ZADB). Totenbuch des Konzentrationslagers
Mauthausen. Reference Code MM/Y 46a.

Zentrale Archivdatenbank Mauthausen (ZADB). Transportliste. Reference Code MM/Y 50.

6.2. Primary and Secondary Literature

Bundesstiftung Magnus Hirschfeld. Gefdhrdet leben: Queere Menschen 1933-1945. Berlin:
Bundesstiftung Magnus Hirschfeld, 2023.

Eberle, Annette. “Héftlingskategorien und Kennzeichnungen.* In Der Ort des Terrors:
Geschichte der nationalsozialistischen Konzentrationslager, edited by Wolfgang Benz,
and Barbara Distel, 91-109. Die Organisation des Terrors, Vol. 1. Miinchen: C.H. Beck
oHG, 2005.

Echternkamp, Jorg. Das Dritte Reich: Diktatur, Volksgemeinschaft, Krieg. Berlin: Walter de
Gruyter GmbH, 2018.

“Gay Men under the Nazi Regime.” United States Holocaust Memorial Museum. Last
modified May 28, 2021. Accessed March 29, 2025.
https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/gay-men-under-the-nazi-regime.

Grau, Giinter. “Homosexualitdt in der NS-Zeit: Dokumente einer Diskriminierung und
Verfolgung.“ 2nd ed. Frankfurt am Main: Fischer Taschenbuch Verlag, 2013.

Grau, Giinter. Lexikon zur Homosexuellenverfolgung 1933-1945: Institutionen — Personen —
Betdtigungsfelder. Berlin: LIT Verlag, 2011.

Liicke, Martin. “Scheinerfolge und Emanzipationsstillstand: Mannliche Homosexualititen in
der Weimarer Republik.” In Gewinner und Verlierer: Beitrdge zur Geschichte der

Homosexualitdt in Deutschland im 20. Jahrhundert, edited by Norman Domeier, Rainer

54



Nicolaysen, Maria Borowski, Martin Liicke und Michael Schwartz, 27-44. Hirschfeld-
Lectures, Vol. 7. Gottingen: Wallstein, 2015.

Heinz, Stefan and Bergmann, Lukas. “Verfolgung von ‘Volksfeinden® als Staatsauftrag — Die
‘Reichszentrale zur Bekdmpfung der Homosexualitit und Abtreibung‘.* Lernen aus der
Geschichte. Last modified May 15, 2012. Accessed March 29, 2025. https://lernen-aus-
der-geschichte.de/Lernen-und-Lehren/content/10396.

Knoll, Albert. “Homosexuellenverfolgung.“ In nsdoku.lexikon, NS-Dokumentationszentrum
Miinchen. Last modified January 16, 2025. Accessed March 29, 2025.
https://www.nsdoku.de/lexikon/artikel/homosexuellenverfolgung-368.

Poloncarz, Marek. “Das Gestapo-Polizeigefangnis Kleine Festung Theresienstadt”. In
Theresienstddter Studien und Dokumente 2000, edited by Miroslav Karny and Raimund
Kemper. Verlag Academia, 2000.

“Nazi persecution of queer people.” Arolsen Archives. Accessed March 30, 2025.
https://arolsen-archives.org/en/about-us/statements/nazi-persecution-of-queer-people/.

Neumann, Boaz. “The Phenomenology of the German People’s body (Volkskorper) and the
Extermination of the Jewish Body.” New German Critique, No. 106 (2009): 149-181.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/27669259.

Novak, Vaclav. Mald pevnost Terezin. 2nd ed. Praha: Nage vojsko Cesky svaz
protifasistickych bojovnikt, 1988.

Seidl, Jan. “Homosexualita v praxi a diskurzu trestniho prava, mediciny a ob¢anské
spolecnosti od vydani trestniho zakona z roku 1852 do pfijeti trestniho zakona z roku
1961.” Dissertation thesis. Univerzita Karlova, 2012.
https://dspace.cuni.cz/bitstream/handle/20.500.11956/57647/140021503.pdf?sequence=
1&isAllowed=y

Seidl, Jan. “Ktizacké tazeni, ¢i ostrov relativniho bezpeci? Perzekuce homosexuality v
protektoratu Cechy a Morava.” In Pavel Himl, Jan Seidl, Franz Schindler (eds.).
"Miluji tvory svého pohlavi". Homosexualita v déjinach a spolecnosti ceskych zemi.
Praha: Argo, 2013, p. 207-268.

Silvestre Cabrera, Maria, Royo Prieto, Raquel, and Aristegui Fradua, Iratxe. "Attitudes
towards Homosexuality in Europe: Analysis of the European Values Study." Sexes 3,
no. 2 (2024): 148-162. https://doi.org/10.3390/sexes5020011.

(113

Sparing, Frank. “‘... wegen Vergehen nach § 175 verhaftet‘: Die Verfolgung der Diisseldorfer

Homosexuellen wéhrend des Nationalsozialismus.* Diisseldorf: Grupello, 1997.

55



Spurlin, William J. “Queering Holocaust Studies: New Frameworks for Understanding Nazi
Homophobia and the Politics of Sexuality under National Socialism.” In A Companion
to the Holocaust, edited by Simone Gigliotti, and Hilary Earl, 75-93. Hoboken, N1J:
John Wiley & Son Ltd, 2020.

Stiimke, Hans-Georg and Finkler, Rudi. Rosa Winkel, Rosa Listen: Homosexuelle und
‘Gesundes Volksempfinden ‘ von Auschwitz bis heute. Reinbeck: Rowohlt Taschenbuch
Verlag GmbH, 1981.

Samajova, Sona. “Perzekuce homosexuality ve 30. a 40. letech 20. Stoleti (ptipadova
studie).” Bachelor thesis. Univerzita Karlova, 2014.

Rahe, Thomas and Hoffschildt, Rainer. Homosexuelle im KZ Bergen-Belsen. Celle: Stiftung
niedersiachsischer Gedenkstatten, 2019.

Reichssicherheitshauptamt. Vorbeugende Verbrechensbekdimpfung. Erlasssammlung.
Schriftenreihe des Reichskriminalpolizeiamtes Nr. 15, Bl. 196. December 1941.

van Dijk, Lutz. Verdammt starke Liebe. Die wahre Geschichte von Stefan K. und Willi G. 4th
ed. Berlin: Querverlag, 2025.

“Verfolgung von Homosexuellen im Nationalsozialismus.* Stiftung Gedenkstatten
Buchenwald und Mittelbau-Dora. Accessed March 29, 2025. https://www.stiftung-
gedenkstaetten.de/en/themen/online-ausstellungen/rosa-winkel/verfolgung-von-
homosexuellen-im-nationalsozialismus.

Vajskebr, Jan and Zumr, Jan. “Gestapo: Velitelsky sbor tajné statni policie v Protektoratu
Cechy a Morava.” Praha: Pulchra, 2024.

Zumr, Jan. “Organizac¢ni struktura exekutivniho a kontrarozvédného oddé¢leni prazského
Gestapa.*“ Modern History Vol. 26, , No. 2, (2018): 251-290.
https://www.academia.edu/44975407/Organiza%C4%8Dn%C3%AD _struktura exekuti
vn%C3%ADho_a kontrarozv%C4%9Bdn%C3%A9%0 0dd%C4%9Blen%C3%AD _ pr
a%C5%BEsk%C3%A%ho_Gestapa.

“Zwangsarbeit fiir die Riistungsindustrie.* Mauthausen Memorial. Accessed April 24, 2025.
https://www.mauthausen-memorial.org/de/Wissen/Das-Konzentrationslager-

Mauthausen-1938-1945/Zwangsarbeit-fuer-die-Ruestungsindustrie.

56



7. List of tables

Table 1: Profiles of individuals arrested for 'Homosexuality' at Terezin's Small Fortress

(1942-1945)

57



	I.
	1. Introduction
	1.1. Definition of the topic and structure of the thesis
	1.1.1. Conceptual definition
	1.1.2. Temporal and spatial delimitation
	1.1.3. Structure of the thesis
	1.2. Hypothesis and research questions
	1.3. Methodology
	1.4. Sources
	1.4.1. Primary Sources
	1.4.2. Secondary Sources
	1.5. State of the art
	II.
	2. Legal mechanisms of queer persecution
	2.1. Starting point in the 19th century
	2.2. Persecution of Queer Men in Germany
	2.2.1. Deutsches Kaiserreich and Weimarer Republik
	2.2.2. National Socialist Germany
	2.2.3. Amendment of Criminal Code in 1935
	2.2.4. Reich Central Office for the Combating of Homosexuality and Abortion
	2.2.5. Measures of persecution in the Reich
	2.3. Persecution of Queer Men in the Czech lands
	2.3.1. First Czechoslovak Republic
	2.3.2. Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia
	2.3.3. Difference between the Reich Criminal Penal Code and the Protectorate Penal Code
	3. Institutional dynamics of the persecution
	3.1. Creation and Structure of the Gestapo in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia
	3.2. Gestapo office in Prague
	3.3. Subdivision under Kurt Oberhauser
	3.4. Gestapo Prison in Terezín
	III.
	4. Individual cases of persecution
	4.1. Description of archival work
	4.2. List of queer men imprisoned in the Gestapo prison in Terezín
	4.3. Case Studies
	4.3.1. General description of the case studies
	4.3.2. Analysis of the reasons for arrest
	4.3.3. Imprisonment and further locations of persecution
	4.3.4. Cooperation between prosecuting authorities
	4.3.5. Temporal gaps in queer incarceration
	IV.
	5. Conclusion
	6. Bibliography
	6.1. Archival funds
	6.2. Primary and Secondary Literature
	7. List of tables

