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overlooking personal variety, a sodomite role — in which men
from all strata of society participated. ,

When the extent of these subcultures was discovered in the
Netherlands in 1730, it resulted in sometimes fierce persecutions
that were to last well into the nineteenth century, even when sod-
omy itself no longer constituted a crime. Moreover, after several
centuries of an official silence on the subject of same-sex behav-
ior that was to prevent people from taking part in such behavior,
with the persecution of sodomites a discourse about this behav-
jor began that was to both educate and deter people. In this dis-
course sodomites at first became represented as a third gender
in the society, which conceptualized the existence of only one
sex, of complete male and incomplete female bodies. Popular psy-
chology held that men who had given in to excess and gluttony
and who (like women) had become insatiable would turn to sod-
omy, and once they had committed a same-sex act would con-
tinue the behavior. Gradually, when notions about the existence
of two different biological sexes grew, the sodomite, as an effem-
inate man and a “he-whore,” became a third sex, although in offi-
cial discourse he blamed this condition on his lewd behavior.
Sodomites themselves, who were able to consider themselves
morally responsible beings — often devout men — despite the eter-
nal damnation called upon them, started to offer resistance in the
sense that they claimed the innateness of their condition, which
was increasingly expressed in gendered terms. The public at large
was the least articulate on this matter: by the mid-eighteenth cen-
tury sodomites were indeed considered whores, a despicable spe-
cies, which they remained well into this century. With different
nuances the discourse that began in 1730 in the Netherlands con-
tributed to the emergence of a popular belief about a third sex
that eventually found a “scientific” articulation in the nineteenth-
century medical discourse on homosexuality by people like Karl
Westphal and Karl Heinrich Ulrichs.

CHAPTER FOuRr
‘“A Female Soul in a Male Body’’:
Sexual Inversion as Gender Inversion
in Nineteenth-Century S‘exology

Gert Hekma

Introduction

Theories of homosexuality as a third sex gained ground in the sec-
ond half of the nineteenth century, culminating with the sexuelle
Zwischenstufen (“intermediate sexual types”) of Magnus Hirschfeld
around 1900.1 Hirschfeld, who was central in the debate over the
nature of homosexuality, also coined the term Transvestiten.? Since
the turn of the century, the emerging received opinion had come
to hold that “homosexuals” indeed belonged to a third sex of fem-
inine men and masculine women. Representatives of “Uranians”
or “homosexuals,” such as Karl Heinrich Ulrichs, began to speak
of themselves as feminine and belonging to a third sex and to
transform this idea into a biological theory — which built on cer-
tain modes of behavior developed in the cultures of the “sodom-
ites” and “mollies” of those and earlier days — on the origins of
homosexuality. In the wake of Ulrichs, physicians followed suit
and reframed his theory for medical use.

With the burgeoning of sexology in the second half of the
nineteenth century, many new concepts and explanations were
brought forth. New terms for same-sex preferences were con-
structed: “philopédie,” “Urninge,” “homosexual,” “ contrére Sexual-
impﬁndl.mg,” which was translated into French and English as

sexual inversion.”? Most sexual concepts that have shaped our
consciousness date from this period: exhibitionism, fetishism,
sadomasochism and pedophilia as well as heterosexuality. Simi-

?arly, the terms sexual and sexuality achieved their present mean-
ing around this time.
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Homosexuality was most often explained as a kind of in?)orr,l,
gender inversion and was called a “hermaphrodisy of 'the mind.
But to what extent may one view the sexual inversion of t.hat

eriod as a third gender?* To explore this question, 1 shall review
the development of theories of same-sex preferences from the
1840s through around World War L. Further, 1 shall discuss spe-
cific features of the “pederasts’ » worlds in relation to the new
theories of homosexuality and the third-sex traits attributed to

homosexuals, or Uranians.

Early Medical Theories of “Philopédie” .
In 1848, the French sergeant Bertrand raped and mutilated the
corpses of women he exhumed from their graves. It was a scgn—
dalous and widely publicized case, but its notoriety was even fur-
ther prolonged by physicians who discussed his case in terms of. an
autonomous psychiatric disease, namely, an “erotic monomania.
Sexual aberrations had long since been considered in terms of
either cultural defects or the results of insanity, but with Bertrand,
:deas about deviant sexual forms began to change dramatically.
Previously, psychiatrists had never shown much intfzrest in sex-
uality. Since the time of S.A.D. Tissot, the predominant beh?f
was that masturbation led to all kinds of physical and psychxc;
defects, while the “heinous sin” itself resulted from failur?s iTl
child development and rearing.’ Further, physicians oi}en indi-
cated that varying types of mental diseases were due to “excesses
in drinking and sex.” This in itself may have bcften. an accurate
assumption, for many inmates of the asylums did in fict suffe.r
from advanced cases of syphilis, generally identified as dement.m
paralytica,” recognized malady whose origin from venereal dis-
eases was as yet unknown. As venereal diseases were mostl}" at-
tributed to unrespectable behaviors, physicians paid ver.y little
attention to their causes. For similar reasons, masturbation was
less a topic for respectable doctors than for educa.tors or quacks.
Physicians belonged to a rising profession that dl(% not vv:%nt Fo
sully its image by discussing sexuality. For example, in La Mede.a;e
des passions (1841) J.B.E Descuret discussed the passions of drink-
ing and playing cards for money and fame, but he had little to
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say about the sexual passions.6 When sexuality was discussed by
psychiatrists in their systems of insanity, it was only in terms of
erotomania, nymphomania and satyriasis. Erotomania referred to
an excessive erotic imagination, mostly attributed to women who
supposed certain men to be in love with them. Nymphomania
and satyriasis referred to excessive sexual desire in women and
men, respectively.

The only medical arena in which sexuality received attention
(other than ideas on masturbation and insanity) was in forensic
medicine. Sexual crimes received some attention in importé‘rift'
textbooks, which discussed rape and problems regarding child-
birth and sodomy. The major text of the 1840s on sodomy was
Heinrich Kaan’s dissertation, which bore the promising title Psy-
chopathia sexualis.” Following Tissot, he believed that mastur-
bation was the origin of all perversions and was itself the result
of excessive fantasy. A vast array of secondary factors were also
considered significant, including lustful parents, a sanguine tem-
perament, the wrong living environment, bad food and a poor
education. Kaan’s theory, however, was very traditional, and the
contents of his book did not fulfill the prospects of its preco-
cious title.

In 1849, Claude Francois Michéa wrote an article on the case
of Bertrand and thus became the first to modernize the theory
of perversions. Even though Michéa’s classification was traditional
and based on the listings of forensic medicine, his explanation was
completely new. Perversions, he stated, were inborn and, as such,
were to be considered physiological failings. His primary example
was not Bertrand’s necrophilia but the Parisian pederast subcul-
ture. He spoke about philopédie (“love of boys”) and defined its
practitioners as effeminate men looking for same-sex relations.?
Given the recent findings of remnants of a uterus in men by the
German doctor E.H. Weber — whose research was cited but whose
name was not mentioned in the article — Michéa hypothesized
that the feminine habits and preferences of same-sex lovers were
perhaps rooted in biology. The effeminacy of the sodomites had
of course been known for some time, and Honoré de Balzac had
even called them a third sex.? Michéa was the first, however, to
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develop fully the theory that philopédie was an inbf)m phenon‘le-
non, and he thereby provided the basis of an identity and physio-
logically explained the effeminacy of these odd males. ;
Following Michéa, the medical literature on ho.rnos/ex.ua ity
grew quickly, and many authors supported. and sustame(% his bio-
logical theory. In the 1850s, Johann Ludwig Casper, for 1nstanc<:.,
renewed discussion about the hermaphrodisy of the pederast’s
mind, which could explain a minority of the cases of samé—sex
behavior. He first wrote about pederasty in th(i inau.gural issue
of his journal Vierteljahrsschrift fir gerichtliche und offentlzc.he Medicin
(Quarterly for forensic and public medicine) imd lat_-er in the sec-
ond volume of his influential Handbuch der gerichtlichen Mechcm
(Handbook of forensic medicine).!® In the former, he dllscusses
cleven cases of pederasty, three of which are f:har'acte'rlzeii‘ by
effeminacy. According to Casper, this sexual mchna.ttlon ( geci
schlechtliche Hinneigung”) is in only a few of the cases 1.nbom an
in most a result of “saturation” by normal sex, a tradl'tlonal view
of lewdness. Received opinion held that men who mdulged. in
lustful behavior outside marriage stumbled from one perversion
‘to another. Thus, for example, Kaan defined onanism as .the pars
pro toto of perversions, meaning that persons who began with mas-
turbation went on to more extreme sexual outrages.!! .
Before Casper discussed pederasty in his hanc%b_ook as a possible
hermaphrodisy of the mind, many other physicians he}d already
addressed sodomy. To detect the act of sodomy they relied on tra-
ditional evidence, for example the injuries it caused to tbe pas-
sive partner’s anus. !? Such damage was, however, not con51der.ed
definitive proof of sodomy, because the same resu]’ts cot'ﬂ(.i derive
from other causes, such as constipation. Casper’s Parisian col-
league Ambroise Tardieu opposed the theory of pederasty as a psy-
chic hermaphrodisy in his Etude médico-légale sur les att.entats aux
moeurs; he was convinced that proofs of “the passive hs.iblts of ped-
erasty and sodomy” were to be found, among others, in the relax-
ation of the sphincter of the anus and the effacement of the folds
ing it.!3
Surr"l?}l:: illrcllgtheory of sodomy concerned sexual acts and effects;
the new theory of homosexuality was about identities and causes.
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Tardieu was a man of the past, remaining in the tradition of foren-
sic medicine; Michéa and Casper, on the other hand, marked the
beginnings of forensic psychiatry, for they were interested in men-
tal causes of criminal behavior, just as Tardieu was interested in
the consequences of crimes. The power system underlying law
and medicine was changing, and medical theory mirrored these
changes. Traditionally, forensic medicine was an auxiliary science
for judges; now forensic psychiatry took the initiative. Discus-
sions ensued about the “personality of the criminal,” as in Cesare
Lombroso’s theory of the “born criminal,” and later about the
“sex pervert,” as was found in Richard von Krafft-Ebing’s Psycho-
pathia sexualis (1886).1* In earlier theories, masturbation and other
forms of lewdness led to diseases of the neural system and the
brain; according to the new theories, inborn brain deformations
led to same-sex preferences. For a brief period, in the 1850s, the
two theories clashed, but the forensic discussion of the signs of
sodomy soon became outdated and the psychiatric debate on sex-
ual perversions came to the fore.15 '

Thus, in the 1850s theories of sexual behavior and preference
changed as did the medical practice related to them. For the first
time, forensic experts based their knowledge on real cases of
pederasty. Most prior literature had done without practical ex-
amples, but both Casper and Tardieu cited the many men they
had seen on trial. The new theories seem to have been the conse-
quence of a more active pursuit of deviants on the part of the
police; the number of cases of pederasty reported in medical
journals grew quickly.

The earliest texts on philopédie and pederasty by Michéa and
Casper underlined the effeminacy of some same-sex practitioners.
For example, the homo mollis (“soft man”) described by Hierony-
mus Frinkel in 1853 would today be called a transvestite as well
as a homosexual: Siisskind (Friederike) Blank was a man who
dressed as a woman and seduced young men. Although he was
convicted for unnatural fornication, he nevertheless continued to
infect youngsters with venereal diseases. Frankel’s report on Blank
was empirically grounded, in the tradition of forensic medicine.
His explanation for the gender inversion was simple: as a tailor
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Blank became addicted to the habits and sexual role of the female
sex. There was nothing in his report about physiological predes-
tination or inborn preferences.?¢. . ’
The next important article, which appeared in 1855 in Casper's
journal, was written by E Dohrn about a sixty-seven-year-old ped-
erast who lived in a home for the destitute. He sexual.ly abused
five boys between the ages of seven and sixteen years with Whor'n
he had been allowed to sleep. The article focused on the evi-
dence of sodomy. Regarding this man’s person'al histor?f, melztlon
was made that his former neighbors called him a Zwitter (' 1t1€1‘-
maphrodite”). After noticing that his ho'me was regularly visited
by a young man and discovering from his ‘w1fe t}}at she.: we;ls.not
the one who entertained adulterous relations with this visitor,
their distrust was directed toward the husband, whom they.pre-
sumed to be a hermaphrodite as well as a pederast. But neither
Dohrn nor Casper made the connection between same-sex behav-
jor and hermaphroditism as the neighbors had. In his afterword
to the article, Casper discusses three new cases of pederasty that
have nothing to do with effeminacy.!’ .
: Physicians were the first to write about sexual’ aberra?xons,
albeit reluctantly. Although the authors said they did not like to
soil their pens with dirty topics, they knew t}}at, as heirs to tbe
Enlightenment, scientists were obligated to discuss ever?f 'toplc,
even the filthiest of crimes. However, same-sex pra(?tltloners
soon began to reject the charge of sin and abomlnatlc?n made
against them. To break the spell of crime and folly, they mvent.ed
new and more appropriate names for themselves, such as Uranian

and homosexual.

Ulrichs and Uranism '
In the 1860s, the lawyer Karl Heinrich Ulrichs began to pubh.sh
on same-sex preferences. His work was essential to the innovative
theory of same-sex attraction and the emancipation of honjlosex—
uality, which he called “Uranism.” Ulrichs described Uxifamans as
a third sex whose gender traits were inverted; a Uranian hlm.self, he
defended his preferences as being inborn. Uranism was his negl-
ogism, and he also spoke of the third sex (“das dritte Geschlecht”).
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Ulrichs began to explain his preferences in letters to his fam-
ily, which date from the end of 1862.18 In these letters, he com-
pared his attraction to men with that felt by heterosexual women.
According to Ulrichs, men were endowed with specifically male
features, and he mentioned nine: male organs, lack of breasts,
Adam’s apple, male body and voice, beard, manly habitus, male
inclinations and “sexual love drive” (“geschlechtliche Liebestrieb™)
for women; he explained further that some of these features were
absent in Uranians.!® The idea of two completely different sexes
was mistaken: there had alwavs been not only hermaphrodités
but also male persons who lacked some or most of these traits.
Uranians definitely lacked the final attribute but also many other
male qualities, as was clear for Ulrichs from his own case as well
as from the six other Uranians he knew at this time. For him,
Uranians formed a third sex.

The Uranian sex drive, according to Ulrichs, was inborn, since
it developed early, before a child could decide on his sexual pre-
dilections.?0 He strongly claimed his right to such a drive: “The
Dionian [heterosexual] majority has no right to construct the
human society as exclusively Dionian; such construction of it is
only scandalous abuse, because we have as much rights as you in
the human society.”2! Uranians certainly had the right to sexual
expression, but Ulrichs was not sure under what circumstances
and in what form.22 When he asked his family whether he should
publish his ideas anonymously, they answered decidedly and unani-
mously in the negative. Nevertheless, within two years he started
to publish his work, and after some years he even wrote under
his own name.

Because of his writings, Ulrichs’s formula of Uranism became
world famous. The Uranian, he said, was an “anima muliebris in
corpore virili inclusa” — a female soul enclosed in a male body.
Ulrichs primarily discussed the male Uranian, although he later
paid some attention to the lesbian, the “Urninde.” His goal was to
contribute not to sexual physiology but to legal reform:23 “unnat-
ural fornication” was a heavily penalized crime in the leading Ger-
man state, Prussia, although not in others, such as Bavaria. Ulrichs
feared that impending German unification would lead to the
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extension of Prussian law to all of Germany, and he devel(?peq hl’S,
theory to fight the introduction of the “unnatural fomfcatlgo’;xl
provision in a new law. He did not, however, succeed: in 1871,
“unnatural fornication” became a crime throughout German).f,
under the infamous paragraph 175, which still exists today, albeit
i ed form.2*
" C?;zgphysiological theory of Uranism.had many aspects, the
most interesting of which was the definition of Uranism as sameci
sex attraction combined with gender inversion.' B}Jt compare
with other third-gender forms, the inversion was limited: only the
soul,“’not the body, belonged to the other sex. Of (?ourse, thef
dichotomy of body and soul was problen}atic":, .and this fiSpeCt 0k
Ulrichs’s theory was ridiculed by one of his critics.2 Ul.nf:hs 'coo1
it for granted that the male body also showed some ffemmme. quelt -
ities; his successor, Magnus Hirschfeld, believed this r_nore firmly.
For Ulrichs, the most important sign of gender‘inve.rsm‘n was sex-
ual preference. This, however, was not very visible in 51'gns of the
body or of the mind. Ulrichs defended his th‘eory with receat
claims that hermaphrodisy originated in the‘ﬁrst Fh'ree mont ?
‘of pregnancy, positing that Uranism had a sirr‘nl;%r origin. The SO}?
rather than the body became hermaphroditic in the case of the
Uranian fetus.26
The most remarkable thing about the Uranian soul.rfxay V\tell
have been its hidden quality. A female soul was .not' a visible sign
of gender inversion, and the male body did not indicate anythl?]g
either. Clearly different from other third-gender forms su.ch as the
berdache or the hijra, the Uranian may have been effeminate but
did not necessarily show any signs of it. To the contrary, he had
good reason to hide his presumed female qualities. There was no
institutional recognition of the third gender in Western EuroPe,
and effeminacy could cause problems in employment, housing
ily relations.
andhfiartn};isy respect, the case of Carl Ernst Wilhelm- von Zastrow
is particularly noteworthy. A contemporary of Ulrichs, Zastrow
had served a long prison sentence for sexual attacks on two boys.
The main proof of his guilt was his same-sex preference. Duflrig
the trial, many young working-class men, who were certainly
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much older than the assaulted boys, testified that the accused had
had or tried to have sex with them. These testimonies provided
crucial circumstantial evidence for establishing the guilt of the
accused. Zastrow’s pride in his acquaintance with Ulrichs’s work
was seen as a supplementary indication of his culpability by the
police and the judges. He died in prison for crimes he probably
had not committed. Zastrow’s case clearly illustrates the con-
tempt that existed for men who loved men and the utter lack of
understanding of their desires.?7
The next step Ulrichs dared to take in his theoretical work was
to defend the moral rightness of sexual relations between Uranian
men and Dionian young men.28 As female prostitution was al-
lowed and even medically regulated in many places in Europe,
Ulrichs thought comparable relations between Uranians and Dion-
ian youngsters should be permitted. He insisted not only on de-
criminalization of Uranism but also on the legality of such sexual
relations, because he believed most Uranians desired sex with
Dionians. Since sexual desire was then defined as attraction be-
tween opposites (male and female), Ulrichs believed that it was
impossible for two Uranian men with preferences for men to fall
in love with each other: “Is a Uranian sexually attracted to a
Uranian? A little or not at all.” They were as little attracted to
each other as they were to women, for whom they felt abhorrence
in sexual matters. The Uranian’s object of desire was a person who
was male in body and soul, that is, a Dionian.? Ulrichs recast the
dichotomy of female and male desire into a theory of the Uranian
lover and his Dionian beloved. This part of his theory attracted
strong criticism from, for example, Rudolf Virchow and Alois
Geigel, who were scandalized by such a suggestion. 30
The rich sexual reality of Uranian lives undermined Ulrichs’s
dogmatic theory. As he relied on his experience more than on the
classical examples he cited profusely (he was also the editor of
the last European journal in Latin), he was obliged to adapt his
theory to the diversity of same-sex experiences. Both the female
appearance of Uranians and the sexual availability of straight boys
may have been prominent and visible aspects of the underworlds
during the time when same-sex relations flourished in the Ger-
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man states. But neither prominence nor visibility is a.goodi golde
for a complete picture of such attachments, wl-xether in the mne;
teenth or twentieth century. With his growing knowledge o

Uranian lives and the information he received in many letters
from Uranians all over the world, Ulrichs was “fo.rced to”adapg
his theory. He made a place for Uranod{?ninge (“bisexuals ) an

Uraniaster (“circumstantial homosexuals”), and”he further dlst.m-
guished three kinds of Uranism. “Mdnnlinge,” more masculine
Uranians, fell in love with younger feminine boys, contrasltfed
with “Weiblinge,” the effeminate Uranians, who Iove'd masc;lu 1net:
(young) men; in between was a group, part masitxhne an Hpa.r

feminine, whose sexual object was young males.3! Especia y.m
this last example, Ulrichs goes beyond the theory of sexoal d;sx;’fe
as opposition, because the difference between the Uran:ian] ( ie-
way between Mdnnlinge and Weiblinge) and the young a u1 t (h :
tween the state of boy and man) is not as sharp as it is in Ulrichs’s

other examples.3?

After Ulrichs: Sexual Psychopathy .
in 1869 and 1870, the novelist Karl Maria Ker.tber.ly Wro‘te two
Jeaflets against the prospect of renewed crlmmahza‘t‘lon of unn;lit,:
ural fornication,” for which he coined the term. homosexual.
His approach was similar to Ulrichs’s, his most 1mp0rta;1nt C'on*
tribution being the new term.33 While the theory was se uctive,
the social consequences were not. Since 1870, m:jmy ps;ichl‘?trlsts
had started to write on sexual perversions in line with Ulncbs s thlo-
ory, but few endorsed wholeheartedly his plea for decnmm;ti I-
zation. Rudolf Virchow, the leading German profossor of.me‘ i-
cine, advised (along with other physicians) the minister of justice
to do away with the criminalization of sodom)'r and m.asturbaoon;
because these acts did no harm from a medical point of view.
But medical doctors were much more interested 'in p?thologlz.mg
perversions than in decriminalizing sodomy. Ulrichs’s emfmc;%sg
tory policy was not at all successful, and it was not untll'l )
that it received wide recognition, well after Ulrichs had died in
exile in Italy. But his natural theory of Uranism became very pop-
ular among psychiatrists, much to his distress.
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In the 1870s in Germany, the 1880s in France and soon after
throughout Europe, sexual psychopathy became fashionable in psy-
chiatric circles. Every important figure in French psychiatry pub-
lished articles and books on it in the 1880s: Alexander Lacassagne,
Lombroso’s main opponent in criminal anthropology; Lacassagne’s
student Julien Chevalier, who wrote the first dissertation on sex-
ual inversion in 1885; Alfred Binet, the inventor of both the intel-
ligence test and fetishism as a sexual category; Valentin Magnan,
the main theoretician of degeneration; Jean-Martin Charcot,éhe
specialist on hysteria and Freud's teacher; Benjamin Ball, the first
professor of psychiatry in Paris; and Paul Moreau of Tours, who
was the first to publish a book on the topic, Des aberrations du
sens génésique (Aberrations of the reproductive sense).3> Krafft-
Ebing was of course the main proponent of the new science of
sexual aberrations; he began his research at Ulrichs’s suggestion.
Lombroso, the senator Paolo Mantegazza and Arrigo Tamassia in
Italy; Benjamin M. Tarnowsky in Russia; Havelock Ellis and John
Addington Symonds in England; and Nicolaas Bernard Donkersloot
and Arnold Aletrino in the Netherlands were other specialists who
began to work on sexual perversions.36 .

The discussion on prostitution also paved the way for sexology.
After this, the debate on sexual variations, which had been taboo
until then, became public and political. And because of the in-
creasing prosecution of sexual crimes in the main cities of Europe,
cases of sexual perversion were brought before doctors, who thus
played an increasingly important role in the criminal process. The
first cases of sexual aberration came to the attention of psychia-
trists who were asked by the police or by the courts to give expert
opinions. At the same time, medical science developed an inter-
est in social and thus sexual issues, and new specializations such
as public hygiene or medical policy were established. It was this
growing attention to sexual variations that made it possible for
someone like Ulrichs to speak out in the first person on Uranism.

Until 1890 sexology was a German and French discipline, but
thereafter it became an international discipline, with Germany
leading in the field. The term Sexualwissenschaft (“sexology”) was
introduced in 1908,37 while the generic term until that time,
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3 »
“sexual psychopathy,” was derived from the t.it.le. oli Krafft—llﬂi)rll:g:
book. The main subject of this science was initia y“se)'n;la er
sion, as the subtitle of this same bo?k z’ndlcated, . xi\{lt sthau
attention to the contrary sexual feeh.ng. If‘ what (1) ovzsin 2
untangle how this interest in sexual inversion developed in psy

chiatric circles.

version in Sexual Psycbopathy o
fli};iucils’lsnbooks of the 1860s, in Which'he p'ropag.ated hlsh 1(1::;1:
on, Uranism, were crucial in the emerging c?1scussu;n 1;)rld Swas
sef;uality, and his formula of a “female soul .m a male bo ySmd
cited by most subsequent authors. Tbe first 1mp§)‘rtant f:aseg stue I}i
following Ulrichs’s work was an ar‘tlcle ab.out ‘cont’r’alx;eu Sexua®
empﬁndung” (usually translated as * s.ex1’x’al mvers;c;nZ Dut trans
Jated literally as “contrary dse.xuzlil8 2@96:1‘1n%h)e¥;)€r3 iz;rd Vr;fu :;e o

stphal, which appeared in in .
i\:x/felugntial Archiv fiir Psychiatrie undBNefvenkrgnelz(Ii]iféiu(.)f\tfﬁz?;liz
i fessor of psychiatry in Berlin an

;};i %:ZZ&Zd two exfm}}’ﬂes: a woman attracted t.o othe\rN Wom}fri,
and a male cross-dresser. The lesbian was, ac?ordmg to les’cé) ar:
a normal female in her physiognomy and habitus. Her oril }}fl z ;11:16
mality was her sexual inclination (Neigung) for women. The ma ¢
cross-dresser walked the streets to get money from me_:n, u e
admitted to “unnatural” bebavior, either to ‘the pol-lce or to h
doctors. He was often apprehended for‘mmor crlmes,dmos Z
thefts. The only effeminate characteristic of t‘:he cros}f~ rejls:1 (;
aside from his clothing, was his voice; otherwise he showe

i der inversion.

Slgn\;fitiil discussed the lesbian and the crosydress;:r as ca:}svzz
of contrary sexual feeling, even though the male .cr%ss-h resse:ks =
apparently heterosexual. While Westphal oft.en ’c1te 1.t e v;cender
Ulrichs — especially his remarks on the Uraman's feeling }(}) %h’ a
inversion — neither of his cases could be explained by t eb . 1e Z
of sexual inversion, for the lesbian was a normal femaIiN 1(2 o}il
cally and the cross-dresser was a heterosexual man. . eso};di-
insisted that both cases revealed a neuro- or psychopathic c1d o
tion, but, in the absence of other signs of pathology, he cou
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prove that the contrary sexual feeling existed as “a completely
isolated phenomenon.”38 If, in fact, the contrary sexual feeling
was independent of other pathologies, an assumption that Ulrichs
himself had made, then the Uranian’s struggle for emancipation
would have been a much easier task. But with these innovations,
same-sex behavior could now be medicalized and pathologized.
Westphal’s text is pivotal in its discussion of homosexuality be-
cause it poses the question of the pathology of these feelings. In
later discussions, physicians refuted the importance of this qge‘”"s';-
tion, taking the pathological character of the “contrary sexual
feeling” for granted. After this, Uranians like Ulrichs had to sfrdg—
gle not only against the criminalization of same-sex behavior but
also against the pathologization of homosexual desires.

The main points of the debate ensuing after Westphal’s article
were as follows: First, the doctors discussed the explanation of
sexual inversion, alternating between Westphal’s neuropathology
and psychopathology. E Servaes considered inversion a neuro-
pathic condition, caused by insufficient nutrition.3? Second, all
physicians considered these cases to be contaminated by feeble-
mindedness. There seems to be a simple explanation for this. In
the beginning, only the more ignorant and awkward practitioners
were arrested by the police and were thus caught in the psychi-
atric web. No one discussed Westphal’s question as to whether this
abnormality was an independent phenomenon, thus the pathol-
ogy of all cases of sexual inversion was confirmed by omission and
consensus. This made it more difficult to defend Uranism and
implied the beginning of the medicalization of homosexuality.
Third, while gender inversion was always discussed, and psychia-
trists claimed to have found gender-inverted behavior, the bod-
ies of the men and women never showed clear signs of the other
sex. Practices, not bodies, betrayed the contrary sexual feelings.
All of this seemed to confirm Ulrichs’s statement that only the
soul of the Uranian showed gender inversion.40

Krafft-Ebing’s first article on sexual anomalies appeared in
1877. In it he discussed all published cases and claimed that
sexual inversion was both a neuro- and psychopathic condition,
both hereditary and coexistent with other insanities. In his list
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of “remarkable features” of sexual inversion, attraction to the
same sex figured only as the sixth item; he assumed that men were
attracted to men as if they were women, while women attracted
to women should feel like men. Homosexual preference and gen-
der inversion were completely intertwined, a combination that
Krafft-Ebing did not leave open to discussion. The cross-dresser
of Westphal was the only case that did not exhibit a combina-
tion of the two. Krafft-Ebing added three nondistinct cases of his
own to the repertory of sexual inverts in psychiatry.*!

Although gender inversion was central to the theories of Uran-
ism proposed by most psychiatrists, they had to acknowledge, as
Ulrichs had, that there were more types of same-sex attraction
than that described by the typical effeminacy of the Uranian. In
Psycbopathia sexualis, Krafft-Ebing distinguished four types of
inborn homosexuality, from “psychosexual hermaphrodisy” (bi-
sexuality) to androgyny, and three varieties of learned homosex-
uality, of which “metamorphosis sexualis paranoica” (something like
transsexuality) was the extreme form. Most but not all varieties
were characterized by femininity. The learned-behavior types
were strongly colored by effeminacy, but the four innate types
were not. Of those, bisexuality and homosexuality (an inclination
only to the same sex) were not defined by the prevalence of femi-
ninity, unlike Krafft-Ebing’s “effeminate” and “androgynous”
types. Krafft-Ebing stated that the “homosexual anomaly” was
restricted to the domain of sexual life and had no further influ-
ence on gender identity. Although this subtype was only one of
seven, in his book it took up a third of the space devoted to sex-
ual inversion.*?

Krafft-Ebing’s Psychopathia sexualis became the handbook of
the new science of sexology, which took form in the last decades
of the nineteenth century. Krafft-Ebing’s model of sexual perver-
sion and “contrary sexual feeling” was very influential, and many
psychiatrists followed in his footsteps as he himself had followed
in the footsteps of Ulrichs. Although not everybody accepted his
mixture of gender and sexual inversion, it has nevertheless dis-
tinctly influenced the discussion on homosexuality to this day.
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Sexual Inversion and the Homosexual Movement

The very first homosexual movement started in 1897 under the
aegis of Magnus Hirschfeld with the Wissenschaftlich-Humanitire
Komitee (WHK). In 1899 Hirschfeld began publishing his famous
Jahrbuch fiir sexuelle Zwischenstufen (Annual for sexual intermedi-
aries), which ran until 1923. Hirschfeld was the main defender
of homosexuality as a third sex, claiming that it was a natural
and normal variation of sexuality. He argued, from the time of
his first leaflet, published pseudonymously, that it should not be
pathologized or criminalized.* Three years later he began his life-
long struggle for homosexual emancipation under his own name

although he never “came out,” or admitted that he himself was’
homosexual. In 1899, he sent a petition to the German Reichstag
requesting the withdrawal of paragraph 175 from the criminal
law.#¢ In 1901, his Jahrbuch published an article by Krafft-Ebing
in which the leading scholar of sexology — who died the next
year — admitted homosexuality was always inborn and not path-
ological per se, as he had earlier claimed.*s

Although Hirschfeld succeeded in gaining the support of many
well-known Germans from the sciences, arts and politics for his
struggle against the oppression of homosexuals, his efforts met
with no success in terms of criminal reform prior to Hitler’s rise
to power; thereafter the situation grew only worse. Proposals both
for stricter laws — the suggestion, for example, to include lesbi-
anism under paragraph 175 — and for more lenient laws were
discussed before 1933 but not enacted.

In 1899 Hirschfeld’s struggle for legal reform was joined by a
second journal, Der Eigene, which also became the title of an offi-
cial movement in 1903. Adolf Brand was the leader of “die Gemein-
schaft der Eigenen” (the community of self-owners) and the editor
of the journal until its end in 1933 with Hitler’s accession. This
group promoted a theory of homosexuality opposed
Hirschfeld. For one of the early issues of Dez Eigpzne, thefi (}))ote}:lta Zr(x)df
painter Elisar von Kupffer submitted a furious invective against
the physicians’ third-sex theory; in it he attacked the influence
9f medical authorities on the theory of homosexuality and their
idea that homosexuals were always effeminate.* Inspired by the
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Greek ideals of pederastic love and the German Romantic tradi-
tion of friendship, he stressed the masculinity of the followers of
the Lieblingsminne and saw male homosexuals as masculine ideals
for young men instead of pathological, pitiable cripples. This essay
would serve as the introduction to a collection of homoerotic
poetry von Kupffer published a year later, an anthology of the lit-
erary work of Greeks such as Theognis, Pindar and Plato, Romans
such as Catullus and the German luminaries Goethe and Schiller.4”
Kupffer was not alone in criticizing Hirschfeld and his the-
ory. Other proponents of the “movement for masculine culture”
eag%rly joined him in opposing the theory of the third gender.
The intellectual force of this group came from the biologist Ben-
edict Friedlinder, who contributed not only to Der Eigene but also
to the Jahrbuch, and who collaborated with both Hirschfeld and
Brand. In his Renaissance des Eros Uranios (1904), which became
the bible of the movement, he outlined his biological theory of
a virile homosexuality.*8 In an article for the Jahrbuch, he stressed
the masculine and military capacities of male lovers and used the
example of the Japanese generals who conquered the Russians in
¢ the war of 1905 to prove his theory.*” He discerned three kinds
of love: married love between men and women, the motherly love
of women for children and same-sex love in friendship and peda-
gogics that was in general not sexual. Friedlinder saw the last form
of love as the foundation of social and political life, and he was
critical of the emancipation of women, which he saw as undermin-
ing the beneficial impact of male love on society.®0 Priests, Jews
and American culture were scolded for their tolerance of the fe-
male influences that might destroy the magnificent male culture.
Friedlinder combined being Jewish and agitating against Jew-
ish culture, defending at the same time homosexuality, mascu-
linity and male bonding while opposing women’s emancipation.’!
Not all defenders of male love were as antifeminist as Friedlander
though: Edwin Bab, for example, suggested blending male and
female culture while allowing space for separate male and female
bonding.5? The main argument, however, was clear: Brand’s circle
defended a virile, pederastic form of homosexuality, which was far
removed from Hirschfeld’s third gender and sexual intermediaries.
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The split between the two movements concerned for the most
part the different contents and meanings given to homosexuality.
Although the views of Hirschfeld and many other “heterosexual”
physicians may have had the strongest social impact, attitudes
within the homosexual movement were not clearly in favor of the
third sex. In the Dutch chapter of the WHK, which was founded
in 1912 and survived until 1940, Hirschfeld’s theory was certainly
most influential, 53 but in England, John Addington Symonds and
the other poets of Uranian love were inspired by classical ex-
amples and came nearer to ideals of friendship and Greek eros
than to those of the third sex.** Edward Carpenter’s “love of
comrades” was rather close to the position of Die Gemeinschaft,
although he later endorsed the theory of the third sex and set
high hopes on the female qualities of men. Both Symonds and
Carpenter were strongly influenced by the American poet Walt
Whitman, whose poetry on love among comrades was widely
acclaimed by homosexual writers and readers.>5 In France, Marc
André Raffalovich had already emphasized the masculinity of the
Uranians in 1895, and in the good Catholic tradition, he urged
them to live in sexual abstinence.5¢ André Gide developed a
frankly biological theory of pederasty and beauty but discussed
the effeminate homosexual, the “invert,” mostly in a negative
vein.57 It appears that many homosexuals themselves were not
too fond of the theory of the third sex and were rather more
inclined toward ideals of friendship and pederasty.

Homosexual Worlds

The spokesmen for homosexuals may have been divided on the
question of whether homosexuality should be considered a third
sex or a sign of virility, but what ideas and practices existed in
the worlds in which homosexuals enjoyed their pleasures? The
material at our disposal has some important flaws, coming mostly
from the police and psychiatrists, although some detaﬁs come
from autobiographies of homosexual men. It becomes clear in all
these sources that there were a great variety of ways to enjoy
homosexual pleasures, notwithstanding the social repression of
such diversions all over Europe.
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Of course, the more outlandish features of homosexual worlds
were the most visible, and they thus regularly appeared in the
descriptions of police officers and psychiatrists. For example, in
1862, the Parisian police officer L. Canler devoted a chapter in
his memoirs to “antiphysiques et chanteurs” (“counternaturals and
blackmailers”). His information dated from the second quarter
of the nineteenth century, before the start of the large-scale per-
secution of sexual lewdness. Blackmail was the central topic of
this chapter and perhaps one of this police officer’s main activi-
ties. Canler discerned four groups of counternaturals, all with
feminized names. The “honteuses” (“ashamed”) and the “rivettes”
(“screwers”) were not discernible from nérmal men. The only
remarkable thing about the “3shamed” was their feminine voice;
similarly, the pederastic inclinations of the “screwers” made them
the preferred victims of blackmailers. The two other groups were
male prostitutes, the “persilleuses,” flamboyant and effeminate
mollies, and the “travailleuses” (“female workers”), male prosti-
tutes with a slightly feminine style.5 Canler’s book offers a varied
picture of the homosexual world with his four rather imprecise
specifications, in which the effeminacy of the antiphysiques does
play a part but is not dominant.

Twenty-five years later, Canler’s colleague Frangois Carlier
published his memoirs on the “two prostitutions” in the 1860s,
a large part of the book being devoted to the “prostitution anti-
physique.” His terminology of pederastic follies was completely
derived from the underworlds in which these pleasures were taken
up. He mentioned Canler’s rivettes, honteuses, persilleuses and tra-
vailleuses but reworked his system and added some new catego-
ries, such as “petits jésus” for young prostitute boys and “renifleurs”
(“smellers”) for men who especially liked sex in public toilets.
His definitions were a bit different; the honteuses, for example,
now belonged under the rubric of the prostitute. Carlier’s main
types were the beginners, the petits jésus, and the older maids,
often decrepit older men, persilleuses who had to use all their
charms or even violence to earn a living from male prostitution.

Most remarkable are the stories he reported of same-sex plea-
sures in Paris. A normal part of this life was the masquerade balls
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that took place during carnival and on other occasions, when
dressing in costume was allowed. These balls attracted many same-
sex couples, where one of the partners would dress in drag. At
one such ball police officers and the hotelier who had rented his
ballroom were unable to detect, to their great astonishment,
which among the veiled participants were men, although they
kept close watch on this specific ball because it was rumored that
it would be a pederasts’ masquerade. Only because the party
attracted the attention of many jealous jésus and their pimps did
they finally learn that the “women” were excellent perfom{érs
of feminine roles but pederasts nonetheless. Not all antiphysiques
were interested in female attire. Carlier also reported that cer-
tain Parisian bars catered to men who liked to have sex with sol-
diers. He gave the example of a man whose entire life was devoted
to the pursuit of soldiers in uniform. Another pederast’s taste
for \fiolence was satisfied by enacting scenes of robbery on him-
self in the back alleys of Paris; he liked to have athletic men beat
him up.

The examples of Canler and Carlier indicate that female cloth-
ing and styles were an important part of nineteenth-century Paris-
ian pederasts’ pleasures, but there were many other styles and
desires equally present. Jeffrey Weeks confirms this fact in his
article on male prostitution in London during the same period.5?
Feminine behavior was an integral part of same-sex worlds, but
other modes existed simultaneously. The working-class boys and
soldiers who made up a large part of male prostitution were not
likely to cross-dress, nor were their clients. Flamboyant female
dress would have been imprudent for homosexual men or male
prostitutes in any European city; most had to hide their sexual
behavior at all costs.

Hirschfeld’s Berlins dritte Geschlecht (1905) contributed im-
mensely to our knowledge of the world of the third sex in turn-
of-the-century Berlin. Although he was a prisoner of his theory
of Zwischenstufen and posed as an outsider to this world, he gave
some interesting insights into Berlin’s homosexual life. He fre-
quented private parties, bars and restaurants, masked balls and
places of male prostitution. He stressed the importance of male
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couples in order to emphasize homosexual respectability while
ignoring the sexual side of their lives, since homosexual con-
duct was considered unrespectable, even criminal. Everywhere
he found either happy couples or unhappy singles who were on
the verge of committing suicide. Couples usually consisted of a
masculine and a feminine homosexual, the latter often going in
drag to private parties or masked balls. The balls were a daily
occurrence in Berlin at this time.

Male prostitution had three forms: “sexually normal” young
men who represented a risk to homosexuals because of possible
blackmail;6! soldiers who were to be found in half a dozen bars
around Berlin’s military barracks and in the famous Tiergarten
park; and young homosexual men who frequently came in drag
to the cruising places. Similar to homosexuals who cruised sol-
diers were those who looked for working-class athletes in gym-
nastic clubs. Bathhouses were not as important to the gay world
in Berlin as they were in Saint Petersburg or Vienna. Outdoor
cruising seemed to be nonexistent apart from male prostitution,
according to Hirschfeld’s report on homosexual life in Berlin,
which, however, is not a very reliable source on this point.

Although Hirschfeld was a strict defender of the theory of the
third sex, it becomes clear from his own account in Berlins dritte
Geschlecht that many Uranians did not adopt female clothing or
feminine styles. All evidence points to the fact that the most
jmportant objects of sexual desire in the homosexual world of this
time were masculine young men, for example, soldiers and ath-
letes. But being attracted to virile young men did not oblige the
desiring subject (the homosexual) to adopt a feminine position.
There were men who enjoyed homosexual pleasures but were not
“intermediate sexual types,” for example, the members of Die

Gemeinschaft. As in the case of Ulrichs, the social realities of the
third-sex world did not comply with Hirschfeld’s theories.

From my research in the archives of the courts in Amsterdam
and The Hague and of the military court in Haarlem, most men
who stood trial for same-sex offenses were of the lower class.®?
They were arrested for outdoor cruising, sex with minors or mak-
ing unwelcome advances on other males. In only a few cases were
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Fhese men reported to be effeminate or to have a homosexual
identity. It is also clear that these cases represented only a small
portion of what was going on around public toilets and in parks
Of course, homosexual acts were not criminal offenses in thc-;
Netherlands at the end of the nineteenth century, except in cases
o.f public indecency or the seduction of minors under the age of
sixteen. Nevertheless, according to my findings from these and
other sources, effeminacy in men who practiced homosexuality
was a rare occurrence in the Netherlands in this period. Most
homosexual behavior seems to have been incidental — that'is
between men and boys who had no special homosexual préfer:
ences and who came together because women were not readil
available for their straight desires. Other men had pederastiz
desires but no feminine attributes, and some men indeed exhib-
ited feminine qualities.5? A survey of the archives of the Dutch
asylums of Meerenberg (1880-1908) and Medemblik (1884-95) re-
veals that most of the approximately forty-five cases in which same-
sex acts or desires were mentioned concerned the debauched; in
only two cases was gender inversion suggested.5* Such femin,ine
men were only a small minority of the men looking for same-sex
opportunities or love, according to all available information.
Even when homosexual men exhibited effete traits, as did Oscar
Wilde in England, Paul Verlaine in France and Louis Couperus
in the Netherlands, to give some examples from literature, their
gender behavior was only partially inverted. All three werc’a mar-
ried, and although they were perhaps dandyish in their behaviors
and clothing, they were rarely or never seen in drag. Their man-
ners may have been considered effeminate by a large part of the
public and attracted malicious jokes from the press, but it was
clear that they were men.6> Inversion of gender was a,rare occur-
rence in nineteenth-century Western Europe; very few men led

life in the manner described by the G ici "
i Wostatt y erman physicians Frinkel

Conclusion
Uranian men were considered by many physicians and some of

their own spokesmen to constitute a third sex. All the material
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on homosexual lives, desires and acts makes 'cl'ear that .they v}\;ere
found in a bewildering variety. There were virile Uranians, t elrei
were Dionian men who ventured into the vsiorlds 'of same(—is?x c{e ;:i
tions, where they found easier sexual sa?lsfac'tlon, ar}l1 1 1m e; :
there were effeminate Uranians. Given this varlet?f, Is a. fexa -
ine four points: First, how to evalua.te. the contradlctiory ’m orrzd
tion on the supposed feminine qualities of the Llramarés,b seco n,
why such femininity was so stressed. by doctors and by n;la g
Uranians themselves; third, what being represented asg t 1}1;
gender meant in regard to homosexuals; and fourt}.l, what the
impoxjtance was of effeminate habits in bomosgxual 11Vf:s. -
It is clear that the theory of the third sex hfid an 1mporfet1}rlle
place among theories of homosexua.lity. Two 1ead1ng flgu.rest(; o
emerging homosexual movement mvex.lted and d?sser;l}llr;atheor,
and many psychiatrists contributed to its popularlty: 1 tz)f
was further disseminated in medical accounts. and m’nave S, “©
such a degree that this model of homosex.uahty has in huencro_
popular dramatic genres to this day. In this century, 1tB etlst}]i >
duced the most influential image of hon.losexual men. But the <
Swere important countercurrents, especially among ho;nosgxu ;
intellectuals who disliked being conceptually emascu ate arlx1
recast as quasi-feminine or who did not feel effe.mmate at a d
Nevertheless, the model of the homosexual as a thufd sex iame
ground because it was a nonthreatening representation of homo-
or heterosexuals. .
SeXII;aeljniving the threatening representation of homoszx}ilaht}i
seems to be the most important reason so many docFors an ) omo
sexuals endorsed this theory. It made the he%nous sin of s 1my -
a thought to which everyone was subject — m‘to somethlﬁg Czrlgld
less, transforming sodomites into non’r’nascuhne men who could
not endanger the virility of “normal” men. Thethelre t%ll ne
fixed and paltry place in the gender system, and tfed 135 .ut nd
powerful seducers they had always been seen as ade1 mfo n
image of pitiful effeminates. At a time .when new models otSrI:md
culinity were developing everywhexte in ‘Europe .-—1'm spocllr s an
the military, among colonialists, nationalists, socialists gnb -
ists — the Uranians were pushed out of the male world becau
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of their supposed femininity.6 At the same time, new models of
sexuality developed, and it soon became clear that masculinity
and homosexuality were incompatible, and that a real man thus
had to be heterosexual. More and more, manliness was defined
as nonhomosexual, and heterosexuality for men came to mean
being masculine.

The strategies Ulrichs and Hirschfeld developed. to emanci-
pate homosexuals worked to a certain extent. Homosexuals were.
indeed able to find a place in society, but it was a position np
other man envied. The criticisms of the theory of the third gen-
der by the “movement for male culture” were to the point but
without social effect, since most straight people preferred the
idea of Uranians as effeminate cripples. In the turmoil of new def-
initions of sexuality and gender, homosexuals won in respecta-
bility what they lost in masculinity. Theirs was a pyrrhic victory
that brought at best an equivocal identity. The sexual theories of
Ulrichs, Krafft-Ebing, Hirschfeld, Carpenter and others opened
the eyes of many men who discovered a new name and a new iden-
tity for themselves, which may have been the most lasting — and
ambiguous — success of all the new theories on sexuality.

But what did it mean for homosexuals to belong to the third
sex? It was something quite different from what the third gen-
der elsewhere, such as the berdache or the hijra, denoted in other
cultures. If we want to see the Uranians as a third gender, the best
comparison would be the American Indian berdaches a half a cen-
tury ago who were forced to hide their gender identity to pre-

vent officials of the American government from discovering their
status. By showing only one not very conspicuous gender attri-
bute, they could make clear within their own culture that they
were berdaches, whereas outsiders easily missed this sign.67

The gender inversion of homosexuals was very partial and sel-
dom ostentatious. It was something attributed to them, but rarely
taken up by them. These feminine qualities were not fixed. It
could be the voice, an effete theme in clothing or a nonmasculine
style in self-presentation. Uranians could to a certain extent move
in and out of the role requirements of both genders. The femi-
nine style was only for nightlife and for homosexual meeting
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places; neither during work nor at home would homosexu‘als ever
show their female side. But the female soul was something that
could always filter through the “normal” appearance of gay men.f
Belonging to the third gender brought the permanent dange]r(l o
being exposed as a degenerate pervert. Male lovers were t ucsl
reluctant to show their feminine qualities, because th.ey pointe
after all to their sexual desires. Being known as effeminate was a
nuisance; being known as homosexual was scandalous. The thn:d
gender was a style of life that usually inspired contempt and ;3
special circumstances, perhaps, desir‘e, but. few peopl~e W}c:fuid
take this position eagerly in public. Ulrichs did so, but Hirsc he.
and most homosexuals publicly distanced themse.lves fr?m t e1}rl
homosexuality. The best performers succeeded in playing wit
roles.
femTaLi: social endorsement of the theory of the third sex, by psy-
chiatrists, for example, also had another effect. It made the pro-
cess of “coming out” much more difficult for young men..f'go
choose the option of homosexuality has aliways been very dlh lci
cult: young men who were homosexually m(%lmed not only a
 to defy the social opprobrium of homosexuality but .also to posi-
tion themselves in relation to the supposed femininity of horm?-
sexuals. Some feminine youngsters were perhaps pflshed by their
peers and parents into a homosexual role, w.h.lch suited them pel;i
fectly. But more masculine boys had addltlon.al problems an
hesitations in coming out as homosexuals, havu‘lg to spurn two
stigmas: the homosexual and the feminine. Even if they made tge
choice to come out, they continued to have good reasop to hi 'e
their homosexual preference and to feel ashamed ab'out it. In this
way, the theory of sexual inversion as gende.r {nversmn helPed té(;
restrain the expression of homosexual identm‘es an‘d behaV}ors. ,
The theory of the third sex was based on historic experiences
in the subcultures of sodomites or mollies. Many sources 1r'1d1~
cate that femininity played a central role.®? Perhaps sodo.mlte}
adopted feminine styles, habits and clothes as an expression 0
their deep desires, but it is more likely that it was either a posle
to attract the sexual attention of men from outside the subcul-
ture or a mimicry of male-female relations.

236

A FEMALE SOUL IN A MALE BODY

To understand the feminine styles of the mollies, it is impor-
tant to distinguish between behavior in public and private spaces.
In private places, such as molly houses, sodomites were among
themselves, and the gender inversion mimicked marriage, some-
times jokingly with male prostitutes in the masculine roles, but
also more seriously in expressing the wish to be a certified couple
of loving men. In public places, men who desired sexual con-
tacts with adult men probably best succeeded by taking a female
position, using feminine charms, suggesting passivity. Althq?ﬁgh
the goal was not to communicate their effeminacy, they did play
a female role when it came to sexual encounters. Sodomites had
the best chance of meeting men who were not sodomites but who
quite often did not object to such sexual adventures in the streets,
public toilets, bars and parks, where contacts of this sort were
most often made. The reasons why men made themselves available
for these encounters varied. Sometimes they did so for money or
because it was the easiest way for them to obtain sexual satis-
faction. Often they were foreigners (soldiers, sailors or travelers)
who did not incur the same risk as locals when venturing into
these places. In such dangerous encounters, the safest strategy for
homosexuals was not to question the masculinity and activity of
their partners. Thus, they often took a more passive and feminine
position as an effective and safe strategy of seduction.

If the dichotomy of objects and subjects of sexual desire was
a successful strategy, this did not mean that homosexuals were
under all circumstances effeminate or that all encounters between
homosexuals and heterosexuals followed this model. There were
certainly homosexuals who posed as masculine, and more rarely
“normally sexual” male prostitutes who posed as feminine. In
research on the Amsterdam homosexual and lesbian bar culture
since the 1930s, it appears that most men and women did not think
of themselves as “nichten” or “potten” (comparable to “queers”
and “butches”), but they nevertheless knew and sometimes ex-
ploited the system of gender and sexual inversion. The system
worked as long as sex with females was difficult for men to obtain
because of the imperative of virginity for girls and the mone-
tary cost of prostitution. As contraceptive methods became more
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widely.available and their use increased at the end of the 1950s,
heterosexual men became less likely to indulge in same-sex rela-
tions. At the same time, homosexuals started to give up their femi-
nine styles and to develop an interest in their own. The system of
what in these times was called “queer” and “trade,” and “butch”
and “femme,” was based on the model of prostitution. From the
1960s on, gay men did not want to degrade themselves in rela-
tions with “normal” men.” The new model of gay life and sex
was that of friendship and marriage. This change in homosexual
self-image and style made it possible to discuss legal reform, medi-
cal depathologization of homosexuality and, later, gay and lesbian
parenthood and marriage. '

The masculinization of homosexual styles since the 1950s
does not necessarily mean that gay men have become virile. Since
homosexuals dispensed with the exclusivity of feminine styles and
habits, the spectrum of gender possibilities has broadened to
include different options, making it easier for men with homo-
sexual preferences and masculine styles to come out of the closet
;and proclaim their homosexuality. Gay men began to adopt a
“macho” style of sex and gender, and although many outsiders
doubted the masculine qualities of the style, it caused a revo-
lution in models of gay desire. The idea that sexual attraction
existed only between opposites began to disappear as “macho”
men and “clones” had sex with cach other, disregarding the older
model of queen and trade that governed the homosexual world
until the 1950s. Gay couples no longer exclusively consisted of a
male and a female partner. To find masculine men, gay men could
now look among themselves in their own worlds and no longer
depended on sexual border traffic with “normal” youngsters.”!

On the other hand, the effeminate homosexuals or queens
did not disappear but became a minority in the gay world. Much
of the social support for feminine styles foundered. Nowadays,
such styles are part of the diversity of the gay world. The revolu-
tion in forms of desires and identities that has occurred since the
1950s has meant not a transition from one style to another but
the addition of new models to the older ones that were already
evolving themselves.”2 The young queen of the 1950s may still
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be living in the 1990s, but he is quite a different figure from
the young queen of the 1990s who may have adopted a punk or
‘Madonna style. '

The third sex has been a powerful metaphor, virtually monop-
olizing the image of homosexuals in social life for the last hun-
dred years. Because it was considered a shameful identity, it posed
a major obstacle for many young people to identify themselves
as homosexuals. The suggested effeminacy of gays was a forceful
social strategy that marginalized homosexual desires and thus
prevented the development of gav identities. As an impedimerﬁzx'ytu
it worked well, but it also provoked a powerful strategy of seduc-
tion that made sexual border traffic between gay and straight men
possible and satisfactory. The “camp” tradition of gay men would
have been unthinkable without their supposed effeminacy.” For
a century, men with same-sex desires were pushed into tJhe role
of a third gender. Many of them enjoyed this role, but others
resisted it and felt compelled to deny their desires. Now we have
come to a new epoch in which most gays are able to play with
and joke about their gender roles. But how long will it take before
straight men are capable of the same? :
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