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There is very little known about the history of 
homosexual people in Bulgaria, and the knowledge on 
this issue is often limited to rumors and gossip. 

Even less is known about the attitude of the 
communist regime towards them. In Bulgaria, there 
is a historical study on the topic (Gruev, 2009) 
and a sociological study of criminal practices, 
which includes a brief analysis of the change of 
the text of the criminal law (Kanushev, 2015). The 
current research presents a more thorough study 
of the attitude of the communist regime towards 
homosexual persons, focused mainly on the 50s 
and 60s of the twentieth century, based on a 
variety of sources — legal and medical publications, 
forensic medical expert assessments, developments 
of the Ministry of the Interior and the State 
Security on the looseness of sexual morals in the 
country, archives of prisons, crime analyzes, etc. 
Reconstruction is extremely difficult because often 
the topic of the document has been omitted or 
veiled. 

However, the archives clearly show the attitude of 
the communist regime towards homosexual men, but 
they do not show well enough the attitude towards 
homosexual women — only one documented case of a 
woman accused of lesbianism has been found.

Image: Stara Sofia
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Variations
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During socialism, there were homosexual men in 
all groups of society — “from the cultural and 
political elite, „to the working class, to the so-called 
scum of society” (Gruev, 2009). In the documents 
found by the team, the homosexuals are divided 
into “Schwesterki”* — these were the men who 
were passive and who most often had feminine 
names. They are distinguished from the others by 
the fact that they often put on makeup, plucked 
their eyebrows, wore women’s clothes, etc. The 
“Jargoni”* were the active homosexual men, and 
“Schwestero-Jargonesa”“*, or just “Jargonesa”* 
were men who were both passive and active. Each of 
these subgroups was different — the “Schwesterki” 
gathered in the garden in front of the Sv. Nedelya 
Church, and the “Jargoni” — in the Culture cinema. 
The “Schwesterki”, however, were more active in 
searching for new partners and exchanged the 
addresses of their “Jargoni”.

Here is how one of the Bulgarian sexologists at 
the time of socialism, Dincho Traykov, describes 
homosexual persons:

„Passive homosexuals are most often characterized 
by the following specific features: they are dreamy, 
highly sensitive, with marked femininity; they love 
attention and affection very much; they want to be 

courted and are vain; they want to be in the woman‘s 
role in terms of sex; the very way of life forces 
them to coquetry so that they can attract the 
surrounding men; in homosexual circles, they have 
feminine names; jealousy between them is strongly 
emphasized.

It is noteworthy that part of the mixed homosexuals 
was active in their early years, but subsequently, 
due to a weakening of their sexual activity, they 
became passive. In some cases, though mostly active, 
they also play a passive role — out of curiosity 
towards this form of perversion, and sometimes it 
is determined by the will of the partner. In a sexual 
relationship, out of 58 passive homosexuals, there 
is a negative attitude towards the female sex in 55 
people, and in 23 there is a certain tendency for 
the man with highly developed sexual organs. Three 
of them have a seeming positive attitude towards 
the female sex in order to hide their pathological 
condition from society.

In active homosexuals, the attitude is different. Out 
of 43 cases, 40 have positive attitude towards the 
female sex, and 3 — negative. In the case of mixed 
homoexuals, out of 24 cases, there is a positive 
attitude towards women in 20.” 
(Traykov, 1965: 375)
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Men with 
Feminine 
Names

Many homosexuals in the 1950s and 1960s became 
known with their nicknames. The “Schwesterki” 
had feminine names. These were the names of 
celebrities such as Queen Elizabeth, Coco Chanel, 
Joan D‘Arc. Fictional foreign names: Justine, Gloria, 
Clemens, etc. More common names were formed by 
transforming the masculine name into a feminine one: 
Bogdan — Bogdana; Evgeni — Evgeniya, 
Zahari — Zaharinka, Ivan — Ivanka, Cyril — Kyra, 
Margarit — Margot, etc. Some features were often 
attached to them, such as: Zaharinka the ballerina, 
Kyra the artist, Margot the singer, Bogdana of 
Shumen, Evgeniya of Plovdiv, Didi the Dream, Cocoa 
Zori, Ivanka the lame, etc.

*The names listed here are fictional 
and did not belong to real people.

Image: Tihomir Stoyanov
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The Places

Image: Stara Sofia

Image: Lost Bulgaria

The culture of homosexual persons in Bulgaria 
developed as a hidden one, as in many other places in 
the world — it had its own code of communication, 
typical places for meeting, entertainment and 
pleasure. The group of homosexual persons had 
its places in Sofia. The place for meetings, or the 
“piazza” for “Schwesterki” in the 1950s and 1960s 
was Lenin square, more specifically the nearby 
garden of the Sveta Nedelya Church. Another 
specific venue for meetings was Culture Cinema. 
It was famous for “catching jargons”, but also as a 
gathering of “the perverse young people called ‘ass 
boys’”. The places that homosexual people visited
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at that time were all those well-known places of the 
youth in Sofia — the patisseries Crystal, the Bamboo, 
Slavyanka, Opera, Warsaw, TsUM (the Central 
Universal Store); the restaurants Biad, Alen Mak, 
Berlin; Ophelia; bar Astoria, Shisharka; the Bulgaria 
beerhouse. Meetings with foreigners happened 
around the hotels Bulgaria, Balkan and Rila, in front 
of which some of the homosexual persons “tour” 
to have others buy them drinks, give them foreign 
goods and to meet new people. 

Places of pleasure for homosexual persons in Sofia 
at that time were distinguished by the fact that 
their atmosphere implied invisibility. Bathrooms and 
toilets, separated by sex, predisposed to the free 
occurrence of such connections and the possibility 
of hiding — in the cabins, in the darkness or in the 
hot water vapor. Often, homosexual people broke 
the bulbs in the toilets. Places that were famous in 
the 1950s and 1960s were: Sofia Central Baths, the 
baths in Ovcha Kupel, in Banishora, the toilets at 
Lenin Square, the Courthouse, the Doctor‘s Garden, 
the Bulgarian Army Stadium, the Eagle Bridge, 
etc. We can add to these places the public parks, 
gardens and squares at night (the Park of Freedom, 
the garden at the church Sv. Nikola, the garden 
behind Alexander Nevsky Cathedral, the garden at 
Solunska Str., etc.), as well as various other places 

hidden from the eyes (basements, entrances, attics, 
apartments). 

What was typical in meetings of this culture was 
that in the 1950s and 1960s, the Schwesterki 
remembered the addresses of their partners and 
gave them to each other. Thus, they expanded their 
network of contacts and received unexpected 
visits. Another way to meet people was the already 
mentioned visit to the famous places — toilets, Lenin 
Square, bathhouses, etc. Any going to such a place, 
however, put homosexual persons at risk of being 
captured by the militia, which often organized raids. 

Image: Lost Bulgaria
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The Militia 
Raids in the 
Baths

One of the places of pleasure were the metropolitan 
baths. A variety of “sessions” were taking place in 
there among the steam. This was also the reason 
why the baths were heavily watched. On the one 
hand, officials were instructed to watch out and 
report to the metropolitan militia about such events. 
On the other hand, raids were carried out which 
were extremely creative. For example, undercover 
members of the militia start “playing” with visitors 
of the bath house and then took them to the police 
departments.

Criminal 
Justice 
Practices

Criminal justice practices followed the criminal 
laws in Bulgaria, and during the socialism until the 
beginning of the 1950s, the old criminal law was in 
force. In the first criminal law published shortly after 
the establishment of the modern Bulgarian state, 
homosexuality was a punishable offense. Under Art. 
216 the penalties provided for pederasty between 
persons over the age of 16 are up to six months. 
The practices of the Supreme Court of Cassation 
showed that cases for pederasty also existed before 
1944.
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The criminal law, published after the Liberation, was 
in force until 1951. 

The first socialist criminal law was issued in 1951. In 
the chapter Crimes Against the Person, there was 
a special section Lechery, in which under Art. 176 a 
considerably more severe punishment was provided 
for “sexual intercourse and sexual satisfaction of 
persons of the same sex” — imprisonment of up to 3 
years. 

In the specialized corpora delicti — the use of 
violence and the situation of dependence, the 
punishment was from 2 to 5 years. It is accidental 
that the expression “sexual satisfaction” was 
used, so that mutual masturbation would also be 
punishable. 

This section also included Art. 175 — under it, people 
were being prosecuted for keeping places of lechery. 
This article was also used to try homosexual persons.

The second socialist criminal law was issued in 1968. 
After lengthy debates, advocacy by prominent 
sexologist Todor Bostandjiev and taking into account 
the recommendations of the International Congress 
on Criminal Law in the Hague of 1964, homosexual 
practices between adults were “decriminalized”. 

Penalties under Art. 157 were provided for special 
corpora delicti only: 

under para. 1 — in the event of use of force, 
intimidation, position under supervision and 
dependency; 
para. 2 prohibited homosexual acts against minors; 
under para. 3 — homosexual acts performed out in 
the open and in a scandalous manner; 
under para. 4 — committing them for property 
gain or inducing another person to committing 
homosexual acts.

If we only consider what was provided in the criminal 
provisions of criminal laws, we can easily say that 
homosexual acts were decriminalized in 1968. 

However, criminal policies during socialism did not 
only include judicial prosecution. In the 1950s, 
investigations by the State Security and the Ministry 
of the Interior on the activities of homosexuals in 
major cities in the country began, while “young, fresh 
and quality” agents from the same circles were being 
recruited. 

Homosexuals have thus been subject to various 
administrative measures, such as incarceration, 
mobilization and displacement.



2120

Actions
Against Homosexual Persons



2322

In 1951, the first Sofia action was organized — 
seventy men were captured in public toilets for 
several hours, with “officials, engineers and even 
officers” among them1. Some of them were convicted. 
In 1952-1954, investigations continued. In a letter, 
the Director of the People‘s Militia proposed to the 
Minister of the Interior “new measures” against “the 
looseness of the sexual morals” through extending 
the powers of the Ministry of the Interior. Sex 
offenders were described as “spreading infection” 
through the socialist society through “group and 
single rapes of women and girls, by creating and 
maintaining brothels, by spreading homosexual 
acts among young people, etc.”2 The measures 
envisaged were primarily aimed at young people. 
The documents showed that in 1954, only 29 people 
were punished, and a total of 285 active and passive 
homosexuals were known to the People’s Militia. 
During this period, all persons who were leading a 
“dissolute life” were subjected to filing. 

In the 1960s, new special developments began 
for countering lechery. In 1960, a Report of the 
Ministry of the Interior suggested the selection and 
undertaking of “measures” against 10-15 of the most 
famous and “corrupt” homosexuals in Sofia, with the 
main aim being to intimidate the Sofia group. In the 
early 1960s, new actions were undertaken against 

homosexual people in Sofia — new cases were being 
initiated and groups of homosexual persons were 
being “neutralized”. During this period, more diverse 
measures against homosexual men began to be 
used — warnings, displacements, internments in 
the labor group near Lovech, and bringing legal 
proceedings. Another part of the measures was 
aimed at youth in general and was preventive — 
creating establishments that ”channeled” youth life 
and which did not offer alcohol, etc.

At the beginning of 1964, two district orders were 
issued, addressing the activation of the Ministry of 
the Interior towards fighting “the looseness of sexual 
morals” and the work in the circles of prostitutes, 
homosexual people, pimps, and gamblers (District 
Order No. 1620 of 29.02.1964 of the Ministry of the 
Interior and District Order No. 205 of 15.04.1964 
of the Ministry of the Interior and the Ministry of 
Public Health and Social Welfare). On their basis, 
large-scale actions begin that were again aimed to 
intimidate. 

A demonstrative group trial against selected 
homosexual persons was conducted in Sofia in 1964 
in the course of their implementation. Investigations 
and lawsuits continued until the new Criminal Code 
was issued in 1968.

1 MoI, f. 26, d. 1, а.е. 731, On the activities, the ways and the methods of activity of the active and passive homosexuals 
in Sofia dated 8.02.1960: 1

2 MoI, f. 26, d. 1, а.е. 158, Report of the sexual dissociation of the youth 
in our country, 4.10.1954: 5
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Emergency Measures

Image: Tihomir Stoyanov
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Part of the measures implemented against 
homosexuals were emergency (see Kanushev, 
2015) — these were detaining in labor camps, 
mobilization and displacement, which were carried 
out without a court or a sentence. 

The dynamics of detention in labor camps showed 
that the contingent of the political prisoners 
was being replaced with “criminal” persons and 
persons who were “dangerous for the public order 
and morality” as of 1957. The category of persons 
“dangerous for the public order and morality” 
included various figures of sexual dishonor —  
prostitutes, pimps, homosexual men, etc. Let us 
give one example — in the Hooligan Raid organized 
in 1958, carried out with the aim of “clearing the 
streets of Sofia of hooligans, criminal offenders 
recidivists and other socially dangerous persons”, 
a number of young people were arrested and sent 
away, some of whom were accused of prostitution, 
pimping and lechery. The orders for the raid also 
included “a homosexual who also made hostile 
statements” (Skochev, 2018: 226). 

Of course, under the pretence of hooliganism and 
‚a hooligan act”, it was also possible to classify 
in this group homosexuality as obscene behavior. 
Documents also showed that persons were also 

detained in labor camps for “immoral acts”. The 
definition was so broad that various images of the 
“moral fall” may be interpreted as part of it.

In 1959, Belene Labor Camp was closed after a 
hunger strike of prisoners, and 199 persons were 
moved to Lovech3. “35 of them were persons 
who had been sentenced from 10 to 30 times; 36 
— from five to 10 times; 68 — up to five times and 27 
prostitutes and morally corrupt men who had been 
sent to labor camps multiple times.” (Stoyanova, Iliev, 
1991: 29) Probably the category of “morally corrupt 
men” included homosexual persons. As Martin 
Kanushev said, the Lovech camp marked the top of 
the repressive mechanisms of the socialist regime 
in Bulgaria (Kanushev, 2015). In Lovech, mostly 
“criminal offenders” were detained. People detained 
in the camps for non-political reasons usually served 
a sentence for crimes that were hard to prove —  
“change”, homosexuality, in cases of lechery — due 
to being a threat to existing marriages if legal 
proceedings were to be initiated (Stoyanova, Iliev, 
1991: 34). 

In Lovech “were also reformed homosexuals who 
were claimed to had committed a petty misconduct 
as a reason for their detention. (...) Homosexual 
mortality rates were particularly high because
3 Prison witnesses claimed that the creation of the Lovech labor camp was the result of the hunger strike 
and the punishment sought for the Belene prisoners (Todorov, 1999: 68).
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of the brutal abuse they were subjected to by 
criminal offenders.” (Kanushev, 2016: 53). Some 
of the homosexual persons were detained at the 
request of their relatives — wives and parents 
(Stoyanova, Iliev, 1991: 32). Due to poor working 
conditions (very hard work — 18 hours a day), lack 
of food, the “gross perversions” carried out at the 
camp in Lovech, 147 people died. In April 1962, a 
decision was made to close the camp in Lovech 
(Kanushev, 2016: 56). 

Labor mobilization was also used as a mechanism 
for persons who were considered to be threatening 
public morality. As Mihail Gruev wrote, “A. Yugov 
sent special instruction to regional militia units and 
mayors of municipalities requesting that detailed 
lists be made not only of “domestically and morally 
corrupt” people who spent their time wandering 
aimlessly at pubs, inns and cafes, but of homosexuals 
or those who were said to be ones. In fact, this 
contingent recruited a considerable part of the 
future concentration camp inmates and prisoners. 

It was namely the blending of categories, both within 
the meaning of the said law and when detaining most 
of the camp inmates with and without statutory 
acts and grounds, that created the preconditions 
for offenders and homosexuals to find themselves 

together with political prisoners who were targeted 
as “enemies of the people” and very ordinary people.” 
(Gruev, 2009) 

Under the Law on Labor Mobilization of Idlers 
and Vagabonds a number of persons were detained 
arbitrarily (Kanushev, 2016: 60). Labor 
mobilization was applied not only to persons who 
were vagabonds and without a job, but also to 
offenders and criminals (Kanushev, 2016: 61). 
According to this law, persons were detained who 
threatened the public order and morality — these 
were various vagrant young people, swings and 
zozas, who went to cafes, pubs, beer houses and 
who did not work. The amendment to the 1949 
Law stipulated that labor mobilization would be 
imposed on citizens who “do not perform socially 
useful work or endanger public order and morality 
with their manner of public conduct”. However, 
labor mobilization was selectively applied to the 
friends and relatives of the inmates. And the law was 
repealed in 1950.

Subsequently, a new repressive cycle was 
initiated for the implementation of the Decree on 
intensifying the fight against persons deviating 
from socially useful work and leading parasitic 
lifestyles (SG 07.08.1962, issue 63).
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It was used to fight petty crimes that were 
bordering crime. Sexuality, lechery and prostitution 
were central to its implementation. The entrance to 
lechery here was through a special interpretative 
line. This is life with non-labor income, and in this 
case, prostitution. The main measures were aimed at 
the “morally corrupt women”. Homosexual persons 
who maintained contact with foreigners also fell 
under the scope of this decree. With the gradual 
implementation of the Decree, the category of 
people who were not affected by the measures 
implemented began to be noticed. Thus, the idea 
arose to impose on them measures for “forced 
removal from Sofia” under Art. 14 of the People‘s 
Militia Decree. 

Displacements were used against a number of 
“dangerous elements”. Displacement were mainly 
undertaken in large cities and border regions. 

Displacements had their ups and downs, and during 
the period 1954-1956 they were discontinued, but in 
1956 they were resumed — a new repressive cycle 
began, with criminal acts already included in the 
reasons for the displacements. In the 1960s, the 
Decree on intensifying the fight against persons 
deviating from socially useful work and leading 
parasitic lifestyles and Art. 14 of the People‘s Militia 

Decree of 12 December 1963 were used (Skochev, 
2018: 236-237). 

The preventive administrative measures under 
the People‘s Militia Act were implemented against 
publicly dangerous persons. This category also 
included persons accused of

„indiscriminately maintaining 
sexual relations with 
different persons of the other 
or the same sex; creation 
of conditions and mediation 
for the occurrence of events 
under the previous item.“

Between 10.12.1963 and 20.06.1964, 474 people 
were displaced by the National Militia. The data 
collected shows that some of the homosexuals were 
evicted and subsequently sued for the same acts. 
A report on the activities of the Sofia Ministry of 
the Interior mentioned that by 10 February 1964 the 
following persons
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had been evicted by the State Security: 30 for 
enemy agitation, propaganda and dissemination 
of rumors, 17 for other anti-state activities, 1 
for immoral acts; and by the People’s Militia: 109 
for theft, 13 for fraud, 23 for hooliganism, 5 for 
homosexuality, 5 for drunkenness and gambling, 5 for 
rape and fornication 
(cit. of Skorchev, 2018: 240).

The Post-1968 Period — 
Decriminalization or 
Overpunishment?
We can easily assume that homosexual acts between 
adults were decriminalized after the new Criminal 
Code was issued. 

If we look more closely at the 1968 Criminal Code 
and the practices after it was issued, we will find 
something else (see Kanushev, 2015). The code 
used the term “homosexual acts” — this was neither 
“pederasty” nor “sexual intercourse and sexual 

satisfaction”. This substitution implied that a wider 
field of diverse “perverse acts” were beginning to be 
prosecuted, not just homosexual sexual acts. 

That is to say, despite decriminalization, there 
were indications of an increase in the punishability 
of various acts in specialized corpora delicti. In 
addition, the code required a discretion of the 
relationship, suggesting that homosexual acts
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would be extremely easily punishable. In the logic of 
the requirement for discretion of the relationship 
was also the idea that the demonstrative nature of 
this relationship “ (...) may have an effect on others”. 

The act of “inciting another person to such 
degradation“ was also punishable. This showed the 
special interest (that is, the negative marking of 
difference) and the attempt to limit the spread of 
“these manifestations”. (Kornadzhiev, 1972: 64) The 
punitive practices presupposed the protection of 
society against homosexuality.

However, this protection was most strongly 
exercised with respect to minors. Criminal policies 
in this area were being implemented through the 
Juvenile Delinquency Combating Commissions. 
Under the Law on Fighting Juvenile Deliquency (SG 
14.02.1958, issue 13) and later under the Fighting 
against Anti-Social Behavior of Minor and Underage 
Persons Act (SG 07.02.1961, issue 11), specialized 
institutions were created to punish various children’s 
“crimes” and “anti-social behaviors”. These were not 
crimes in the true sense of the word, but various 
misdeeds committed by children and young people — 
such as stealing chocolate candies, pregnancy in 
girls, homosexuality, etc. Under these laws, labor 
schools and correctional centers were established. 

In a nutshell — the labor schools were aimed at minor 
and underage children “in relation to whom ordinary 
educational measures are not enough to divert them 
from their habits of committing offenses because 
they are deprived from a family environment that is 
appropriate for their proper upbringing or they have 
behaviors that negatively impact those around 
them” (ibid.). That is, they were mostly persons 
who were “at risk of committing a crime”. The 
correctional centers accommodated minor children 
who had been convicted. It is important to note 
that court trials and committee decisions were not 
appealable, and children were not even entitled to 
protection from their parents.

In the reports and analyzes of the Central 
Commission Against Minor Delinquency, the topic 
of lechery among juveniles was present, as crimes of 
lechery often ranked second after the thefts, but 
also because they were considered the most serious 
forms of criminal acts. 

Homosexuality as a specialized corpus delicti was not 
mentioned or was merely hinted at. In Boychinovtsi 
and Sliven, however, the correctional centers with 
the most severe regime in which the sentence of 
imprisonment was served when a second act was 
committed, the nature of the offenses 
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committed by the residents was reduced to: 
“beatings, smoking, theft of personal effects, 
homosexual acts, disobedience and violation of the 
internal order, etc.”4 

An incidentally found statement by the director 
of the Boychinovtsi center from the 1980s also 
indicated that homosexual children were detained in 
large numbers. The director said:

„You know, most of
the children with us are 
irreparable, most of them
are homosexual children.“
Data collected by the Helsinki Committee showed 
that Juvenile Delinquency Commissions have until 
very recently been detaining homosexual children.

4 Central State Archives, f. 1283, d. 1, а.е. 50, Report on the inspection carried out by the Central Juvenile Delinquency Combating Commission of the 
implementation of the Fighting against Anti-Social Behavior of Minor and Underage Persons Act, 1988, p. 36

Image: Lost Bulgaria
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The “decriminalization” of homosexuality in 1968 was the 
result of the efforts of the most active sexologist in Bulgaria, 
Todor Bostandzhiev. As a result of his activities and the 
recommendations given to the IXth International Congress 
on Criminal Law in the Hague in 1964, sexual acts with mutual 
consent between adults was decriminalized. One argument 
for this was that homosexuality was a treatable disease. 
During socialism, homosexuality qualified as “psychopathy”. 
Homosexuality was divided into innate and acquired, and 
Bulgarian scholars tended to accept that very few cases were 
innate. Referring to Pavlov‘s widespread school, homosexuality 
developed as a misdirection of the sexual urge formed in the 
process of early socialization. Sexual desire was “reflexly 
conditioned” and was realized through the mechanism of sexual 
impression. In the mechanism of sexual impression, “innate sexual 
behavioral responses are associated with their adequate stimuli 
from the external environment.” And under the conditioned 
reflex mechanism, “more or less permanent temporary conditional 
relationships are formed.” (Bostandzhiev, 1973: 32) This is why 
the most commonly used types of treatment were hypnosis 
and conditioned reflex therapy (combined with various drugs 
— from hormones to amphetamines). Let us quote a description 
of the treatment applied: “The conditional reflex treatment of 
homosexuality is a sexological concretization of the Pavlov’s 
doctrine. It is a curative use of the aversion that the former 
perversely erotic stimuli start to cause themselves, upon 
repeated combination with states of nausea and vomiting from 

emetic doses of apomorphine. There are various variations 
of aversion treatments. In general, they should be intensive, 
because unlike the ease with which they have been created, 
the habits in the sexual sphere are very difficult to break. 
Usually, the patient receives, every several hours (even every 
two hours) apomorphine parenterally, with or without oral 
alcohol intake, after which photos of homosexual partners and 
their sexual organs are shown during the nausea and vomiting. 
Accordingly, an individually designed magnetic tape recording 
prepared based on the anamnestic history data reminds the 
patient of the unpleasant sides of his homosexual adventures, 
enhances suggestively the disgust and aversion, paints public 
declassification and shameful situations, explains the origin of the 
perversion and its curability, counteracts the perversity with the 
benefits and advantages of the normal sexual orientation. It is 
recommended that the treatment be continued throughout the 
day and night, with the patient being awoken and recording being 
played to him while he is sleepy. The whole apomorphine course 
lasts several days. Upon its completion, the patient undergoes 
another conditional reflex therapy, during which he receives 
daily muscle injections of testoviron, combined with decorating 
the room with pictures of sexually attractive young women and 
with being awoken from sleep with tape recordings of sexually 
arousing female voices.” (Petrov and Bostandzhiev, 1963: 163)
It is recommended that the treatment be continued throughout 
the day and night, with the patient being awoken and recording 
being played to him while he is sleepy. The whole apomorphine 
course lasts several days.  Upon its completion, the patient 
undergoes another conditional reflex therapy, during which he 
receives daily muscle injections of testoviron, combined with 
decorating the room with pictures of sexually attractive young 
women and with being awoken from sleep with tape recordings 
of sexually arousing female voices.” (Petrov and Bostandzhiev, 
1963: 163)

Homosexuality
as a Disease
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