“The French gay militant movement between Revolution and Reformism, 1971-1981”
Paper presented at the “Revolutions and Sexualities: Cultural and Social Aspects of Political Transformations” Conference, Jagiellonian University, 26-28 September, 2007

By Philippe Chassaigne, 

Professor of Modern and Contemporary History, University of Tours, France

The aim of this paper is to assess the political positioning of the French gay militant movement during the 1970s decade. It emerged in the wake of the May 1968 events, and suffered difficult times before asserting itself in the very last part of the decade. It was heavily influenced by the left-wing ideology of the student revolution, leading to some aping of its incendiary rhetoric, but at the same time facing discrimination and rejection from self-styled ‘serious’ specialists of agitprop, as well as judicial harassment from the State. In 1980-1, with the impending French presidential election at hand, this militant movement, then seriously organized behind the monthly magazine Gai Pied (first published in 1979), had to decide whether to go into the field of party politics and support the Socialist Party candidate (François Mitterrand), or to cling to its left-wing stance. 

The paper will map out these changes and evolutions. One of its strong points is to rely on an exclusive archive: the very early issues of Gai Pied (1979-81), which are very difficult to find today.
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October 25, 2004, saw the launching in France of ‘Pink Television’, the first cable and satellite TV channel in the world to aim at a gay and gay-friendly audience. It had been a long way since March 10, 1971, when, in an altogether bolder mediatic move, a group of homosexuals of both sexes had disrupted a live general public radio show, devoted to “Homosexuality, that painful problem” and put the newly-born gay movement on the French political map. A lot of things had changed in the meantime, and the 1970s have been a crucial decade in this process. The aim of this paper is to assess the political positioning of this French gay militant movement during this particular decade. It emerged in the wake of the May 1968 events, and suffered difficult times before asserting itself in the very last part of the decade. It was heavily influenced by the left-wing ideology of the student revolution, leading to some aping of its incendiary rhetoric, but at the same time facing discrimination and rejection from self-styled ‘serious’ specialists of agitprop, as well as judicial harassment from the State. The printed press was probably its privileged medium to claim public visibility, but there again there were many difficulties and quite a few magazines sank without a trace after just a few issues. It was not until the very last years of the decade that a gay militant magazine, Gai Pied, managed to avoid censorship and to be published regularly (it went on running in fact until the early 1990s). Born out of the bowels of the French radical homosexual movement, and being initially quite vocal about it, it soon had to choose with the May 1981 French presidential election at hand, whether to go into the field of party politics and support the Socialist Party candidate (François Mitterrand), or to cling to its left-wing stance. 

Stocktaking: the French gay movement at the beginning of the 1970s
At the beginning of the 1970s, the French homosexual movement  was made of two distinct branches, of clearly different origins. There was the ‘respectable’, or respectability-seeking, Arcadie, already an institution, and the newer, revolutionary, militant scene born out of the May 1968 movement. 

Arcadie was created in 1953 by former seminarist André Baudry
. Arcadie was originally a review, to be supplemented from 1957 on by a club (“Club littéraire et scientifique des pays latins”, CLESPALA) which worked as a cultural and meeting group, with lectures by sympathizing academics and writers on wednesdays, alternating with “tea dances” held every sunday afternoon. As early as  May 1954, the review Arcadie was banned from ant public display in the newsstands and available mainly through subscribtion. There were some 4,000 subscribers by the late 1950s, but 15,000 by 1972 – an increase in numbers in itself rather revealing of the pace of things. The respective proportion of Parisians and provincials can only be guesswork, but it is obvious that the former were the majority and the latter a minority. Arcadie’s message was that homosexuals had to integrate into society and, as a consequence, it promoted a respectable image and advocated a respectable way of life for homosexuals. The academic and scientific lectures were there to show that homosexuality had always existed, that it had flourished in the most refined ancient societies, that the some of the greatest geniuses of fine arts, literature, etc., from Socrates to Walt Whitman, had been homosexuals. The consequence of it was that there was no reason to prosecute it in 1950s and 1960s France, that it was not, as the infamous Mirguet amendment put iy, a “social scourge”. Indeed, soon after the said amendment was passed by the National Assembly (July 18, 1960), Baudry wrote a letter of protest to député Mirguet which followed exactly that line of argument. Promoting the respectable side of homosexuality also meant that the sunday afternoon tea dances were extremely tame affairs, with the full lights on  and  any kind of promiscuity strictly frowned upon by the master himself. 
By the late 1960s, Arcadie enjoyed the position of being the one and only homosexual association in France. Competitors such as Futur (in the early 1950s) or Juventus (in the late 1950s) were only allowed to release a few issues before being prohibited. Probably Arcadie’s very tame content, highlighting the ‘scientific’ side of the review and shunning anything risqué, especially as far as iconography was concerned, was not foreign to it, as well as Baudry’s personal links with top-ranking police officials. Arcadie’s position was a reformist one. Baudry’s objective was the integration of homosexuality into society by demonstrating its normality, respectability and, maybe above all, innocuous nature. Baudry believed in lobbying and personally intervention to gain the changes in legislation he dubbed ‘necessary’
, i.e. mainly the Februray 8, 1945, ordinance which put the age of  sexual majority at 15 for heterosexuals, but at 21 for homosexuals, and, of course, the Mirguet amendment. Even that lobbying stance was adopted with caution: Baudry believed that, because homosexuals were and would always be a  minority, such lobbying had to be directed at ‘opinion makers’, at ‘intelligent people [who]  are in all the parties, all the professions, all the Churches. It is they who, little by little, will form opinion’
. 
The second branch of the French homosexual movement was a new, and radical, one, which rejected Arcadie’s reformist approach and advocated a revolutionary stance. The May 68 events had witnessed the emergence of a short-lived and somehow confidential ‘Revolutionary pederastic action committee’ in the student-occupied Sorbonne. But the ‘spirit of 1968’ surfaced again 3 years later, with the foundation of the ‘Homosexual Revolutionary Action Group (FHAR). Its tactics was an activist one, as shown by its media-wise original coup, when, on March 10, 1971, it disturbed the now famous radio broadcast by Ménie Grégoire by invading the stage. The Front was a direct by-product of the French women’s lib movement, and it is rather revealing that radically-minded militants had left Arcadie to join the Mouvement de libération des femmes (MLF); there, along with left-wing lesbians, they started out a brand new kind of militancy. Gone were supposed to be the days of ‘accommodationist’ tactics, to be replaced by a revolutionary method which postulated that, according to one of the dissidents, Françoise d’Eaubonne, “it was for homosexuals to disintegrate society”. 

The Front was soon to succumb to the inevitable internal divisions of every left-wing movement. Women left to settle their own organization (“the Red Dikes”, 1971-3) while men maintained the Front, which increasingly became void of political content, but for a Maoist phraseology, to become a mere meeting, and sexual consuming, place. The Front had soon faded away by 1974, but its legacy as the avant-garde of homosexual (the ‘gay’ word did not get currency until the very end of the decade) militancy must not be underestimated. 
A complicated mid-1970s decade

Things had changed little by the mid-decade. On the one hand, Arcadie kept on its course with increasing success. Baudrey even gained street-cred by appearing on popular prime time shows such as the ‘Dossiers de l’écran’, in January 1975: homosexuality was the theme of the debate, and Baudry, who certainly had the anteriority, was presented as one of the main exponents of this ‘cause’. Soon after (May 1975), the review stopped being prohibited any public display. The fact that, at its May 1979 Congress, the keynote speaker was French philosopher, Professor at the College de France and media darling Michel Foucault, certainly hallmarked its position in the homosexual scene. 
Arcadie had the advantage of stability and anteriority: compared to the shifting landscape of post-1968 (or post-1971, come to that) homosexual scene, it had been around longer and had faced many more difficulties than any of the more recent organizations. It was also the leading editorial enterprise on the market, with the number of subscribers peaking at 30,000 in 1975. However, this long-lasting status was also a drawback in a world eager for novelty. Its reformist stance was constantly criticized by the new avatar of the ‘gay’ left-wing side: as early as 1974, the FHAR was superseded by the GLH (Groupe/s de liberation homosexuelle, Homosexual Liberation Group/s), an organization with a non-strictly Parisian network. It had indeed about twenty provincial antennae working between 1974 and 1979. One of the highlights of the period was the first specifically homosexual demonstration, on June 25, 1977, the first French Gay Pride. That same year, the GLH fielded candidates for the local elections, as well as for the following year’s general election. They did not cast locally more than 1% of the vote. In June 1979, the GLH, entering terminal decline, was superseded by the CUARH (Comité d’urgence anti-répression homosexuelle: Emergency Action Committee against Anti-Homosexual Repression).
This nascent gay movement also had rapidly became the object of public powers’ repression. In March 1978, on the eve of a general election generally held as difficult for the incumbent majority, the government decided to play the public morality card and cracked down on ‘immoral publications’, withdrawing a batch of erotic – or deemed so – magazines from public sale: Lui, the French Playboy, and a cluster of homosexual magazines (Don, Andros, Gaie Presse) faced this decision which equaled for most of them to a de facto death sentence
; in December, 1980, Justice minister Jean Foyer had an amendment to the Penal Code passed by the National Assembly, which criminalized in a heavier way homosexual intercourse with an underage person (see below). 
It is in this context that the monthly magazine Gai Pied was published, in April 1979. Gai Pïed, which could be compared to the British Gay News, holds a special position in French gay history. It was the brainchild of Jean Le Bitoux, the son of an admiral and a professor of music, born in the South of France and deeply impressed by the gay liberation movement taking place in Paris in the wake of the 1968 ‘events’
. Moving from Nice to Paris, he frayed with the FAHR and then the GLH, and was a left-wing candidate to the 1978 general election in Paris. Le Bitoux gathered a team of would-be journalists, set up the Editions du Triangle Rose, a limited liability company, and went into publishing Le Gai Pied. According to his own words, Le Bitoux wanted to “invent a new discourse, create a discussion, even a thunderous one, with the far left”. A substantial part of the original editorial team had belonged to various early-1970s militant organizations, or was to be linked to the soon-to-be created CUARH. It was also rather closely acquainted with the extreme-left daily Liberation, not only on a very practical level (the magazine was printed on the same printing machines, and some of the typesetters were the same) but also in the rebellious sprit and tone, and, more generally, with the extreme-left political scene – mainly the Trotskyite Ligue communiste révolutionnaire (LCR). This gave Gai Pied a distinctive flavor right from the start. The sales figures showed that it answered a need: from an initial 6,000 copies, they soared rapidly to 10,000 in July 1979, i.e. 3 months later, and 15,000 on its first anniversary. It is true that the offer was rather limited, since another cluster of magazines was withdrawn from public display in the summer of 1979; in May 1979, Jean-Pierre Joeker’s review Masques published its first issue, but it was a quarterly and, adopting a high-aiming cultural approach, it was less accessible and did not provide the same kind of information than Gai Pied. Gai Pied became then rapidly the display window of the French gay movement. We will focus here on the 1979-1982 period, before the magazine turned weekly; the interest of this particular period is that it covers the run up to the 1981 French presidential election and its aftermath, when one of the main candidates, the Socialist François Mitterrand, took clearly position in favour of gay rights and, when eventually elected, implemented his promises. We will see in more details how the editorial team struggled to define a position, between its original revolutionary leanings and the increasingly appealing option of reformism and support to the Socialist party. 
Gai-Pied, standard bearer of a gay revolution
The original idea of the editorial team was to denounce homophobia and to stir up the conscience of their readers; having been, for most of them, acquainted with the radical movements of the early 1970s, they wanted the French homosexuals to assert themselves, to stand up and speak up and, consequently, envisaged the magazine as a conscience-raising medium. In order to raise these consciences, it used systematically the word ‘gai’ (the direct translation in French of ‘gay’) as an equivalent to ‘homosexual’; of course, it was nowhere question of Arcadian-style ‘homophiles’. However, the word ‘homosexual’ remained largely used (63% of the occurrences in the first three issues of Le Gai Pied
); ‘gai’ came second, with 23%, and finally ‘pédé’ (queer), with 14%.
Instead of erudite papers about homosexuality in ancient times, or scientific studies on homosexual tendencies among animal species, it published informative articles which could be of direct use to their readers. There were detachable memoranda (“Fiches pratiques”) dealing with judicial matters, which appeared more or less regularly: the very first one, published in the first issue, was a state-of-the-art of the current legislation (with particular emphasis placed on articles 330-2 and 331-3); the second one (issue number 14, May 1980) dealt with the “rights of the young” (i.e. under the age of consent); the third one (issue 16/17, Summer 1980) was on the rights and duties of the police in case of an arrest. The last two “fiches” published during that period dealt with legal topics more relevant to gay couples: how to provide one’s partner with an inheritance and bypass both the family and the Inland Revenue administration, or how to obtain certificates of cohabitation. 
The question of sex with under-age minors also received important coverage, and it was there, maybe more than on any other question, that the magazine adopted its most radical position. A couple of parliamentarians belonging to the left-wing opposition had presented in 1978-9 bills aiming at bringing the homosexual age of consent (then 18) in line with the heterosexual one (15). The right-wing government was viewing it more or less favorably
, but the debate in the National Assembly turned very differently from what was expected, with the adoption of the November 1980 amendment by Jean Foyer (see above). The whole parliamentary process was thoroughly reported, and the question of boy love was recurrent in virtually every issue. However, the question of sexual relations between adults and teenagers was amalgamated with that of sexual relations between adults and younger boys: Gai Pied opened regularly its columns to the most open advocates of pedophilia, such as novelists Tony Duvert and Gabriel Matzneff, or philosopher René Scherer
. While unambiguously condemning any physical violence exerted on children, they – and other Gai Pied journalists –completely denied the question of moral violence, or at least pressure, and argued that a loving relationship between an adult and a child based on full mutual consent was perfectly possible. A regular ‘debate’ on pedophilia lasted for months and months, fuelled by regular accounts of trials for sexual relations with underage boys. December 1979 issue featured, under the title “One year of blind persecution”, a chronology of the judicial affairs of the year. Its author, Xavier Deschamps, wrote 

“1979, the year of the child. To those who love children, those who love them most, who love them to caresses and to non-violent relations of love, of sexual games, of friendship, of initiation to the senses, the PEDERASTS, this was not their year […] Repression of one of the shapes of homosexuality, of one of the possible ways of expressing human love and sexuality”

The publication of a couple of books by psychologist and sociologists taking a strong stance against pedophilia
 led to a series of articles aggressing violently 

“the new anti-pederasts. You know well that it is fashionable to be ‘new’, ‘never said before’
. How could it be possible to criticize a certain way of being a pederast? You got it: it had to take two”

denouncing the “hunt to the lovers of the under 16s” waged by these “scum books” (“dégueulasseries”), and openly accusing their authors to act as auxiliaries for the police by legitimating further repression. Another line of defense was to say that the pedophiles were in fact the scapegoats designated as such by the repressive institutions “in this period of social tensions” and in order to “moralize the poor classes”, and to argue that working 8 hours a day was a greater violence made on children than that of the pedophile
.
Still on sexual matters, and in another typical post-1968 stance, Gai Pied advocated an unrestricted sexual activity as the trademark of gay liberation, and most of the editorial team practiced what hey preached. The “Chronique du moi” (“The Me Chronicle”, here again a play of words between “moi” – me – and “mois” – month – “Chronique du moi” sounded just like “Chronique du mois” and was the personal account of the past month) was more often than not a chronicle of sexual encounters; some of the journalists were known for their liberated sexual habits, often dating back to the glorious days of the FHAR and the famous meetings at the Ecole des Beaux Arts in Paris, where the said Ecole was turned into a large-scale backroom. By the way, this was not limited to sex: along with drinking and smoking (whatever the substance), it was the trademark of a liberated gay of the late-1970s.

One could thus not be more remote from Arcadie’s approach and, revealingly, Baudry was never interviewed in the magazine. Arcadie also always stayed away from party politics and refused to endorse any political party nor candidate for a presidential election (even though Baudry’s personal ‘moderate’ opinions were rather well-known). Conversely, Gai Pied wanted to seize the occasion to put homosexuality on the political agenda. But how to do it was not totally clear: left-wing political parties professed little interest in electoral consultations and doubted they could be of any use (the time when Sartre had abruptly declared “Elections, piège à cons” was not too remote); if supporting the incumbent president, or any right-wing candidate, was of course unthinkable, there were many candidates on the left of the political stage
.
From the temptation of the ‘pink vote’ to the support to François Mitterrand (1980-1981)

Gai Pied’s first issue was published right in the middle of the protracted legislative battle about article 331-3, the outcome of which was a bitter disappointment for the magazine. As early as May 1980, editor-in-chief Jacky Fougeray had led a scathing attack on the right-wing majority, which anti-gay position had become apparent, and denounced it as “closed to every evolution”. In the following issue, Fougeray and director Jean Le Bitoux co-signed a leader calling for a “counter-attack” in the perspective of the presidential election laying less than a year ahead: “It is time, for Gai Pied, and from this very issue, to discuss together of the best way to remind ourselves to the political power and to the political parties. By a vote, for instance”. The idea of taking the homosexuals to the polls was not entirely new: as we have seen, there had been a few candidates (in Lille, Paris, or Aix-en-Provence) running for the 1978 general election under the GLH flag. But this time it was to be something different, as could be read in the open letter novelist Yves Navarre
 published in the same page: 

“I dream of slipping into the envelope, on the first ballot of the presidential election, a pink triangle with ‘article 331, paragraph 3’ written on it, or simply ‘We do exist’. Dream takes me from ‘I’ to ‘us’. It is indeed question of ‘us’. All of us. If we were doing it, all of us? They could at least count us, even if they don’t count us [sic – did he mean “if we don’t count for them”?]. Pink would blossom and the triangle would scratch in every polling station. Dreams sometimes have a sense of experience long forgotten by the theorists of power, and even of counter-powers”. 

Navarre’s proposal fuelled a long debate about the ‘pink vote’ – as it soon became to be labeled – which lasted until the very eve of the presidential election. Its many phases which can be summarized as such: 

· June-December 1980: following Yves Navarre’s call for a ‘pink vote’, a heated debate took place within the magazine about its proprieties; ample space was given to the readers’ reactions; the idea of a candidate running under specifically gay colors was also aired; a couple of articles examined ‘gay power’ in various foreign countries, especially Germany (September 1980) and the States (November 1980);

· December 1980: French humorist Coluche announced his candidature, stating in his original declaration that he wanted to run for “the lazy, the dirty, the drug addicts, the alcoholics, the queers [pédés], the women, the scroungers, the young, the old, the artists, the convicts, the dykes, the apprentices, the Black, the footmen, the Arabs, the French, the long-haired, the mad, the transvestites, the former communists, the dyed-in-the-wood abstentionists, all those who do no rely on political men, to vote for me”, urging them to register and to spread the news. His slogan was “to put it up their arse with Coluche, the one candidate who has no reason to lie”. In the same issue, Huguette Bouchardeau, candidate for the left-wing Parti socialiste unifié (PSU), was interviewed and brought full support to most of the gay movement propositions;

· January-March 1981: each issue featured a regular ‘presidential election’ rubric where readers, editors and columnists could speak their mind; opinions ranged from supporting Coluche to playing the pink vote card, presenting an official gay candidate, or supporting a candidate presented by a ‘small party’ (PSU was the favorite in this case), or to not voting at all; if the Coluche solution appealed to those with avowed or not anarchist leanings, who were sensitive to his ‘libertarian’ discourse (i.e. presenting his candidature as focusing mainly on the individual liberties question), it was repugnant to those who found it catch-all or even reactionary, because of his anti-party stance, verging on antiparliamentarism;

· April-May 1981: with the stakes getting closer (the first round of the residential election took place on April 21, 1981, and the second round on May 10), Gai Pied rallied more or less openly to François Mitterrand’s candidature. The Socialist party’s position during the recent debate on the reform of the Penal Code benefited from a full-length report (April 1981) and Mitterrand’s spokesman during the campaign, Pierre Beregovoy, granted Gai Pied an interview, published in the May 1981 issue, while other major political parties (either from the incumbent majority or the Communist Party) hardly agreed to have someone answering a few questions over the phone; a message from Mitterrand had been read by Yves Navarre to the audience of Gai Pied’s anniversary party at Le Palace on April 13 (“I ask Yves Navarre to bear to you the esteem and attention I bring to your to the way of life that you wish and which has to be made possible”
); ten days later, he reportedly said that “homosexual gross indecency cases should not be treated more severely than heterosexual ones”, giving the gays one more reason to vote for him. 

Finally, Mitterrand won the election on May 10, 1981 by 0.6 million votes over incumbent President Giscard d’Estaing. Political scientists gauged his election may have been made possible by the ‘pink vote’, either through mobilization in favor of the Socialist candidate, or through an abstention damageable to Giscard.


Gai Pied’s rallying to the candidature of François Mitterrand was a distinctive break from its initial sympathies with the extreme-left, a legacy of many of its journalists militant early 70s past. It went on after Mitterrand’s electoral victory, when the Socialist government, backed by a steady parliamentary majority, adopted a series of measures, such as putting an end to police anti-gay harassment, or abolishing the discriminatory paragraphs in the Penal Code (July 1982). Gai Pied rather rapidly lost its militant flavour to become a purely gay newsmagazine. It turned weekly in November 1982; the new version was much less political, had less in-depth article, and more, briefer, current affairs reports, more personal ads and advertising. It had become the newsmagazine of the young, upwardly mobile gays, living in large cities, assiduously frequently the commercial ‘ghetto’. This led to some important internal debates, leading to the departure, in July 1983, of the more radical journalists, following the extreme-left, 1970s style, position of Jean Le Bitoux
, who went on for other, less successful, editorial ventures. Gai Pied had also to face the competition of other gay magazines that multiplied in the early 80s: Samouraï (1982-6), something, like a politically moderate Gai Pied, or GI (1984-90), a purely commercial monthly directed by sauna and sex-club entrepreneur David Girard
. The days of the revolutionary stance were truly over.
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� On Arcadie, see Martel Frédéric (1996), Jackson (2006) 


� Baudry (1955), quoted in Jackson (2006).


� Jackson (2006).


� Magazines facing such a decision could no longer be advertised in newsstands; they could not be sold to under 18s; since they were no longer dispatched by the Nouvelles messageries de la presse parisienne (NMPP), which enjoyed since 1945 the virtual monopoly of press distribution, they had to find their own ways of reaching the potential buying public. X rated, confined to the sex shop circuit, they were literally stifled and could not last very long, excepted when, like Lui. Le Magazine de l’homme moderne, they were supported by a press group strong enough to allow it to wait for better days.


� His autobiography has been published (Le Bitoux 2003) but is too self-hagiographic to be of any real value.


� According to a very statistical-minded reader, who included these statistics in his letter to the editor, published in issue n°3.


� President Valery Giscard d’Estaing had initiated in 1974-6 a couple of liberal reforms, such as the legalizing of abortion or the liberalization of divorce. 


� Tony Duvert, born in 1945, laureate of the prestigious Medicis literary prize in 1973, had published several books advocating the right for young boys to a free sexuality, among them Le Bon sexe illustré (1974) and L’Enfant au masculine (1980). Gabriel Matzneff, born in 1936, had published Les Moins de 16 ans in 1974. René Scherer, born in 1922, Professor of philosophy at the notoriously avant-garde university of Vincennes (now Paris 8-Saint-Denis), had published Emile perverti in 1974.


� “La phobie de la pédophilie”, Gai Pied, 9, December 1979, p. 12.


� Huston 1979, Sebar 1979 and Pinard-Legris and Lapouge 1979.


� The French had recently discovered the ‘new philosophers’, the ‘new right’ and even the ‘new cuisine’…


� “Pédoquoi? Pédéraste”, Gai Pied, 13, April 1980, p. 6.


� “Enfants-adultes… rien ne va plus”, Gai Pied, 1, April 1979, p. 11. The fact that it was published in the first issue is revealing of the line of thought followed throughout. 


� François Mitterrand for the Socialist party, Georges Marchais for the Communist Party, Arlette Laguiller for the Trotskyite Lutte ouvrière and Huguette Bouchardeau for the Parti socialiste unifié. 


� Yves Navarre, who was to receive the prestigious Goncourt literary prize the following autumn for his Jardin d’acclimatation, was not by then extremely well-known outside the circles of the gay community. A prolific writer since 1971, his first ‘public’ appearance had been a notorious TV debate on homosexuality broadcast on the second channel in 1975. Since the death of fellow-writer Jean-Louis Bory in June 1979, he had more or less succeeded him as the exponent of homosexuality for the media.


� On its genesis, and the possibility that it be a fake, see Martel 2000: 213-4.


� Martel 2000 : 266.


� David Girard, a former male prostitute with an impressive record (he reckoned over 13,000 clients) owned many such places ; he distinguished himself by barring over 40s and foreign-looking (i.e. North-Africans and Blacks) customers from his clubs and saunas; he repeatedly refused to publicize any information campaign about AIDS; he was finally to die of AIDS in 1990. Published a book of souvenirs in 1986 (Girard 1986).
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