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_ _ - " o Abstract _
An attempt has been made to determme if pressure was exerted upon the
Canadlan Olymplc Assocvatlon to boycott the 1980 Moscow Olymplc Games

) ‘ R
In order to. understand how the boycott wea/porn evolved in the Modern Olympuc T

.Movement a hlstorlcal o‘\lervnew of the protests é’r,d pro 1 ve occured m the s

'prewous Modern Olymplcs is. documented/lt was f%l,pdm »a'{}‘,a;year hlstory B
the Games have evolved fror’n a transnatuonallstlc GW ‘ -4 Dby e eountar. As
: : ax

' ‘_Athe Olymplcs grew. in size and stature they developed into an e&ent of global lmportance Lo

i

' mflue&ced by: mtern%tnonal trends confllcts and events B T ;

However wnth the posslble exceptlon of the 1936 Games the Olymplcs never

K captured the Centre spotllght of mternatlonal porlltlcs untll the boycott cns:s of the 1980-

. Summer Olymplcs When Afghamstan was mvaded by the USSR in December 1979 lt

¥ o ]
e Olympnc hlstory The mvesson caused a Moscow-Washmgton clash and Amerlcan - - |

- unlntentlonally became the catalyst for the most blatant sport—polltlcs clash in Modern R /
‘ h preSIdent Jlmmy Carter who had expenenced success agalnst the Soviets' wnth a 1978 S /'

boycott threat, called ‘for a masslve Western boycott of the 1980 Moscow%ar‘nes . |
Be‘c:use of Canada s posmon as a strong ally and geopolltucal nelghbcur of the ”: /
. USA lt lmmedla)ely became mvolved in the boycott lssue Slnce the Canadlan Olymplc o ! | _
- Assocnatnon V\;as the only group who could offlc:ally support and enforce a Canadlan -

| /
boycott |t‘ ame. the target of: pressure from 4 combmatlon of crutlcal power groups B : /

e g who wanted Canada\to boycott The! comblnatlog was formed among the Olymplc Trust, R

L the Canadlan gc:;erjxent the Amerlcan government and Amerlcan busmesses y R [

\

ln the end, the Canadlan Olymplc Assocaatlon S decusmn to boycott was reached as’ /

- a result of the polltlcal and fmancual pressure exerted upon it by these groups

- -
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5 Background of the Study - S

vﬁ : Durmg the later montheof 1880 tenant farmers |n the area of Mayo Ireland ; F
: SO became dlsenchanted Wlth thelr governmental Iand agreement and wuth the methodxthelr
. landlord used to extract rents from them The farmers held meetmgs and dfscussed he

" '__._’ownlandlord ; R T e e :
_' v‘q Rather than malevolently sheotmg the landlord lt was suggested that a mozrze:'
"Chrcstlan and charltable way, Wthh would glve thel sinner tlme to. repent" should be V, R jf'_"«,:. :
employed1 A detalled form of socual and moral excor\nmumcatlon was developed and it ':'°;v"" o

o o : vwas effectlvely utlllzed agalnst the landlord HlS name was Captam Charles Cunmn‘gham ?'. ‘_ o :

‘_r;{, Boycott Thls mcndent caused Boycott not only to become the fll’St vnctlm of °rgam s cf'- (i

Sy ; ostrac:sm but also for hlS name to become a standard term m the Enghsh vocabulary ,‘
ﬂ.ﬁ_‘ .From thls eplsode the boycott tool was mplemented and w1th|n 100 years |t would ,have i

e :been usecto merous occaslons to ut ressure on lndlvuduals socnal umts and BT '
o rt LU

o fgovernments lncluded ll‘l thls was the Modern Olymplc Games B

“The Olympscs were revaved durmg the latter part of the 1800 s and the ﬁrst

e mterference from the start Flags anthems and natlonal teams were advocated and not

. only dld thls help polmclze the Games but it allowed the movement to serve as a polltlcal

E _' forum 3

The Modern Olymplc Games became a product of emstmg mternatnonal trends ) -' /

pressures, _confhcts and events unresolved |ssues from pnor Games and past demsnons

taken to deal W|th these lssues‘ The Games became a partlal reflectlon of the globa| o

- - Lo . g

___—._-....—_...-____.._..._.._

e Jo‘?ycé Marlow Capta/n BoycolSt and the /r/sh (London Andre Deutsch lelted 1973)
“'\,‘ N " p 1 5 ’_v - ; ‘ ‘ B : . - ‘ : : ‘ : o ’;",“ . -
.;: -llbld o . , e : R I
. 3 Andrew Strenk "What Price Vuctory? The World of Internatlonal Sports and Polutucs '
-.The Annals of the American Academy, 445 (September 1979), p.139. :
-+ 4 Richard Espy. The Po//t/cs of the O/ymp/c Games (Los Angeles Umversnty of Cahfornla
Press 1981) p176 S ‘ S R

Lo




polltlcal structure What had begun as a challenge for the youth of the world evolved mto _f‘_f, o

‘ a battle for superlonty by the partlmpatlng natxons Between the t«me an Olymplc boycott o o

el B

was flrst applled m 1904 by several Amencans ln two track events to the complete

e -‘ wnthdrawal of 62 natlons in 1980 success in- the Games had become a measure of o
‘. ‘.' ‘ When the geopolltlcally dellcate country of Afgh\r:lstan was mvaded by the USSR,-- .

Chin December 1979 |t umntentlonally became the catalyst for the largest boycott and
L * most blatant sport-—polltlcs clash in Modern Olympac Games hnstory Ten days after the

L g lmtral mvasnon Amerlcan Pres;dent Jummy Carter who had sucessfully applled a boycott

threat agaunst the USSR to release Sowet dlSSldents in 19785 euggested a Moscow : -". .

K i ',".

boycott as a retallatory measure and as a ‘possuble lever to pry Sovuet troops from

Afghamstan In the followung months the boycott threat caught the attentlon of the world"‘,:

Never before had a crns:s ln an mternatronal sportmg event held so hngh a prof:le for so

o

long a perlod throughout much of the Irterate world

Because of Canada s posmon as a strong ally and -.geopolmcal nelghbour of the

. : . USA it lmmedlately became mvolved in the boycott lssue The Canadlan Olymplc L °
Assomatuon (COA) and the federal government were at odds wnth each other over the

boycott |ssue from the begmmng Shortly after Carter s 4 January boycott threat

,/

‘f : announcement Canadnan Prlme thmster Joe Clark offered the USA lnmal support by
| declarmg tradlng restnctlons with the USSR He dld not express |mmedlate boycott ,;, : ‘.;f: i 3
e : agreement bUf proposed taC't Support by suggestlng a venue swutch cnste?d6 SRR

Durmg thls perlod COA Presudent Rlchard (chk) Pound 1nformed the publlc thati” e =

Olymplcs The assocuatlon felt lts athletes should attend smce there was no threat of

S hostlllty toward them7 el SR

The government dlsregarded the COA statement and on 27 January Clark

E announced governmental support for the Amerlcan led boycott F:Iowever the Clark

Mool

decnsnon was rendered powerless when Plerre Ellnot Trudeau and the leeral Party won a , :
sweeplng federal electlon v:ctory over Clark and the ConservatNe Party Irudeau offered L

s Phllllp K Shlnmk "Progressuve Resnstance to Natlonallsm and the 1980 Boycott of the . '-}'f S

Moscow Olympics”, Journal of Sport and Socva/ lssues (Fall/Wunter 1982) p 15 SRR
¢ Toronto G/obe and Mai/, 12 January: 1980, p. 1.5 = \ _

T Taranto G/obe and Ma// 8 January 1980 p 33

2.
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o
S

a noncommlttal attltude toward the ISSUB and kept Canada s posmon |n a state of

"uncertalnty for a prolonged perlod Durmg thls tlme the COA voted to send |ts athletes to o
theMoscowGames Sl Ao 0 R T R
5 _ Eventually, both the federal government and the COA VOted to wuthdraw Canadlan

’ ’ , athletes from the 1980 Moscow Summer Games Why dnd both groups decnde that the ‘j‘
) athletes should forfeut the chance of competnng m the Olymp,lcs7 What were the factors

': . and who were the groups that had an lmpact on the fmal decnsron'r‘ SR ~ ,' io_

. Statement of the Problem o B . Rt ”

Was pressure exerted agamst the Canadnan Olymplc Assocuatlon to boycott the

1980 Summer Olymplc Games agamst lts prmcrples agalnst lts constltutlon and agamst

the wushes of the majorlty of athletes T R

dld the Canadlan Olymplc Assocxatuon boycott the 1980 Summer Olympnc Games wn‘hout ' S
A ’ the mfluence of external pressure’ : e e T |
\ - ‘:':;:', Major Hypbthesﬁ’ v 4 : : i
FEREE ‘ The Canadlan Olymptc Assoc1at|on decrded to support the boycott of the 1980
Summer Olymplc Games because of the pressure exerted on it by a number of crut:cal

power groups - S /

Related Hypotheses

e 1 ,g",The federal government of the USA exerted pressure agalnst the federal

government of Canada to boycott the 1980 Summer Olymplc Games

: .':.2.5’» : 'The federal govgrnment of Canada exerted pressure agamst the Canadtan Olymplc

o Assocnatlon to boycott the 1980 Summer Olymplc Games

o »Amerlcan busmesses exerted pressu e agamst the Olymplc Trust to‘favor a boycott

8 ’"'-,f‘of the 1980 Summer Olympnc Game

" L 4The Olymplc Trust exerted pressure agamst the Canadlan Olymp:c Assocnatnon to .
"}boycott the *l 980 Summer Olymplc :ames RN R
Defmmon of Terms for the Study o Ao , oS
Boycott To JOIT’l together m abstamlng from partnc:patung in the XXII Summer Olymplc
o ' M\Games in: Moscow ln order to protest the Sov:et mterventlon m

’Atghanlstan o BRCRE t, -



el mfluence to pressure elther dlrectly or mdlrectly the COA mto

| F‘Canad/an Olymp/c Assocrat/on /COA} The natnonal Olymplc commlttee whose key
functloh |s to represent Canadlan Olymplc athletes o -7

o »{Cr/t/ca/ power group Any group orgamzatnon or agency whnch used |ts control and S

boycottlng the Moscow Olympuc Games The |dent|f|ed crltlcal power 5
Qroups m thls study are the Amerlcan government; the Canadlan B
: government Amerlcan busmesses and the Olymplc Trust. s
| :;/nternat/ona/ O/ymp/c Comm/ttee / / OC} The polncy-settmg body Wthh dlrects the
o Olymplc Movement mcludnng the q\//adrenmal presentatlon of the

OIYmplc Games ;l -

vMa/or/ty An amount equalhng more than one-—half

-

, odern O/ymp/c Games The name glven to the revwed versnon of the‘Gameé of Anclent S
' Greece The Modern Olympno Games encompass the perlod between
o 1896 and the present‘ ““"-‘ S SRR S
e :' «"O/ymp/ad The four year pernod separatmg the actual Games competmon S
b _Olymp/sm The phllosophy of sport m hfe whlch exempllfles the alms of th}e Olymplc
o e Movementto ' i , _‘ - L B RO
promote the development of those flne physucal and moral qualltnes\wm:% g
are the basis of amateur sport, and to bring together the athletes of the world
[in a-great quadrennial festival of sports thereby creating:international respect Sl e
and goodwﬂl and thus helplng to construct a better and more peaceful world 9
‘ ) ':O/ymp/c Games A competmve sport festlval scheduled once every four years to '
celebrate Olymplsm R 5 LA S

_"O/y}np/c /dea/ A synonym for Olymplsm L " s

o 'x.-‘O/ymp/c T rust /07 }"'A group of Canadas most mfluentlal busmessmen Wthh acts as the

COAs prlmary fundralser lt Was responsuble for obtamlng 1 7 mllllon ;

dollars of the 2 mllhon dollars needed to send a Canadlan team to // :
MOSCOW T I }_*: e _\ RN P IO _‘ e

”..";":'Po//t/cs The competltlon between groups and/or lndlwduals for power and leadershlp

- o through the gmdmg and mfluencmg of p |lCIes and/or the wmnmg and

EANER For the purposes of thls study the words Games and odern Olympnc Games are used
.+ .interchangeably. .

... 2 Jean Marion Leiper, The Internatlonal Olymplc Comm:ttee The Pursunt of Olymplsm
o 1894 - 1970" (PhD dlssertatlon Umversuty of Alberta/ 1976) pp 17 18 :

;/~:..'



AT

¢ observe thenr athletuc excellence

holdmg of control over a govermng body e 2 -‘ ot i

Pressure The compellmg force and mfluence of a group orgamzatlon or agency on a '-
S group or lndlvrdual// R RO S
e A
Protest To make an ob;ect:on td Jo express drsapproval of or ‘to sp\eak strongly AR RTINS
‘ \ R e A oy

i agamst an udea, an act or a course of actlon o : ",/l S

Sports Fest/va/ A celebratlon an whlch athletes compete in Sport events and spectators

Umted States O/ymp/c Comm/ttee /USOC} The natlonal Olymplc Commlttee whose key

Ty,

functlon is to represent Amerlcan Olymplc athletes

Justlflcation of the Problem 2 e SO

-_.l : [, ‘».The Modern Olymplc Games have contmually been proclranmed bV ma‘ny as an

l :"'“mternatlonal event fgee of pohtncal tnes Through the documentatlon of the evolutlon
R \

Clof the Games lt wull be possrble to, understand how thelr mherent polltlcal structure o

e

B has Iured t__e lncreasmg polltlcal mvo vement of the partlclpatmg natlons and how

o ,-.fthns has made some of the ldeals of the | mes fallacnous

i 2 ! _f‘ f‘The documentatlon of the numerous protests \f the Games Is necessary m order to

'"_-",comprehend how the foundatlon for boycotts of t\Games (and hence the 1980 ‘, - ’;‘ C
g boycottl have been put in- place and how boycotts have bec a : o

: v,problem of the Olymprcs

v‘ : _:f:.:_of the Games dlsplayed the problems assoclated w;th lnternatnonal sport festlvals
o l_:_'bi'k.:AlthOUgh the COA nd the USOC both attempted to be polmcally agtonomous
- groups the polmcal boycott dlsplayed how deep the tles of the assocnatlons -_:.-':: o
fv(',;';actually are The documentatlon of the boycott wnll help to ascertaln lf |t |s stlll

SR Possnble or reasonable to remam autonomous ;;_. v"‘:"’ o . »,_' Sl

L 4 ';.-“f,lt is: hlstorlcally |mportant to document analyze and mterpret the facts surroundmg

_the Canadlan decuslon to boycott the IVloscow Games for the followung reasons
8 a - |t wull add to the body of knowledge surroundmg the development of -

- ‘_polltucally caused sport crlse‘_" fn,Canada The COA probably undertook lts

"jmost pohtncal actlon ever when.lt agreed to Jom the boycott The "how and
10 Dav:d C. Hoy ; "The Proposed Afncan Boycott of the Xl Commonwealth Games" (MA o
thesns Umversuty of Alberta\1979) p4 o PR e




o\
why" of these ac?uons must be properly recorded §

o '_b. The concept of an Amerucan Olymplc Games boycott as ] sanctnon agalnst the

USSR’s actlons in Afghanlstan was proposed both prematurely and in..
L absolutnon and thrs was 'rfr:crpa y"'“‘ ue to a Iack of both background
mformatuon and of cof»prehensnon of the the functnons of the Olymprc/
Games Thus the conclusnons may offer Olympnc decusnon makers ratnonal
gundehnes for future decusnone Hlstorlcal research has I|ttle meanlng if we do i
not Iearn from and attempt to understand prevuous actrons ‘: -,_';
."‘]’:‘_leutatnons of the Study T e :[ D ) -’ o .
'; The followmg items may have had an |mpact on the study | ,
B 1 There may hav' been an mcomPlete analysrs and |nterpretat|on of documents S |

WA

: Aobtamed durmg -he course of research due to the hmltatnon of the number and

s'" & e
.

o ;frepresentatNenes S of the complled mformatlon SR J_.:,‘

) in obtalmng all the relevant mformatlon because of flndncua!

: .Due to therecent ocC,_ rrence Of the event more detalled reoords and proceedmgs L
. -_:jwe"e unavallable at the't'me of wntlng Thns generated an mcomplete dnssemnnatuon g
:.of retevant mformatuon w“‘ ach may have Ied to a b:ased analysus ’ :

v "_The mtervnew teohmque ln elatlon to the accuracy of statements by the persons
_:u mtervnewed and personal bua'es of the untervnewer may have had an. |mpact on the

e ‘study

| ."',Dellmltatlons of the Study - : - i:z ’ "- A."H

’ 1 The emphasns of the study wrll be t' ofold

iy \' ;be descrlbed 5 S o ET
f b ' ‘To descrlbe and mterpret the events whlch Ied up to the Canadlan boycott of

: 2 “ The tlme penod of the researCh shall be the followmg




» : B ‘;, the USSR flrst lnvaded Atghamstan to the tlme the OA announced its formal B
" ' o .boycott of the 1980 Moscow Olympucs SN W s R
Objectlves of. the Studyw ' : : B

PR
A '» :

A e nsulng\)trends of the Modern Olymplc Gamesr o

A

K .1,' ,_To hlstorucally document the past Olymplc protests and thelr 7\fluences on ‘the .

s ;’, 2 To chronologlcally descrlbe and to analyze the December 19179 mvasnon of -
‘Afghamstan by the USSR S iy ' ; : |
SR} To chronologlcally descrlbe and to analyze the development and lmplementatnon of

<

J,f;the boycott sanctlon by the USA - '\ T '-.'f_ - L L : L_ o

To chronologlcally descrlbe and to ar?alyze the decrsmn by Canada tq partlmpate ln o

(i
ERN
)

3 f.__»_.fthe boycott , -
B To descrlbe the |mpact 5f the boycott on the USSR the Moscow Games and the v
‘."'v;Olymplc Movement PRI ;;'l ,‘ e L B
6 To provnde supplementary lnformatlon on the mfluence of pohtlcs in the Modern 5 '-\

P rIOIympchames - g u . S
-3 _' 7. ‘,"',_'To ldentlfy areas of further study : Ty 'N’..,_-f e ‘, o ’
Methods and Procedq_re : - o ‘ ‘ 'v o | | e

: Thus study made prlmary use of the descrlptlve research method A varled range\ o
of research techmques were lmplemented mcludmg the followmg R S
A Co//ect/on of Data , | } , | _ '_ o ;
1 For the purposes of descrlbmg the protests of the past Olymplc Games data was - f»‘v i
o collected through hbrary research Wthh focussed on textbooks and ;ournal L
s artlcles _v | , | S v { J o o
2 | For the purposes of descnbmg and analyzlng the Canadlan boycott of the Moscow' e
' Olymplcs the followmg technlques were used e - » | ‘. . ,‘ R
/ OfflClal Records ‘ ‘-j R e > .f ', 1_: “ " COA mlnutes

o Athletes meetlngs mmutes

b Published Materials 1,




-

B B ) \ o Newspapers o - / " Torointo Globe and Mail
R A S L e e | ! ‘”v V_Edmo‘nt‘_pn Jour.ha/
" e : o ) R S . l o “New York firnes
| N 2) | A_Magaz'ihes i o r | '. .Madean'.s
u " | ’ | Newsweek
| ‘ ‘ | Sports ///ustratéd‘
Coa) dournal Articles | | - | ) | |
- | ' 4) f*TéxtbOngs . et . o f / l,
‘;C:;., "PersonalvRecords . | .' e
e Uy lnterz_vleWs P Susan Nattrass (athletes representatlve).
- | | _ | ; Geoff Elliott (sport admlmstrator) |
For both areas the data collected ‘was placed chronologlcally on a time lme Data was
' descrlbed in terms ofq |ts effect on trends for sectlon {H and the 1980 Canadlan boycott
7 for section @, Uy ' A
o B Crlt/msm of the Data '. : v v
A o . Data was not ac‘cepted as fact untll it was sub Jected to external and mternal :

crutucnsm

[ ‘l] External Cntnc:sm

~n order to verlfy the\authentlcny of any obscure data corroboratmg ewdence was B

\
found before the data was stated as fact

TN

[2] lnternal Criticism , _3 f;"":% " : } ' 5\‘- *"’_ R
U n order to compgrehend‘themeanmg and accuracy of the statements in the
documents two questlons were’ answered by the researcher They were

e 1) . What did the author mean by each word and statement7 ‘

.2) ., Were the statements the author made accurate and trustworthy?
Although thls was a sub jectlve form of anaIyS|s lt d:d ensure exhaustlve mterpretatlon of
~all dOCuments by the researcher Chl . ' ’ ‘

' ” Organizatlon of the Study o S ,‘ L

Chapter ll is an hlstoncal overvuew of the problems and protests WhICh have

- . occu{'red durmg the Modern Olymplc Games The Olymplc trends whlch developed as a

G



L ‘events of each Olymipiad are also documented.

‘.f result of these problems and protests are also recorded ln order to’ facmtate a better

,_understandmg of the state of the world at the tame\of each Olymplcs the major poht:cal . |

N . | e

- "Chapter li’ chronologlcally descnbes the mvasnon of Afghanustan by the USSR the .
" development and‘ nmplementatnon of the boycott by the USA and the development of the
demsnon by Canada 1o boycott the Moscow Games The pressures exerted on Canada to
-join the boycott are detanled in thls section. R
Chapter v presents a discussion and analysns of the Amerlcan boycott, of the
' Canadlan boycott and of the impact ¢ of the boycott on the USSR the Moscow Games
and on the Olymplc Movement The reasons behmd the boycott sanctlon are ana|yzed as
o/
: the boycott :
Chapter V presents a summary of the study, conclusnons drawn from the: study

v

and recommendat:ons for future study research and act:ons S
, s _

- well as the use of f:nancnal and political pressure on Canada, and the ultimate outcome of 7



Il A REVIEW OF THE MAJOR POLITICAL PROTESTS WITHIN THE MODERN OLYMPIC

GAMES

Introduction P L
It seems to us more necessary than ever before, if only from the point of \
view of political morality, to show just how fallacious the ideology behind the - a
- Olympic Games is, how it serves to.maintain the balante of forces between S
the great powers and how it contributes to the gigantic operatigh 0 :
' regimentation-and dehumanization whlch istbehind the entire pr cﬂc&é&a
certain type of sport! ‘ . .
1t seemed to’ be the lmpendmg fate of the Modern Olymplc Games that they would
-~ be mfluenced by the polmcal events of the world in whlch they exnsted Baron Plerre de
Coubertm founder of the Modern a/m/es ostenslbly assured thls outcome when he
‘stated his belief that the. Game§ would usher in an era of world peace and mternatlonal
‘vco—operatron This actlon served to polutscnze sport for lf sport was to be used to
. mfluence the world's structure there would have to be reCIprocatlng actnon Flags
anthems and natlonal teams: promoted natlonallsm durlng the Games. Not only dld this d-
polot:cnze the structure of the Games but the Movement /as De Coubertln orgamzed lt
: became |dealy sulted to serve as a polltlcal forum2 ‘ _ o
Problems were lnherent in the structure of the Modern Games from their .
lnceptlon Buﬂt-—m faults were s:mply waiting to be explouted Espy classnfles the maJor -
- faults asa dlrect, result of. the basic forces on the world scene Wthh mfluence the
Olymplc posture3 They are natsonallsm mternatlonallsm and transnatlonallsm These c
forces wull emerge as major faults of the Games and on thls basns it is |mportant for o

Ve

i them to. be well defmed

e

When a natlon becomes an entlty which an mduvrdual can ldentlfy with and accept

“then it becomes a part of that tndlwdual This causes that person s political loyalty to bond '

to the natlon and thus, natlonallsm oceurs. By extendmg thls ’Force of loyalty between '
,natlons lnternatlonallsm prevalls However the mduvnduals pr/mary feelmgs of loyalty are

toward hls/her own natlon and the relatlonshup between natlons is snmply a showcase for

1 Jean— Marle Brohm Sporz - A Prlson of Measured T/me 2nd ed. (London Ink: Llnks
1978), p.103.

2 Andrew Strenk, "What Price Vlctory7 The World of lnternatlonal Sports and Polltlcs
The Annals of the American Academy; 445 (September, 1979): 138, . e
3 Richard Espy, The Politics of the O/ymp/c Games (Los Angeles: Umversnty of Callfornua

-Press 1981) pp9 10. - . _ : o L
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enhancmg hls/her natuons mterests (Examples would include the formatron of 8||l8d ‘
forces durmg a war, and the uniting of smgle foroes mto a umfled group for purposes of :
_a boycott) SR n
. Transnationalism appears when'non—governmental indivlduals operate outside of '
their natlongl boundanes {as the lnternatuonal Olymplc Commlttee purports to do). It is
'closely mtertwmed with natlonahsm and hence its strenbth .depends on the strength of
“the mdavndual s natlon at that time. Those people holdmg the greatest national power and
onalty wull be able to transfer that power to the transnational group.*. RS .
These forces are found in the Olymplc Movement They are caused by both the -
', structure of the Games ‘and the evervchanglng world polmcal scene The above Y
statements may be supported by revnew:ng the polutlcal dlscordances of the Modern A
Olymplc Games. By specmcally focussung on the trends of natnonahsm mternatlonallsm
- and transnatnonahsm the followmg pomts will be argued ' Q ' '
1. That the ideology of the Games is somewhat fallacuous

‘That the Games have been vnctlmlzed by politics from thelr mceptlon

‘ That these trends are a partial result of the worlb polltlcal structure; and

P W N

That these trends (and others) wnll contmue to develop in accordance wrth \he '
-ever— changlng polltlcal trends of the world. » .
ln order to thoroughly document these trends the”’ followmg procedure wnll be~
o nmplemented The major polltlcal events Wthh occurred during the tlme—span between

‘the Olympics (termed an Olympnad) are documented in order to faclhtate abetter .

understandmg of the state of the world at the time of each Olympucs Any problems or "

Pt

protests Wthh occurred during the Games and Wthh contrlbute to the ma ;or trends are
- also documented The problems of the: Modern Olymplc Games must be revnewed in
‘ order to show how the Games evolved into such a prestlgnous event and how by 1980

-

ja boycott threat had become such a powerful tool

“
T B ) . .
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The Protests of the Modern Olympic Games.
Historicel Introduction , n
Impenahsm was the dominant force during the last two decades of the nineteenth
century. The great :western‘ powers, wrth the exceptlon of Austna, Were engagedv in
cotonial expansion During this time the sphere of influence of the United States o‘f
Amerlca (USA) was also expandlng at an unprecedented pace. The soverergmty of the .
USA, Brltam and Germany had been estabhshed in the. Samoan Archlpelago of 1899
in con ;unctron wnth these events was the Chrna Japan War )NhIOh occurred C
between July of 1884 and April of 1895 Chrna was soundly defeated and |t srgned the
Treaty of Shimonoseki. Cuba rebelled agalnst Spain in 1895 and aroused the actrve ,
sympathy of the USA. | t\ S o
1896 Athens ‘ S . j
, Although the planﬁing for the revival of the Olymplc Games began years earl»er
the first Modern Olymprc Games drd not commence until 6*April 1986, 14 centuries after
the Ancnent Greek Olymprc Games had ended. These fngst events were Ioosely orgamzed
and of little apparent |mportanCe at the time.* Because of the relatrve obscurity. of the ‘o
f’rrst Games related Ilterature is hmlted _ _ ‘ ’
K The people of Greece were enthusnastnc about the revnved Games but the Greek
' government was not. As a result, the ". Games began as they were to contrnue in many
mstances m a major polmcal and socral uproar "6 Strugghng wath bankruptcy the Greek
government refused fmancral support andhthe Games were in danger of. bemg .
termmated They were rescued by the helr to the Greek throne Constantme who set up

both orgamzatnonal and-financial | programs

The frrst Modern Olymplcs appeared to be free of ma;or polmcal mtrusnons The =

J

only mterestnng pomt of note is that when the coveted marathon race was captured by Fs

Greek Spnrrdon Louis, many honors and rewards were thrust upon hrm by hrs proud E

g

countrymen He was offered free clothmg meals and barbermg for the remalnder of his

hfe and became an instant Greek hero Not’ only did this lncrdent mamfest strong .

: natoonalrst feehngs but it also mtroduced the rewards system that some future
s John. Kleran and Arthur Daley, The Story of the O/ymp/c Games: 776‘BC to 1 972 ‘(New '
—York:"J. P.. Lippincott Company, 1973), p.23. -

¢ Lord Killanin and John Rodda, The O/ympic Games (London Rarnburd Reference Books
“Ltd, 1976) p-27.



i )
1

partlclpants would exploit as the prlme motlvator for partlclpatlon ~ far from the

_.Olympic ldoal
11896 -'1900 Hlstorlcnl Review |
Durmg thls first Modam Olymplad three ma;or world evants occurred In 1899
the Peace Conference was held at the Hague in an attempt to limit armatnents and to
"humanize war. However little was achleved " The Boxer Rebelllon broke out in June of
-1900 and by August Pekmg was occupled by mternatlonﬁ troops under Garman

Nt

leadershlp The Boer War began in 1899 and did not end until the Treaty of Vereenugmg
was slgned in May of 1902 °
1900 Paris \ | |
The Second Modern Games were held as an adjunct to th Parls exposmdn in an

attempt to decrease orgamzatlonal needs. Unfortunately due to poor management the
| iGaﬁrjnes were reduced to ” .~ track and fteld meet with a tug—of~war thrown in for .

good measure" Agam the Games were not of any. great mgnufncance durlng this tlme but
| problems were still evudent “ ‘ ‘

, Kleran and Daley reported that the opemng ceremonies were scheduled for

. ,Sunday 15 July but the USA threatened to pull its athletes from the meet because ,

p competlng on the Sabbath challenged their religious loyalty * The French officials |
grudglngly complled a:d opened the Games on the Saturday wnth the finals rescheduled
for the Monday That. Saturday was the French hollday Bastllle Day and as the French had

: feared spectator turnout was low. The competmg nations, excludmg the USA, held a

; secret meetmg and protested the delay of the Sunday events The French reversed their |

E decnsnon and ten flnals were held on the Sunday. Because of the decnslon two Amerlcans
boycotted the 1500 metre team final and the USA collectlvely wnth rew from the 5000

‘metre team ev/ent 10 This moral problem whlch was to recur in future Olymplcs

u;)troduced the strengt'w of lnternatlonallsm at the Games when the remalnlng nations.-

e

_/_,_,_

" unified as a ‘force in! order to achleve tﬁWThen event IS also i

" Marcel Dunan, ed., Larousse Encyc/ope ia of Modern /-}/story If rom 7500 to Present
" Day (New York: Harper_and Row, - , p.341.
** Bill Henry, An Appr. stary of the O/ymp/c Games (New ork G P Putnams Sons)

/

-

+

’.Kieran and Daley, pp.31~ 34 B P
10 Klllamn and Rodda p30 . L :
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sbgnificmt' that the action taken was Busad on personal morals rather than nationaligtic
politics. . ‘
1900 - 1904 Historionl Review

'

World affairs had sltered somewhat. In 1804 France mqned nmoty agreements

~ with Bntam, italy and Spain. Although Russia had rapndly expanded, Britain and France had

not ‘made any major. acquisitions. The only majof outbur st during this Olympiad was the
Russo-Japanese War which took place between February 1904 _and September 1905,
The USA became involved as a medietor'and Russia duly yielded land to Japsn. For the
first time since the rise of imperialism during the nineteenth century, Asia had gained land
mass in open warfare .with a European nation, .

1904 St. Louis

World events had little impact on the third Modern Games primarily because of
the extremely low prgfile of the contests which were held in St Louis. Kieran and Daley
state that the Russo- kanese War diverted much attention from the worlds fair and in
turn, the fau.r diverted attention from the Games." For the second time in a row, the
O"fympics were held in copienction with the fair and this made the Olympics a side sfiow
to a much larger event. | ‘

In fact, the St. Louis celebration is prnmanly remembered for doing very little to
enhance the image of the Games Due to the hsgh costs and poor traveliing condmons of
the time, foreign turnout was very low. There were only 556 participants compared to (
1074 in Paris and the majority of these were from the USA, and Canada. There were no
problem's documented, because the low turnout decreased the importance and
prominence of the Games and thus, they lacked the tempfat}ion for protests.

1‘904 - 1908 Historical Review ) A

Two majov: shifte in the world structure occurred during this-era—in-1807 Britain

Settl'edaiits gifferences with Ruesia when the ;'Trip!e Entente” was signed. This ' :,: -

An_glo—Franco-Rgssian agreement defined each country’s respective sphere of influence.

Then in 1908 Austria—Hungary annexed Bosnia and Herzegovnia in order to curb the

' :influence of Serbia This move strained Austro~Russian relations almost to the breaking

poinj;and prove"d to have serious repurCUss‘ions years later when World War | broke. -



1908 London L L T e

T e

lnmdents deple‘. mg the splrlt of natlonallsm occurred at the l'.ondon Games The . : R

ans paraded wnthout a flag dunng the openmg ceremomes after refusmg to: march

under the Russlan banner ln anothel’ example the Irlsh athletes were 1nstructeld to it

o march under thelr own flag Fmally the Swed:sh and Amencan flags were not flown at VL
- the Olymplc stadlum (probably due to an overslght) but the contlngents from the two R

countrres declared themselves duly rnsulted “ All three rncrdents mmor as tl'gey may have

- appeared Were s:gns of the growmg feelungs of°nat|onal|sm w:thm the Games

: were lncreasmg when he. noted that vtetol\y was becomlng too lmportant The Natlon

of slgmflcance

contestant Halswelle to rUn the lap to vrctory by hlmself

'\

A Rt Kieran'and Daley, p.63. | . " i i e SO
cen Kreran and Daley pp64 65 S T o R A AEEAD S SRt

ke compete under the flag of Great Brrtam but they dld so only qrudgmgly They had wanted e

framework As the Olymplcs became more promment so did the need for polltlcal clarlty‘_'if' e

and thus natlonal confllcts became more predomlnent T . o : "‘..5 o =

However orgamzatnonal factors were also becomlng a problem as the srze of the_ R

Games raprdly mcreased untul thus tlme the offrcnatlng had been controlled by the host

felt partlcularly rII treated and were very crrtlcal of the Bntrsh Kle

m

‘that problems lntenslfled to a, pornt where the natrons of Sweden Flnland ltaly Canada

and Daley noted

. France and the\\USA threatened to wrthdraw because of the offlciatmg 1 Tms event was

because lt marked the frrst trme Canada became mvolved ln a boycott

//

v D

threat It dld turn out to be vay a threat s:nce a boycott of these proportlons never f S

materlallzed Nevertheless hen the men s 400 metre flnal was ordered to be rerun the

' outraged Amerrcan flnalrsts (numberlng three) boycotted the race and left the Brltlsh

1 .".-

These mcndents durmg a much more vnsrble Games seemed to be dlrectly
proportlonate to the statuls of the Olymplcs As the status and |mportance of the Games
lncreased so dld the numk\)er of problems and mcudents Hence when a natlon s prrde was
at stake in a consplcuous forum attempts to l°eave that prlde unscarred became more

frequent and more lmport%nt Roxborough also stressed the feellngs of natlonallsm that

_._‘.’...-—.__.__..._._.—__—_....

' crty and in London the Brltlsh Judges were vrewed as bemg very blased The Amerlcans ‘

/




":'v_'rather than the mdlvndual was reaplng the glory,"‘.‘j . ‘j o ' ;
| The organlzatlonal problems related to the Bntush offlclatlng also left the ’, o

' Olymplcs more vulnerable to problems of thls type and consequently, as in the wo‘ d

7 polltlcal scene structural changes withln the Olyrnplc Orgamzatlon resulted After the D
l o

| 'London Games the responsnblhty for the: ofﬂcsatmg of the actual competutlon was e

:’_:removed from the host cuty and awarded to aach of the lnternatlonal Sport Governmg

L T L g

Bodles who competed in the Games 15 The Internatlonal Olympcc Commlttee (IOC) assumed R

i

. L

dlrect control of the contests possnbly because they were percenved as a

B transnatlonahstlc group Addmonally the lntematlonal Athletuc Federatlon (lAF) made a _- '

it pohtrcally unprecedented decuslon durlng the Games Roxborough noted that the lAF-»-r.

- became the flrst mternatlonal body to recognlze Flnland as a polltlcal entlty 1 Th:s verlfled. ik
the abmty of spor&s orgamzatnons to confer polmcal recognltlon Thxs was perhaps :

' another reason for restructurmg the control of the Olymplcs S Nt . ‘

The Games of 1908 were lmportant in the cycle of the Olympncs for three

" ‘,g.l asons Flrst because of thelr growmg lmportance there were charges that the Games :

should be abandoned on the basss that they fostered

mternahonal enmlty rather than -

amlty Y For the fll’St trme polltlcal problems overshadowed the good W|ll attamed by the ‘_ C

Games Second the restructurung 51gnalled the ofﬂmal entrance of transnatlorﬁallsm (v1a R

the lOC) mto the Games Only future contests would decnde whether it was actually
practused or not Thll’d the Games recewed such attentlon (albelt negatlve) that they werel' '
o recognlzed as an event of growmg worldgmportance The problems whlch arose and the} o

need for restructurlngf proved that polmcally the Olympucs "had arrnved" The London

Games had msured the: contlnuanéi,e of the Olympncs A .f v .'- '

1908 - 1912 Hlstoncal Rev:ew ‘_ v v
o lThlS era was marked both by wars and peace treatles World Ieaders weré

undemded as to whnch path would become domtnant even though talk of a ma;or war 2
had become a domunant topuc e e L -
P053|bly the most lmportant event Wthh occurred was the Itallan Turknsh war - K

between 191 1 and October 19]2 lt was. lnstlgated when Italy approprlated Tr:polltanla

1 Henry Roxborough Canada at the Olymp/cs (Toronto McGraw Hl“ 1975) p48 RS "

15 Kigran and Daley, pp: 65 66 _ . , O
. ‘18 Roxborough, p42. .. . P R A P
17 Kneran and Daley, p75 »‘_‘_.' f e e et T R T e L T T e



e and Cyrenanca ThlS clash in turn caused Turkey to start the Balkan War Many hlstorlans

| ':f belleve that it was thls event that planted the seed for World War l" o S

1912 Stockholm i ‘ : - N

‘ lf the world sntuatlon was unsettled durmg the preCedlng Olymplad at least the E
f”’..purpose of the Games had become much clearer Whlle the ma;or powers were maklng a :

- wude range of polltlcal moves ln the world |t was the tmy natlons that grasped the

S opportumty to gam natlonal attentlon ll‘\ the Olymm‘:—spothght The |mpresslve results of
; . ;countrles such as Sweden and leand gave them strlklng promlnence |n the Olymplc -

forum whereas they had been unable to garner lt m the polltlcal sphere Dlstance runner

= "“_"Hannes Kolehmamen of leand was one of the superstars of the Games and as’

s Roxborough put lt "Hns vnctorles came at an opportune tlme when the Ilttle Scandmavnan

e ”country was strugglmg for lts freedom and recognltlon as a natron ny e :,,'j el

.,

: 'The lOC also noted srgns of the grow:ng levce)l of. natlonallsm and the decrease in o

;,lnternatlonalnsm at the Games Flnland had Wxshed to partlmpate as: an lndependent group;: PSS S

e v_but the Russuan government mtervened The Tsanst government lnslsted they carry the f i

P - :Flussran flag and the Flnns complled 20 Bohemna also demanded mdrvndual recogmtlon but v '

S ;thls was protested by the powers of Austrla--Hungary Mence rulmgs by governments

were becomlng commonplace

"“1912 < 1920 Hlstorlcal Revnew : ey : _ ' v
The Games of 1916 had been awarped to the cnty of Berlm but they were never - e “ P

o »celebrated The devastatron of World War lmade lt lmpossnble for them to take place N ‘: A

’ "One of the great turmng pomts in hlstory occurred on. 28 June 1914 when Franlc

' "-'"‘-Ferdlnand helr to the ;Jstrla Hungary throne was assasmated by a Bosnlan 11 Thls L

e g mcndent prompted Austrla to declare war and ultlmately was the spark that set off the ‘j s o

v flrst World War ' ‘ ,
7 At the outbreak of the war Russoa was allled wuth France and England agamst the g

‘central powers of Germany and Austrla—Hungary The USA rQSnamed dlsengaged but it / o

o '- '\Nas the 1917 Russxan Revolutlon that largely forcq’d the Amerlcan Congress to declare o
'.;__'____-.__'.“.'.'_‘_;‘_'__'..__‘_" TR R Lo l(f e ' '

" Duncan, pp:344~ 346.. L e e e e D R T

.1 Roxborough, p.51. B AT P RIS I " e R

‘ 2 Killanin and Rodda, p.4-1: .. - : e e . SRR

o nlouis L. Snyder, Great T urn/ng Pomts lan/story (T oronto Van Nostrand Relnhold

g ,',‘Company, 1971) pp 123 128 S RCERN S T



§ ‘lv,had been certlfled and lt came mto force on 10 January

"_Olymplcs - e 5

'concnllatnon f S

ey 'f1920 Antwerp

'_ ~recognlzed the host s s:tuatlon and performed as grac:ous partrcnpants

"|t would be unwnse to anIte those natlons 2, Thus absolut:on was not carrued to an

Toa

i3

e war in order to aSSlst the weakened France and England By 29 September 1918 the
} _Arm|st|ce was sagned between the Allned powers and Bulgarla Wlthmatwo months Turkey

"",PAustrra\ Hungary and Germany had s:gned By 28 June 1919 the Versallles Peace Treaty

\1920 On the same date the

;.

League of Natlons came mto exrstence

Another hlstorlcal event whlch OCCUr‘l'ed durlng thlS tlme was the foundlng of the

Tile

9 The fmal year was marked by peace treatre? The treaty of St Germam en Laye |
o ,-,;‘l.'was concluded between the Allues and Austrla on 10 September 1919 The Trlanon

-Peace Treaty between Hungary and the Alhed powers was authorlzed on 4 June 1920
:Unlon of Sovnet Socuallst Republlcs (USSR) agreed to a truce on 15 October 1920
;"‘(leand had separated from Russna ;ust after the stormmg of the Wmter Palace in 19 1 7) o

The Dorpat treaty between the USSR and Estoma was sumllarly concluded |n 1920 These' -

§ .ithat the natrons’ were tlred of war After such a. destructnve era |t was tlme for

e

ol .

The attempts at good wnll m the world structure were carrled over mto the

e

s Olymplc forum Wlth the armlstlce havmg been authorlzed jUSt 18 months before the

5Olymp|cs httle preparatlon tlme was afforded the hosts Any problems were generally »

\

e Germany and Austrua Iate enemy natnons of B@lgnum and the Alhes were not

ES

'.mwted to the Games Belglum as the host had the task of lssumg mvntatlons and decnded‘_- ,".': '

'

- ;'extreme and thls further strengthened the status of the Olymplcs asa pol\tlcal forum

Another lnmdent occurred ]USt before the 1920 Olymplc events began The

ey

_ ".Amerncan athletes threatened to remaln out of the competntlon unless the Umted States -

e Fascrst Party by Mussollnl in ltaly 1919 a move Wthh would have an lmpact on future ' l' S |

B Austrla declared peace wrth Chma on 21 June 1920 and Flnland and the newly formed ' i _' o

"ﬂ,'"*"papers along wuth the numerous others 5|gned dunng thls perlod gave strong evrdence ,' B

__"_,attrlbuted to a Iack of organlzatlon and not polntlcal manoeuvers The competlng natlons e



<

o i

B rOlymplc Commlttee (USOC) lmproved thelr travel accommodatnons and remstated one of

; " relatlons between Germany and Russua on 16 Aprll 1922 after ltaly and Yugoslavna had

j',‘;offnmal recognltl

S thenr peers for the Games Thelr w:shes were granted and the athletes competed The . ff

- “mcndent demonstrated the mfluence and status of Olymplc athletes to ibelr W hlS

‘:admmlstrators and athletes would both compete for lncreased status in the Games
Unfortunately, each would galn at the others expense “-, : : l.lr e =
g , The Antwerp Games hastlly orgamzed and admlmstratlvely weak demonstrated a i" o
o ‘» lull in polltlcal problems They mlrrored the dlsheveled post—war world structure WhICh 3
s had also attempted to control lts orgamzatlonal problems through peace treatles After : B
o ‘expenencmg turmonl and devastatlon from the war perlod the natlons were J\Ot anxuous |
':", -for a repeat performance in the Olymplc stadlum Except for the Germany and Austrla
oy ”-"f-'snub it was obvnous that the Games and the world were both seekmg peace :
-;-‘.“":i-1§20 - 1924 Hlstoncal Revnew : " T D ‘ - o
_ Thls Olymplad was truly a tlme of apparent reconcnllatlon Numerous peace e
n treatles were rat:fled durlng the mterval The nga Peace Treaty between the USSR and
, ,'_Latwa was sngned on 9 August 1920 After the Pollsh Sovnet War (Aprll 1920 = 18 »
.“'March 192 l) Poland Jomed the treaty The treaty of Rapallo re-establlshed dlplomatlc 'f -

" :_i-‘"ratlfled thelr lntentlons on 12 November 1920

Addmonally the "thtle Entente marked the alllance between Yugoslavra and

v Czechoslovakla WhICh Rumanla jOlﬂéd in. August of 1920 The USA sngned a treaty w:th

% "Chlna in- 1922 On 22 July. 1923 the Lausanne Treaty was adopted by Brltam France »
- g '__‘:'Italy Japan Greece and the other Allled powers as well as the USSR and Turkey |n order Sk
B to rev:se t{we terms of the SeVles accord (SIgned lO August 1920) ln 1924 France i

: ,i‘_wfsngned a treaty wvth Czechoslovakla AR ‘;' P e B ( f '

Natlonally, Egypt clalmed her mdependence ln 1920 and Great Brltam granted

‘ March 1922 Southern lreland then became an\ mdependent

o free state as a member of the Brltlsh Commonwealth when the Treaty of London was

[

e

g‘trend would fluctuate greatly ln the Olymplc cycle Later Games would demonstrate that ', PR

‘authorlzed on 6 December 1921 Fmally Ch:na and Canada recognlzed the government of : .‘ g
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¢ omments on the 1924 Wmter Games "4 ThlS was probably due to thé Iow proflle and Lo

' bfapparently superlor Argentmlan flghter

S ,,_emerglng mfluence as well

192/ Chamonix and Pans : o

. » mlrrored the purposes of the treatles

PRI 3 i ot e e S 3

A snmular parallel between ;he Olymplc structure and the world structure was e
0

agam noted The perlod betvveen Antwerp and Pans was also one of great actlwty ] ln

what would becéme automatnc and. frequent in. later years lmtlal meetlngs of the I0C and .

the mternatuonal federatlons were held ln order to standardlze the Games iron- out

A

.,-'problems beforehand and msure proper management by the correct authorltles Thns

A major result of the planmng was. the staglng of the ‘fll‘S‘t separate Wunter

Olymplc Games at Chamomx France A much larger wmter program was offered than at

t-lvprewous Olymplcs (where sports such as hockey and flgure skatlng had taken place) and

c the celebratlon mushroomed over the years However the Wlnter Games never achleved

 the status. of the Summer Games Tl

Fuoss reported that there has been llttle adverse crltlcnsm or laudatory
l

g ’Iack of attentuon glven these Games They began and contmued to be sngmflcantly

i : ‘ﬁovershadowed by the Summer Games

The Parls Games were favorably reported by several others 25 However Fuoss

: foffered msrght mto some trend settlng' mcndepts 2% After the USA defeated France for
'__?}the rugby gold medal a ma;or fight broke out among the spectators ln another mstance i
'.-the crowd booed loudly at the medal ceremonles for the boxmg welterwelght flght in.

L ._order to vonce |ts d:spleasure over the dec;smn Wthh had favored a Belglan over the f RN

‘ These mcudents however mlnor served to '

1

. '_demonstrate not only the strong feehngs of "faxr play" from the spectators but thelr

'l'\'., 1,»‘.'> _-.:',‘-,’ A ._'

ev'

s was placed on the offrcuals by the spectators partucnpants and correspondents The
- E 'Engllsh speaklng natlons of Canada, the USA Brltam Australla and South Afnca had

: _threatened to wnthdrav\v in a body nf the decnsnon had not been overturned Thls agaln )

..._._..._.___._._____..._.____

2 dbidy p, 153,
SRR Donald E. Fuoss "An Analys:s of the lnc:dents in the Olymplc Games from 1924 to R
L 1948, ‘With Reference to the Contribution of the Games 1o International Good Wl” and e

e :Understandmg " (Ph.D. dissertation,’ Columbia University, 1951) B3, e
© .2 Killanin and Rodda, p ‘l3 Roxborough p60 Kreran and Daley P 102; Henry p. 150
.“ Fuoss pp 54 57.. ‘

l‘.,',‘

" The. decnsnon of the mlddlewelght b‘oxmg fmal was reversed when heavy pressurez‘ ot
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- ‘1924 - 1928 Hlstorlcel Rewew

'_-' B tlmes hlghhghted by the Bohvna:far_agu

i 1928 St Moritz and Amsterdam

21 .

. sngnalled the mcreasmg power and influence of a boycott threat at the Games

A fmal mc»dent proved sngmflcant enough to warrant the calt for Bntam to |

wuthdraw from future Olymplcs Durmg the mdlvndual sabre contests an Itallan handnly beat L

hns teammates and they were subsequently{charged wnth collusuon The Italuan was

dlsquahfled and hIS three: countrymen wuthdrew from the fmal match Thsz incident. when

o i ‘added to the other dlsputes caused the followmg edltorlals to be penned The 7' 1mes -

: ) stated that because of these mcldents Bn in. should w:thdraw from future Olymplcs for

the death kneII of: the Olymplc Games hLas m fact been sounded "1 Another T/mes

edltonal reported the much mferred reflectlon that .

Before Olympnc Games can do any good aII natrons must learn equally to S :
regard sport and polmcs -as two separate and mdependent spheres WhICh at L
present not all natnons seemto doab. . o T LhEe s

The ldea that sport and polltncs should be separate entmes |s stnll argued today

The uproar whnch these comparatnvely mmor mcudents caused was owed to the

K greater promlnence bestowed on the Olympncs by the pubhc sector and the medna Thls

e f attention would prove to be an extensnon of the growung force of natlonallsm L

[

The ma;or aspect of thls Olympnad appeared t:':/ be the mamtenance of the statusf'

e quo as the world remauned relatwely stable There we e few mstances of dlvergence

' ""from thns pattern Relatuonshlps among some South Amerncan natnons were stramed at

' ~Waﬁrr 1925 but generally the mood of thzs |

. area was one of calm France had actn ely pursued peace and umtuated accords wuth N

_'Poland m 1925 and Rumama in 1926 ‘

Qs

A new Ievel of prosperlty m Olymplc competutuon was achneved in 1928 More :

L ‘natnons partucupated many countrnes showed mcreased abulmes overall condltuons were _'

e umproved the events were weH handled and there were few unpteasant events » The

\

'Games deemed the most successful of the Modern era to date duphcated /he harmony SRR N

b'of the state of the world 1) In an lteratlon of the fnrst Wmter Games a Very fruendly

__.._..__c_.._____...__._..__

atmosphere surrounded the St Morltz competmon and there were no detrlmental

S Ibld p70 ol PR
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S 1928 Games were comparatlvely peaceful

22
N

|nternat|onal eplsodes to mar the celebratlons 3 Even’ though there was an mcrease in

- 'l",bpart|c|patl0n of mne countnes (From 16 to 25}, no major problems °°°“""°d

Y\e Amsterdam competltlons were generally harmonloua but there were mmor

".f‘.-mcndent whnch deserve to be revnewed The French team dld not partncspate in the

' .'.‘had refused to allov\rthemjnto the stadlum the day before for'a practlse sess»on 3 They
' had initially: threatened to wuthdra?w from the entlre festlval but they settled amlably
E be\cause they felt thelr team shqwed promlse of a strong showmg ln this lnstance the g

' "msult to French pnde was not sngmflcant enOUQh to outweugh the prest:ge the: natlon :

would gain if its team performed successfully L
Durmg the ceremomes a second mlr\\or mcudent took place The USA refused to -

j.,dlp |ts flag or salute the dngnltarles at the revuewmg stand In’ fact the USA had not -

: lowered to anyone and the Amerlcans must have felt that the polltlcal overtones of the.e
Games did not permlt them to. make an exceptlon o | V
Several boxmg controversues_ occurred due to allegedly madequate offlcnatnng 33

. BN ,.: L ;
The Amerncan boxmg manager beoerne so dlsgusted that he wanted to protest by

;w1thdrawmg the entlre boxmg team The USOC presudent James McArthur dnsallowed

5 jthls actuon and nothmg further came of lt The mmdent is of mterest in that It denotes
: © a main protestmg |mplement for the Olympncs However |t must be repeated that the, o

o »1928 - 1932 Hlstoncal Revuew S _' . o

; The years followmg the Amsterdam Games were marked by relatuvely peaceful

relatnons amdng natnons wh:le they were marred by economlc despalr Slxty—three

"_:{ ¢ ‘countrles (mcludmg Canada the. USSR Germany Japan and Chlna) sngned the Kellogg Pact
o Whlch re Jected war as a means of settllng mternatlona\dlsputes it became effectnve on-
' ji-'24 SJuly 1929 The Eastern Pact was‘ concluded between the USSR Estonla Latvna

’,.'i'PoIand Rumanla Turkey and Persna bY Aprll 1929 There were however sugns °f

A

_Q-—..t_.-—.-_.__._.—‘-___——._

o Klllanm and, Rodda p 1 17 T e S
s Fuoss pp94 lOO T T

[

‘e opemng ceremohles after its natlonal pnde was m;ured by a belllgerent gatekeeper who o

‘\\

o jdlpped the stars and strlpes smce 1904 lt was Amerlcan pollcy that |ts flag would not be '

| . _how qunckly the boycott method can be threatened Indeed the boycott was emerglng as L
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several mternatlonal disputes as Chma and the USSR broke off relations in June of 1929.
A major economic CﬂSlS occurred durmg this Olymplad lt was lnstlgated by the
. Amencan Stock Exchange pamc of 28 September 1929, from whnch repurcussnons '
-were felt world—wude The other event of |mportance of thls era occurred when Hutler s
party mcreased its. seat total in the German government from 12 to 107 seats durmg the ’4
N natlonal electuons held 14 September 1'930 This marked the begmmng of Hitler's rapid
| rlse to power Wthh would greatly effect not only the Olymplc Movement but the world
as well B | o
1932 Lake Placld and Los Angeles ; o
~The third celebratlon of the Winter Games was not as SUCCessful as had been
o ‘lnltlally anttmpated This was due to poor weather conditions, wmter travel problems and
a world—wnde economlc depressmn & In fact, the 1932 Wmter Olymplcs have the
'unfavorable dnstlnctlon of tallymg the Iowest total of partlcapants for any: Wmter Games _
' They attracted only 17 countries and 278 part:cnpants This was one mstance where
uncontrollable factors rather than calculated moves caused problems for the Games
The economlc sltUatlon had tmproved by the summer and thls had a posltlve
effect on the more prestlglous Summer Games Los Angeles offered addltlonal examples o
jof the growung trends of natlonahsm and boycottlng Paavo Nurml the great Finnish
';runner and hero was suspended from the Olymplcs for acceptmg appearance money and |
thus forfeltlng h:s amateur status The members of the anlsh team |mmed|ately . - k
3 threatened to exclude themselves from the Games o support thelr nation. ms
Eventually they agreed 10" . .go, ahead and do ‘our best relymg on future developments
‘to atone for thls great wrong to leand "3 it IS mterestlng to note that they felt thelr
entlre country had: been msulted Thls reactlop was to become the norm as the splrlt of
natlonallsm contmued to. grow - . ‘ o »
For the most part the Games were trnumphant Kleran and Daley noted that even
though the cnvnllzed countrles were suffermg through 3 staggermg depressnon the Games
5 vrwere still a success 3 Wars always effected the Olymplcs yet the depressmn d|d not

N
‘cause any polmcal mc1dents ThlS was probably because it was dlfflcult 1o blame any
;“lbld p106 L SO I T e D

¥ibid. - . R RS DR : l
3 |bid., p129 ROV L o R

o Kleran ‘and Daley p. 151

e
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'nation &"r the yvorld depression, yet _it was simple to accuse a country of initiating a war.
Clearl§, non—political prob'lem's did not cause ill feelings during the Games.
1932 - 1936 Historical Review L |

. This era'was a perlod of troublesome problems: and growmg uncertalnty

- throughout the world Althou h man events occurred during this era, |t is |mportant to
| g gh many e .

focus on the rnajor happenmgs which immediately preceeded the Summer Olympics.

'Kleran and Daley reCorded them as the followmg }

‘ Japan was dlsmlssed from the League of Natnons for mvadmg Manchuko '
Italy overtook Ethlopna : o
Haile- Selassie was overthrown by Mussolml

" France was under the ruling of 3 socxallst -coalition government headed by
Leon Blum. . .

Political turmoil raged through Greece :
Austria - was troubled by internal dissension. ' .
The USSR emerged as a threatening force agannst China and Japan. ®
Britain and France had become angered that the German alrshlp Hmdenburg
had.flown over fortified parts of their territory. T

Hitler'was .supreme commander in Germany

. Spain was engaged in a civil war.

Fascist and Communlst forces were at odds and talk of World War I was
prevalent 3 . : .

'~5@ ONOO PN 7

: 1936 Garmlsch Partenkirchen and Berlin _ S,
As would. become standard for future Olymplcs the ma Jorlty of controversnal
.events occurred before the Games began An mtense b0ycott campaign took place in the . 4
" USA in the Olymplad before Berlln The publlc became strongly opposed to. fleldmg a
.team for the Summer Olymplcs The "Commtttee on Fair Play was establlshed in New |
'York to Iobby for a Games bchott Its stance was summed up ina booklet entltled |
| ’Preserve the O/ymp/c Ideal. It stated “ o g o ot

The issue is. whether Naz: policies and activities m the realm of sports and in oo
-conjunction with the Qiympic Games themselves are of such a character as to-
make it impossible for the Games to be held in Nazi Germany in the true spirit
of sportsmanship and.of the Olympics. If the United States participates in the
German Games after knowing these facts [political wrongdoings] it will -

B necessarily appear to give its’ approval to the policies the Germans:have used

s _in selecting their team, Aryan race only — no Jewish or Black athletes, ‘
explomng the Games and the violation of the Olymprc code and principles.®*

The Commlttee Justlfled its feellngs by offermg materlals written m a German publlcatnon ‘
The Sp/f/t of- Sports in‘the Nat/ona/ Socva//st P deo/ogy Wthh admltted the '

propogandlst uses expected of the Berhn Olymp|cs The offlcual Nazn publlcatlon stated

R

e_the followmg

)

o9 pbid, pp.153- 154
- 39 Fuoss p 146 .
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‘Accordmg to the teachings of the so- called leerals sport is supposed to be
a unity link between nations. International sport meets are sponsored in the
spirit of reconciliation. Frenchmen kiss the cheeks. of German girls, roses and
flags are exchanged, national anthems are played and "clever” words of
"peace” are spoken — but all the sport in the world canhot cancel those
shameful paragraphs in the Versallles Treaty regarding the war guilt°

However the Amateur Athletlc Unlon (AAU) of the USA mounted its’ own call for

e parhcnpatlon in order to counter the Fanr Play group In the end the AAU under the »

' powerful leadershup of its Presndent Avery Brundage agreed to parhcnpate by a count of
"25825t05575"', ' S '
Canada also became mvolved in the boycott issue but never to the extent of the ‘
USA. Still, it was the Iargest Canadlan boycott threat- m ‘Modern Olympnc hlstory up to that |
time. The AAU of Canada voted 10 partlcupate after llmlted opposmon was. véiced by the
Canadian publlc The Toronto Da//y Star recordsd the decnsnon on 22 November 1935
when Lou Marsh noted: '
The decision was . . . as antncnpated Canada has no real reason for droppmg
- out of the Olymplcs urifess Great Britain decidés to withdrge: The meeting
was bombarded with wires and resolutions from those wifo' would have
Canada withdraw on political grounds, but the only’ effect as an increase in '
‘the telegraph and postal revenueg."? _ . v
In the end, Canada sxmply followed the lead of the Brltlsh Olymplc Commlttee
(BOC) The outcome was generally expected for,.in. Modern Olympuc htstory to date
Canada had never serl0usly conS|dered boycottlng on its own inttiative.
A boycott threat emerged in Europe as well An lnternatlonal conference to

strengthen the boycott campalgn was held in Paris on 6-7 June 1936 Delegates

. attended from France Belglum Holland, Swutzerland Czechoslovakla Sweden, Brltaln

and Spam However a mandate was not reached to boycott Berlrn It was decnded though :
-as reported m L Human/te that a people Olymplc Games would be held-in Barcelona as

_an alternatlve to the Summer Olymplcs They would defend the true Olymplc spnrlt of

\

'peace and equallty among races A ,.; v
a Approxnmately 1700- people travelled to Balgelona for the event (lncludmg six

‘ ~Canad|ansl but on the mornlng of the scheduled opemng ceremonues a Franco led -

__________________ I

J%bid, p.151. ‘ i g : A

1 Peter Graham and Horst Ueberhorst eds, The Modern O/ymp/cs (Cornwall NY.

Leisure Press, 1976)p.172. .

22 Bruce Kidd, "Canadian Opposition to the 1936 Olymplcs in Germany Canad/an Journa/
of History of Sport and :Physical Education, S (2), {December 1978): 31

+3 Bruce Kidd, "The Popular Front and the 1936 Qiympics” Canad/an Journa/ of H/story

" of S,oort and Physu:a/ Educat/on 9 (1) (May 1980) 12



‘ ammunmon for the attack on the Berlm Games as

' W|thdrew its entire team from the Olymplcs 4

i .Recalled as Gala But Marked by. Hand of Goebbels". Kenyon Kllbon stated . TN

4 lbid, p.17. ’ o

[
')

. uprising erupted in the Barcelon%barracks The government restored order in the cuty

within a few days but the Games were cancelled .
\

Even though the Olymplc Games of 1936 were not boycotted the damage of the .
uprlsmgs in. the vanous countrles left a polmcal scar on tbe Olymplcs that would prove
wreparable | i

Whlle no notuceable mternatlonal mmdents occurred to dlsrupt the Wmter Game’s

t ere celebratlon of the Games in Germany added to the controversy of the Berlm

Games The Nazi enwronment Wthh surrounded the event helpned “adthaublic

Once the Summer Game began the storm had calmed; but there were stlll

' numerous mcndents WhICh marred the event The Spanlsh squad Wthh was already in the

: Olymplc Vlllage was. wuthdrawn at the last moment. Victims of mtérnal polmcal problems

.

its members were sent home to assnst ln the civil war. Separate Braznllan polltncal partles
A r

‘ A sent rlval Olymplc teams to Berlin in order demonstrate their authorlty in thelr own

country The Olympuc arblters wusely deCIded no} to. recognlze one over another land thus

. give that party polltlcal status) 'so both teams were declared\lneluglble for the competmon

4 In another mcndent Peru became |nvolved ina dnspute over a soccer game and .

g The ChaUleSth and blased attltude of the Germans was in evudence\durmg the

Games Reportmg on the German scorlng system in an artncle entttled 36 Olymplcs '

. the German scormg system devised by Dr.-Paul Joseph Goebbels
Minister ‘of Propagan d the victor as "the first white man to finish” - he
termed negroes on the squad "black auxillaries” and ineligible for’ the paints. |
Using this system, he announced to the German people that the German squad :
had won the track and field tltle at the Olymplcs “ ,,

Fmally there was the mfamous Jesse Owens lnc:ldent where Owens the black

' Amerlcan track star was reported to have been snubbed by Hltler Howe\@gr there was a

: consensus that Hltler was erroneously blamed for an incident whi h dld not occur“ After -

B L.
., .
@

“ Fuos, p.i72. e e

¢ Kieran and Daley, p.155. R S, e St
7 Ibid,, p:158. T RS P

“.Fuoss, p.194.

R l{lllamn and Rodda, pp.17- 18 Rlchard D. Mandell The Nazi O/ymp/cs (New York The
MacMnllan Company, 197 1), p228 Fuoss pp 181-\192 Henry p238



* President, Count Baillet-Latour, that he was only a guest of honor and he should not play

controversnal and polmcally actlve to date.

27

favorites"° After the flrst day Hitler did not publicly congratulate anmdid no
win his flrst medal until the second day of the competition. '

It was obvious that the world sutuatlon was extremely unstable There was an )

’ mcreasmg degree of distrust between nations:and they were qu»ck to threaten or attack

were also the most

\\

poss:ble enemies. It is not surprlslng then, that the Berlin Olymplcs

'1936 - 1948 Hlstorlcal Revrew

The world s'greatest fear was realized when World War ll began in 1939 The

<

~en awéche conflict dld not appear unt:l 8 May 1945, when Germany surrendered to the

Allies. On 6 August the first atomic bomb used in open warfare was dropped on

_Hiroshima and within the month Japan surrenderéd and ended the war.

/o\/\ a
: \\ 'éJ ) The balance of power had shufted dramatlcally after the war. Germany was mntlally

f and Western Europe was dominated- by the USA.

.dlwded unto four spheres of control WhICh were ruled by the USA Br:taln France and the

USSR But by July 1948 the USA Britain and France had merged thelr German zones,

pitting them against the Sovnet controlled East German zone. Japan was occupied by the:

 Allies and the USA held prlme control Overall, among Allied powers, the USA and the

USSR were the domnnant forces Eastern Europe fell under the mfluence of the- Sowets

" The remaunder of -the world structure was not as forceful Most of South Afnca

and South East Asna were under tenuous. colomal rule Chma was engaged in a civil yvar

and South Amerlca ‘was subservvent to the USA The French were embrouled |n a battle to .

- control Vletnam and Indonesna was galmng mdependehce from the Netherlands Britain

granted mdependence to lndla whuch then splut along rehglous lines to form India and

Pakustan India had a ma ;orlty of Hindu resndents and Paknstan was predominantly Moslem

-

| The‘Palestme partltlon in the mid~east created the state of Israel and produced a

/
perenmal state of war between lsrael and the surroundung Arab c0untr|e$

\Competmon mtens:f:ed between the U§SR and the USA The. Western Allles

E _ orgamzed a currency reform in Germany wrthout Soviet approval and the USSR

_5" Mandell pp 228 229
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counteracted by attemp%qtlng a blockade of Berlin in order to push the Western Allias out
of the Sovlet German zone. The Allies then countered the blockade with an airlift for the
Western s'tactors of Berlin, and thereby spawned the establishment of both a West
German State and the No‘rthAtlan}tic T reaty Organization (NATO). The League of Nations
was replaced by the stronger NATO alliance. Finally, it was during this era that the Allies
formed fhe Unit’ed»Nation's (UN) in order to create a forum for controlling world peace.*!
1948 St 'Moritz and London |

_ " The Wmter Olympncs at St Moritz were overshadowed by the American ice
hockey dispute. Two separate federatlons, the AAU and the Amateur Hockey Association |
(AHA) o‘,'if' America, placed entries in the Games and the possibility of non-representation
'surfaced when the dispute could not be settled. The USOC faelt that the AHA was -
composed of professnonals and thus did not endorse them: Conversely the I0C
recognlzed the AHA since it had been endorsed by the International Ice Hockey
Federatuon The USOC then threatened to boycott the Games enturely when the Swnss o
commlttee gave their approval to the AHA. The Swiss next suggested thay would ‘
wuthdraw as hosts if the USA dnd not ':nter, since this would cause them great financial
'IossesEThe commercial interests of the Games had emerged as an \important factor to
the host country '

The lOC decided to refuse to. take a stance by banning both teams. The Swiss™
ngnored the rulmg and allowed the AHA team to compete in the Games. The controversy |
prevavled throughout the Winter Games and was not settled until May of 1951 when the
IOC allowed both the USOC and the AHA to ;omtly choose future teams 5

| Although the hockey controversy eruptedlnto a major dispute, 1t remamed an.
lsolated one, and the Games generally contmued ina pleasant atmosphere FolJowmg the
precedent set by the 1920 Olymplcs organizers and participants were smf\tply grateful '
that peace had come and that the ‘Games had been staged. After a 12 year absence, it
_was lmportant for a regutar schedule to return. . . - \ -

'..-

- The kondon Summerecelebratlons sporadlcally dnsplayed harmony and good wull 53

by
.

: ~'Germany and Japan were not |ssued mvutatlons but the lesser European antagomsts -

31 Espy ple -22. - o
52 Fuoss, pp.200-214. : T , c
7 % |bid. p215. ., . .



' '__'as the cold war whlch developed between the USS and the USA 3.

f{was actually bankrupt after the war) = N f . ',; >

' ltaly Hungary Czechoslovakla YugoSlaV|a Poland and Austrla - were mvrted o
ThIS move was not unexpected The same actlons were followed at the Belglum e

S Games a'fter the termlnatlon of the Flrst World War i

. ',/’-

: lt had however been three yeaE smce the war had ended and some of the -

: ]
e harmony in the world had faded Reflec ons- of thIS were noted in the Summer Games A
- controversyodeveloped ine London about |ts wnllmgness to act as: the host Fuoss revealed

REEY

London sports wrlters asserted that the Olymplc Games produced too many
“international brawls”-and should not be held for' at least 25 years after the
war sq tempers would have a chance focools T

- ) \ R .
L r"Londoners also felt that the- devastatlon they lhad suffered durlng the war dld not allow

L 2w
:them to provrde adequate housmg transportat\lon and food for the celebratlon (Brltam

Vo o

The USA offered to prpvude the food fbr the Olymplcs but the USSR attacked the i
- lvoffer saylng it was an excuse for the USA The USSR felt that if the USA had lost lt B

- -"would have stated the physrcal prowess of the Europeans had been enhanced by the :

1.

. Another post war problem surfaced durlng the Games It was reported that the

»v.f the IOC “ Thus manoeuver,was |mplemented m order to avert a walk out threat by the e

"'Arab bloc Espy further explamed that the Palestlman Olymplc Commlttee had changed lts

o .,'jname to the. Olymplc Comrhlttee of lsrael 5 ThlS prompted an: Arab wrthdrawal to protest

LEN

partlmpatlon of one group for the partncrpatlon of many gr0ups Not only dud thls

o ..'ftremendous power through recognmon of a countrys commlttee of conferrnng polltlcal

'recognltlon - R B R L

The growmg power of the IOC was reflected |n another lnc1dent Because the IOC

& .

S falled to accede to USSR and East European requests for a seat on; the polltncally

T R el

Csh lbld p22-| - : o o R
" %3 Espy, p.29: i R ERRT U P

%6 Kieran and Daley p 187
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. -problem hughhght the Arab lsraell lmpasse but it exhlblted agam that the lOC had the ' '

ol

: food it had supplred Thls umportant mcrdent reflec ed the start of a dlfflcult era known jq"‘ o

£ »lOC was forced to rule lsrael lnellglble snnce it had not become an. authorlzed member of S

‘vrecogmtlon of the Jew1sh state The IOC by ruhng lsrael lnehglble had srmply traded the“’ ﬂ ’v |
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' ‘.backed the South and f0ught agamst Sovuet arms and advnsors and Chlnese forces in the o

LN

prestlgnousjbody Rumanla boycotted the Games s ThlS may be mterpreted as a s:gn that

- the body was' not percelved as belng as transnatnonallstlc as st had professed to be

As earller stated the Games themselves were generally well—run The only f’ .

; mcndent of note was when the 4x 1 00 metre Amerucan squad was dssquallfled forl ,
' ‘baton-passmg error. However the decnsnon was reversad two days Iater when flli'ns ‘_
. showed the Judges to be at fault’9 The smgle mc:dent Wthh occurred after the Games
g '_ was the refusal of some Hungarlan and Czechoslovaklan athletes to return home behmd

B '..‘the lron Curtaln 60 Thls was an act of dlsapproval for lwlng Lwer/the Sowet reglme

The second London Games flashed mdlcators of future Olymplc trends The

o Zlncreased pohtlcal status of the lOC was demonstrated by the Egyptlan and Rumanlan i B

: v:; fcontroVersnes The Games also showed the decreasmg tolerance of countrles to c@hpete :

:'fun a “non polltrcal" event and flnally, the Games reflected the mceptlon of the USSR USA .
cold war Polltlcally the Olymplcs had become extremely useful

o ’1948 - 1952/H|stoncal Revnew

S Thls era marked the helght of the cold war between the USA and the USSR

B "f'.".Slmply the stralned relatlonshlp wh:ch developed between them after World War II
e "‘Wthh made them each other s rlval and brought them close to the prec:plce of a thlrd
= World War lS known as the cold war The roots of the bad feellngs may pos&bly be g8

B ftraced to the Amerlcan mterventlon un the Russran cuvnl war 61.

The USSR had dlslodged the Amerlcan nuclear monopoly when they successfully

'exploded an atomlc bomb Chlna then offered an opportunlty for the USA and the USSR
: »v'.to choose 5|des A Communlst vnctory on the Chlna malnland forced the Natlonallst forces

» ‘:'-'to flee to' the coastal |sland of Formosa (Talwan) The Natnonal:sts then set ‘up a ', S

.

: »government in exnle and claumed soverengmty over, all of Chma The UN and the USA

L recogmzed the Natlonallst government but the Commumsts held actual control and were. L

kd

o "gnven lawful recognltlon by the USSR and |ts satellltes e 1 , 7 2

The major powers agaln spht over the Korean War of 1950 1953 The USA

~

pER Klllanm and Rodda p62 e - j TR s e e
.80 Kiegran and Daley, p.217. o : - N , : o
0 ev'Sailendra Dhar, /nternational. Re/at/ons and War/d Po//t/cs S/nce 797 9 (lndla Sr| _
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' North Fmally, the Berhn blockade falled a separate West German state was: formed and

the cnty of Berlm was spllt mto East and West At the same tlme Fhe NATO alllance was :

= consohdated AL of these factors contnbuted to Very le relatlons between the USA and'

o the UssRe

13

1952 Oslo and Helsmkl | S
, : , e : r _
The wnnter events at. Oslo, Norway were relatlvely problem-—free but therezwas vﬁ

j_~ still an; example of the grownng USA USSR anlmosny When the Canadlan hockey team

: had to London) and repeatedly let |ts presence be felt by maklng polmcal statements

» flrst tlme since: 1912 it aCCepted/the mvxtat:on to. compete

B tled the USA |n the fmal game of the tournament the Moscow press charged colIusuon lt
o mferred that the Canadlans had "thrown" the game in order to prevent Czechoslovakxa :

'ffrom tylng the USA for second spot‘3 The USSR had sent observers to the Games {as |t ;

e ?"Flnally by the Helsunku Olymplcs in 1952 the USSR was ready to partlc:pate and for H'he i

At these Olymplcs the IOC agam demonstrated its dlfﬁculty ln makmg changes to T

a

- ',conform to the dynamlc world structure The lOC voted not to recognlze the newly

: formed East Germany and thus |t dld not partlcnpate in the Games Commumst Chlna (the e

Chlna (NC) to wlthdraw in lndlgnatlon The PRC arrlved too Iate for ltS events and thus f

o :Chma was not represented 64 The power of the IQC to confer pOlIth3| recogmtlon fl s "-’:‘_;

Pedple s Repubhc of Ch:na - PRC) was allowed to compete and thus caused Natxonahst uE

- ,led by the IAF WhICh acknowledged Flnland in- 1908 was galnlng world aff;rmatlon ‘
B The 1952 Games had been regarded as a major turnmg ponnt due to the entry of T

e \‘the USSR s The polttncal actlons whuch surrounded the Games were hlghly pubhcuzed and

Voo

: ';thls focused greater attentuon on the polmcal uses of the Olymplc Games

The flrst Sovuet propoganda move affected the Olyrnplc torch run._The USSR

ol refused to. allow the route to pass through Estonla even though thls would have saVed

_"‘“ Esp L p31
e Espy, pp.36-37...

thousands of mnles because lt "had. not been adequately Russnamzed and consequently

: .“was not open for world v:ew”"'6 The USSR then buult its. O%Athletes Vlllage to o

: :'accommodate ltself and lts satellltes of Hungary, Poland Bulgarla Rumanla and L

e

& Kieran and Daley p: 224 S
...~ % Graham and Ueberhorst p 183 «
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= "Czechoslovak{ua Tagged the "Eastern Camp” |t was located on the far slde of town and ‘-

i f"jj-‘was enclosed w:th barbed wnre @ ThIS was totally contrary to. the Olympnc Ideal of a ':' '

- 'frvendly atmosphere What was most surprlsmg however was that the. lOC allowed the )
‘ :'vnllage The separatlon was blatantly a polltlcal one |
.//l/—“‘ '

Generally, it |s argued that the S““vnets did not enter the Games untul they were

B posmve of an excellent placement“ Because of thls vnew and the emergence of the ’

v USA USSR cold war the Olymplcs in Helsmkl were. overr:dden by an unofﬂcnal dual meet e

o between the two countrles The domlnatlon of the prevnous Olympnad by the cold war “ :
. was matched by the domlnance of the rnvalry between the two superpowers at Helsmkl lt
'f'would only contlnue to. grow _ ' : C e I’.‘ ., . '
- :‘1952 - 1956- Hlstorlcal Revnew S \ S - f
» 1 The opposmg trends of detente and contamment were the prlmary factors durlng
| thls Olymplad The USA sought the contalnment of Commumsm NATO was strengthened
: ’through German partncnpatlon and when the German Democratlc Republnc (GDR) became

e soverelgn Allled occupatlon was termmated{ The USSR loosened control on 1ts satellltes
‘and made dlplomatlc overtures of frlendshlp tci)Yugoslawa and Greece The USSR also
ﬁ_’concluded a peace treaty wnth Austrla The Korean confllct had ended economlc o

- ,condltlons had brlghtened in Western Europe and there was a lessenlng of the Sovnet

R o W ¢

threat of mcreasmg power L T
: ' In 1954 the Warsaw Treaty was sngned by the elght states of Eastern t
' v;durect result of the German rearmament In- 1955 West Germany, and the USSR
"?"exchanged ambassadors and when East Germany became the German Democratlc -
- _ ;‘Republlc (GDR) it: too became a member of the Warsaw Pact o »
W However 1956 was a year marked wnth turmosl and fllled wuth natlonahsm French
'_"iNorth Afrnca was ln a state of dlsarray and thls led to Moroccan and Tums:an £ » fas o
"mdependence lran natlonallzed the Anglo lranlan Oll Company ll’l an attempt to galn : : »
f ,':;economlc mdependence ThIS move eventually Ied to the Suez CFISIS because it dlsplayed B
v '.v",the use of nat|0nal|zmg to ga\n fmancnal lndependence Follow:ng the Iead Nasser of
- .‘;Egypt natlonallzed the Suez Canal and pandemonuum broke Israel then attacked Egypt

jwhlle 1t was embrorled nn the crisis and lt took Brltnsh Amerucan French and Sovaet :

e Klllanln and Rodda p64 B

i
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a pressure to cease the hostllltles o -

&
.

‘ - Durlng the same month a rebelllon occurred ln Hungary against Stallnlst reforms
ThlS prompted the USSR to move in- and crush thls outburst of dlsapproval These :

' '._mcndents were to have a decuded effect on the Olymplcs

o :1956 Cortine d’Ampezzo and Melbourne o AR '- f,:"{ P

/ ‘ )
The prevnous Olymplad was generally one of reduced tensuon before the Suez and
;'Hungarlan crises. Slnce both occurred after the Cortma celebratlon there was llttle SR

.‘_s.external ,pres" ure on the Wl('nter Games The Wmter Olympxcs had not reached the status

:_of the Summer Games and, since thelr vmblhty was not as colossal the mflghtlng was S
'. not as flerce The Melbourne Games were not as fortunate ' ' ‘

The Arab natnons of Egypt Lebanon and Iraq WIthdrew m protest agamst the Suez

o actlon Spam and the Netherlands boycotted to protest the Sovnet actlon ln Hungary The

Swnss Qld the same reconsldered then could not arrange transportatlon and d|d not

' ‘compete These events were protests of the world’s polltlcal events and demonstrated

0 |bid, p4S.

‘ vthe strengthemng natlonahsm w:thm the Natlonal Olymplc Commlttees (NOC) of the
_fparttcupatmg natnons - v S R - L
Government mterference in both the IOC and the NOC s was becomlng

lncreasmgly prevalent"J Thls was demonstrated when both of the German and both of the

Chmese governments became mvolved |n the IOC recognltlon process for the Games The P

- two Chlnas were subsequently granted separate recogmtlen However the PRC became L

3 ".j_lnsulted when the Australlans ran up the NC flag m the Olymplc V:IIage and pulled out of

| the competmon n Although the German problem seemed to parallel that of Chma the IOC
”nnconsmtently voted to permut only a unlfled team to compete The Germans accepted the
: dems:on for they had come to polltucally tolerate each other by thls tnme RN
- A problem wnth the equestnan event arose before the Games began Stnct

o Australnan Iaws specnfled that all horses enterlng the countny had to be quarantmed for

s f-}snx months flrst |n New Zealand or the Umted Klngdom There was no solutlon found and

.'-,f69 Espy Pp47-48.
“i. =M Kieran and DaleY P 281
n EsPV pp42 485
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R 1960 Squaw Valley and Rome 5

- (lncludlng the PRC) the Games wouldbe revoked frorn Squaw Valley The 10C was T

) lbid., pp68 76

: 'the equestnan event was: held in Stockholm in June n

Once the Games began problems were. few The only mcudent of note occurred g

9

e when the: Water polo match between Hungary and the USSR was halted after the game . -

T vbecame very rough and one Hungarlan player was badly gashed above the eye "

Generally, the relxef of tensnon in. the world was reflected durmg the Games Even R
N

'the closmg ceremonles noted th|s A token 500 athletes marched in a smgle cavalcade
o v'wnth no regard to order or country 23 Thus was.a move whnch helped to reduae the S
A"vpolltlcal overtones of the ceremomes -

1956 - 1960 Hlstoncal Revnew ..‘A S

Thls tlme span was agaln marked by a Iessenlng of tensmn between the USA and .

o ;’Vj_',the USSR However ‘the competmon between the. two countnes and thelr respectlve

S

o i_ifblocs East and West remalned mtense The two superpowers held opposmg mterests

Do -‘.not only in- Germany but in Chma and Korea as well. o e i Ly Z,_ SRS ‘ e

o The USA was more deeply embedded |n the Vletnam confllct w:th lts bolstermg

& of South Vletnarn whrle the PRC and the USSR alded North Vletnam Afrlca had emerged :

’-wath numerous mdependent states and became a hotbed of natlonallsm % Wlth the '_ s

' development of these new states a struggle for |nfluence occurred between the USA / !
iy : the PRC and the USSR The South Afrlcan apartheld pollcy was also meetlng w:th ma jOl’ ; » )
‘ opposmon ThIS flght was led vy the USSR because of lts antn colon:al stance and. |ts v )‘, v
) - ’-“growmg lnterest in: black Afrlca Thls era marked the blrth of an emergmg power bloc o

o from the prev;ously colomzed countrnes and forced the non aLgned states to struggle to '_: ‘. ’

-retaln thelr autonomy in the face of stronger powers seekmg to establlsh satellltes 7

L
el

The Wmter Olympucs of 1960 ‘ere preceded by a polmcal confluct between the" '

i '_,'host country and the PRC Avery Brunda e who had become lOC Presxdent in 1952 had B

o warn the USA that :f it dld not allqw all T@C recogmzed 00untr|es to. partncnpate

L 'worrned that smce the USA dnd not recognlze the PRC |t would not admlt the athletes

SR Kleran and Daley PP 271 279
. |bid;, pp316 317

5 Espy; p.58. .
7% |bld p69
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.

from the PRC to the Games The USA obhged and announced that alI Commumst country

'athletes wourH be admltted but the PRC became enraged at the IOC two-Chlna stance : ', ,

‘and w;thdrew entlrely from the 10C i in . 1958

Commumst bloc pressure then*persuaded the I0C to mstruct Talwan to change its

' NOC name to exclude the wprd "Chma“ Tauwan refused and lt was subsequently excluded

fdecusnon was. made n .,

. albelt under protest

‘ ~from the lOC The Amerlc

‘/év

governments outcry was lmmense and Brundage solved the

e problem by allowmg Taawan to compete smce the mvntatlon had been lssued before the

TR

ln'brder to avond problems ln the Summer Games the IOC agreed upon a : “, '

-"precedent—settmg decrsnon and recogmzed NOC s under the name of the terrltory in - s

R ‘wh:ch they operated Talwan was alleed to compete as Formosa and it dld so at Rome '

3

S

The Korean problem was also an lmportant consnderatlon for the lOC The Koreans

i ',were lnstructed to compete as a Jomt team but North Korea refused and dld not

’partlcnpate although South Korea dld There were a/lso grumbhngs from Germany but the

- ;"two states once agam competed as a unlfled team ‘A controversy dld arise when the USA

"’refused vnsas for flfteen East German offlclals and Journallsts Even though there was a

- ‘trend away from cold war nssues and towards problems such as colon;ahsm on the world L

' .gy-scene the Olymplcs were stlll marked by the cold war ” The IOC seemed slow to 3

oy recogmze and adapt to the dynamlc world SO i Sy

. ._______;__________‘_ : ;P..' - LI S S e

The problem of South Afrlcas raclal dlscnmlnatron pollcy (apartheudl was flrst

- ‘brought to. the IOC s attentlon in 1955 but«for the 1960 Games the IOC wae content to
allow South Afrucan partlcnpatlon The controversy would not dle The problem was based : l_ )
'b_'on the followmg government pollcy as stated by South Afrlcan Prlme Mlnlster B J NI

f. _"Vorster

.no- mlxed sports between whltes and non= whltes wnll be practlsed locally

o |rrespect|ve of the standard of proficiency of the participants... . We do not .

. apply-that as a criterion because our: pollcy has nothmg to do w:th prof:cnenCy
or lack of pl’OflCIEl”lCV 30 =3 o . _ ; .

.

A\ _It is unterestmg to note that the Sovnets lntroduced the apartheld questlon to the IOC at

: :_" lbld pp63 67. ‘» L e e T _:‘:-t_',,

L ,’° F\’lchard Edward Lapchtck,lT he Po//t/cs of Race and / nternat/ona/ Sport (Connectlcut S
U reenwood Press 1975) p3 ST e ey _
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. : - :
- the same tlme that the USSR was fnghtmg for mfluence in the’ emerglng Afrlcan states ‘

- Slnce there were no black Afrlcan delegates on the IOC the USSR used the opportunlty
8 as a more competltlve natuon to use |ts athletlc strength asa polmcal tooI n Another

- polltlcal trend had emerged L ‘_ R, ‘

-\ A disparate problem emerged at the Rome Olymplcs In the words of Espy:
The Games' had become bug business, not only with regard to the costs but to
~ the interests concerned. . : the OIymplc movement was left open to attack
. from various external forces L :
* The concerns asomated wlth this fmancnal trend would become more evndent at future
Games . | | o | o
A new erain decnsmn makmg had emerged for the IOC Rather than the mlnor v

» dnsputes whlch had prevnously oc<:urred dunng the Games the IOC was faced W|th

"‘makmg a;or polltlcal deCISIOl‘\S usually before the actual competmon took place lts : 2
" resaﬁe to acceptmg the changmg world structure would slmply Iead members of the A
qYQC to greater problems ' | A |
1960 - 1964 Hlstoncal Review ‘ B . L a
| B A prlmary threat to the ma Jor powers status quo erupted durlng thls perlod The
- Smo—Sovnet spllt took place and dlwded the Commumst camp ThlS created three power )
- blocs - the PRC the USSR and the USA Western Europe alllance - and each vyed‘ for
 the attentlons of the non—allgned states , RtnE S
. : There were two Slgnlflcant mcnderlts between the USA and the USSR durlng thls
o tlme The U 2 mcndent in- 1960 prompted Sovuet Presldent Kruschev to denounce
B .Amerlcan Presldent Elsenhower for engaglng :n esplonage Thns led to an eventual b
| breakdown in relatlons and followmg the lack of effort by the USA to galn a peace .
'treaty between East and West Germany, the erectlon of a wall in the cuty of Berlm 2 The :
C lelslon of the Eastern sector of the cuty from the’ Western sector was completed by thef ,‘
s USSR and the East Germans in August of 1961 At the same. tlme the USA was forced to '
" deal wnth French estrangement as Pre5|dent De Gaulle pushed for France s grownng

' "mdependence PR : ‘?\.» e el
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1964 Innsbruck and Tokyo - : v ’
- The Innsbruck Games of 1964 were not marred by-any polltlcal event Agam

: because of the Iower proflle of the Winter Olymplc Games the temptatlon for ma;or

w
1

B outcrles was not as great“ S 7 o
~ The Summer Games had by thns time become very polltlcally useful for some of
the partncxpatlng comtrles The 10C remamed oblivious to thls and to the world s situation.” ‘

It agaln insisted ona joint German téam Thls snmply perpetrated the cold war confllct

- over Germany by allowmg NATO to reafflrm its posltlon in Berlin and |ts stance agalnst

l s

East Germany It may have been useful to allow two German teams and recogmze the
exnstmg state of affairs. Hovvever the refusal of vusas to East German athletes to world o
champlonshlps in France and the USA only strengthened the lOC decns;on =

- ln 1963 the Indonesxan Olymplc Commrttee was dropped from the Olymplc

: ., Movement This was prompted by lndonesnas refusal to allow Israel and Ta:wan to .

'compete in the IOC sanctloned Asnan Games The I0C then wuthdrew its approval of the .-

S event and ruled that athletes who had competed in the meet were mellglble for the

' Olympqu This caused the cancellatlon of the As:an Games " _
‘ ' Pres:dent Sukarno of lndone5|a then estabhshed and held the Games of the New _

.Emergmg Forces (GANEFO) Flfty natlons competed ln the unsanctloned GANEFogut

N _;mtelhgently most sent thelr Iesser skilled. athletes so that thelr OfflClal teams would not -

‘ be dlsquallfled for the Olymplc Games North Korea and Indonesna sent thelr top teams
','and the subsequent barrmg of those athletes rom the Olymplcs caused them to - ‘
wnthdraw thelr entlre teams on the eve of. th Olymp|CS ¥ GANEFO would prove to be a |

}‘ma;or threat to the next Olymplcs but at these Games the 10C was able to cover up: the

: problem

The South Afrlca (SA) apartheld lssue could no longer be suppressed it had been v 3

buuldlng durmg the prevuous Olymplad and l't caused the. IOC to take actlon at its meetlng
in lrmsbruck in January of 1964 At thls meetlng the members of the 10C passed the .

o follownng motwn

8 Kleran and Daley pp 366 374'. S

. 15Espy, pp.76-78

1 Kleran and Daley, pp 375- 376.‘

o vibid, p337
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. [due to the South African pollcy] of non—competltlon in sport and : ’
non—lntegratlon in the administration of sports in South Africa between whites -
“and non—whites. . . the invitation to the South Afrlcan team to compete in
Tokyo is wuthdrawn u : L
- The decnsnon was the outcome of SA's continuing refusal to lntegrate lts sports teams
The 10C had to react or face the allenatlon of all of Africa and its numerous
‘ sympathlzers. The decision was a result of the emergence of the new African states onka .
the world scene and the competitive interest in these’areas by the power blocs and the
mdustrlahzed world 39 The intensity of the change had forced the IOC to take a stand.
lncreasmg problems of natlonallsm developed wuthm the Games, as they had in the
~world. The spllt in the Commun:st camp and the pending split between France and the
Western camp along with the emerglng states forced the I0C members to contend wnth
 all three blocs.” _ |
1964 - 1968 Hlstorlcal Revnew | : _ ‘
~ This'era:marked the true emergence of black Afrlca onto the world scene. The , l
R . attentlon focused on thls area helped to relueve the pressure and tension on other
- Ltroubled spotﬁ of. the world and there. was a generally better atmosphere for the
solution of prolonged confllcts Thls was exempllfled when the USSR recognlzed full -
‘ lsoverelgnty of East Germany. Thls facnlltated a reductlon of superpower entanglement in
“ Germany and left the problems malnly to the Germans ,
The USSR and the USA were also expandmg thelr mterests in other parts of the
world The USSR was engaged ln the Third World and the Sino- Sovnet confllct and .
successful mllltary arrangements (NATO and Warsaw) had permltted a consolldatnon of
posmons and aIlowed for a progressnve alteratlon of attltudes toward reuhlflcatlon ! The’
B PRC was also lnvolved Il’l a cultural revolutlon Wthh shut. it off from international contact
There was however another example of Soviet agressuon Just pl’lOl’ to the - -
Games the USSR mvaded Czechoslovakla ina sumllar fashlon to the mvasnon of Hungary ln

_ 1956 ThlS eplsode served as a remmder of the persistent East West Sovnet—Amerlcan o

estrangement S

e o e e e e o o e e e e e e

-8 | apchick, p.61. - - » o

¥ Espy, pp.85-88. . ‘ Co ; , :
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‘decisipn®?. . L

- delayed the mevutable by taking only one StEQ and allowrng two teams: to compete

” 39

1968 Grenoble and Mexnco " - ' . , | , : LT ‘_
As had become the standard the major Olymplc mmdents occurred even before
the Games took place. Agam SA was a center of controversy The 10C agreed to
reinstate SA for the Mexico Games. because SA tad attempted to conform to the IOC
ru\es Most Afrlcan countrles then announced an |£m%dtate boycott of the Mexaco Games =

and the USSR threatened to join in. By the end of»the’-"Wmter Olympics 40 countrles had

'announced plans to wuthdraw Under thls extremely heavy pressure the 1I0C reversed its

The members of the I0C also had to deal with the German problem. Once again it

.

| _ (Germany and East Gerr?any) but ruling that they had to have a common flag and anthem

The third major problerr; was that of GANEFO They had attracted a large "

‘ cont!ngent to the flrst celebratnon and lt was |mportant that the threat be nulhfved
.However the 10C was saved from taking any action agaunst GANEFO when Ca:ro dechned
10 host the event at the last. moment and a substltute sute could not be found in tlme The ‘-
-'IOC was probably qulte relleved for GANEFO had posed a real threat to the.Olympncs .
L : ,especmlly in the Thll’d World GANEFO s intense. natlonallsm and superpower ruvalry could
' R have caused the IOC lrreperable damage by not only Iurlng away many Olymplc Games

' paryCIpants but by demonstratlng the pohtlcs of mternatlonal sport.

The Wlnter Games produced ama jor controversy The: Internatlonal Skung

.Federatlon (FIS) had aIIowed more Ienlency on the probiem of amateurlsm and. had
~ overuled the IOC by allowmg advertlsmg in the skis. Slnce this problem surfaced just
' before the start of the Games it was too’ late for the IOC to take action agamst any of the '

' skuers The members of the 1oC compromlsed the dec:snon by drsallowung any equment

to be shown in photographs This action was not enough of a deterrent and the problem

= occurred in future Olympncs )

- The Mexlco Games also, had their share of mcrdents Only- days before the openlng
ceremomes Mexucan students rloted to protest the mternal government pollcres and the
exces_s money spent on the Games, The pohce were,called in and the dlsturbance ended.
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in‘a bloody shootout” : o o ‘ |
The mvasuon of Czechoslovakla dld not have nearly as many repurcussuons in the

Olymplcs as did the mvaslon of Hungary twelve years earller No boycotts occurred but,

wdurmg the openlng ceremonles the Czech contungent received the largest ovatlon =~ even

' larger than that of the host Mexicans. Because of the mv;snon housing arrangements .

- were swutched o) that the Czech team did not stay wuth the USSR or the East Germans

Another rncldent occurred when ‘two black Amerlcan athletes followed up on
' thelr threat of protestlng the treatment of the blacks in the USA During the medal
ceremony for the 200 metre run, Tommle Smith and John Carlos of the USA raised l:>lack~
' gloved fists and. bowed thelr heads durlng the national anthem. This polltlcal
demonstratlon of- black mllltancy caused the USOC to suspend the two from the
: Amerncan team and they were lmmedlately sent home. _ | '
anally economlc problems became more evsdent durmg the Summer e\t The .
rlval firms of Adldas and Puma {owned by feudlng brothers) were accused of paying
some Olymplc athletes for usmg their products This actlon was co@rary to the Olym\c
c\ode of amateurlsm but the full extent of the scandal was not revealed until much after
'the Games and thus, sanctlonsl upon the athletes were- not nmposed 3t ‘was evndent that
" sport had become extremely profitable for some people Overall all the problems of the
._-Games reafflrmed the enormous VlSlblllty of the Games and thelr use as’a forum for the
polltlcal realltles of the world 9 More motlves for partncnpatlng in the Qlymplcs had
_become apparent o . . /}~ :
‘*»1968 - 1972 Hlstorlcal Rewew R R - ‘\ |
Hlstorlcally ‘this era was amajor turnlng point in lnternatlonal relatlons The PRC
had successfully exploded its first nuclear bomb and claimed-a posmon as a rnval to the
_'_USA and USSR. The PRC had been admltted to the UN in 1971 (a sngn of acceptance in
.'the world) and it had fully emerged from lts cultural revolutlon ‘ |
‘ - n the USA, mvolvement in Vletnam had become SO unpopular that Amerlcan v
Premdent Johnson was forced to start peace negotlatlons and he decllned to.run for
B Aanother term |n offlce Under the leon admlnlstratlon (lmmedlately followmg Johnson)

% Espy, pp. 1 19-120. N

 Kieran and Daley, p.423. '

5 Espy, p.120. . _ :
% |bid., p.122. . ‘ o S
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the USA entered a program of detente with the USSR and the PRC. A Strategic Arms
Limitation Treaty lSALT) agreement was reached between the Amerlcans and the USSR in
1972, and trade’ relations had also improved. | '

The Mid~- East was also expenencmg a drastlc change. Israel had successfully held
off |ts Arab nelghbours whlle seizing donsuderable terrltory The USA. grew closer to
Israel whlle the USSR mcreased its commutment to the Arab natlons By 1971 the USA
had ?ellnqulshed the gold standard due not only to the growmg economlc ‘power of the

' ,Mnd East (because of its oil) but also because of the changlhg world economlc

relatlonshlps The prommence of the USA as a'world power had decreased 97

- 1972 Sapporo and Munlch

Agaun many decnsnons were made before the start/ of the Games. The furst was to -

' _ put the South Afrlcan guestnon to rest, seventeen years after it had flrst been dlSCUSSBd

At an 10C meetlng in Amsterdam in 1970 the Afrncan commlttees presented charges '
agalnst SA, malnly relatmg to dlscrummatlon After Frank Braun Presndent of’ the South

- African Natlonal Olymplc Commnttee {(SANOC) made an attackung speech on the IOC ‘the
vote was taken SA was expelled from the. Olympnc Movement lt was the flrst tlme such
: actlon was taken agalnst a member '

| A boycott threat developed before the Games were to begln The lOC had issued

“an mvutatlon to RhodeSIa to partncnpate in the 1972 Olympics. Because of the mmorlty

- white rule in Rhodesna the countrles of Guyana Ethiopia, Ghana Zambfa Tanzama Slerra _

- Leone, Liberia’ and Sudan announced thelr wuthdrawal from the Games American blacks
;ovped in also. Faced with this drastlc boycott the 10C reversed nts decnsmn withdrew the
o ullvntatlon to Rhodesna and avonded the boycott " '
The Winter Games were once more plagued by commercuallsm and

professnonallsm Shortly before the openlng ceremomes Avery Brundage on behalf of -
" the IOC barred skler Karl Schranz from the Games due to hls alleged professuonalusm

Signs of natnonallsm did not surface at the Olymplcs over the event and there were no-
: threats of a boycott from the Austrlans or any otl;}er skiers. However natlf*onallsm did

emerge when Schranz returned home as lOO thousand people greeted hlm asa j L |

”lb'd-,pplzs 124, oo S
» |bid, pp.128-130. S -
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conquerlng hero.” .

The incidents were all greatly overshadowed by the tragedy of the Munich Games.
In a grim reminder of the Mid—East problems, Arab terrorists broke into the guarded
Athlete's Vlllage murdered two lsraeh athletes and took nine others as hostages. In-an
‘ambush at the alrpdr:} th‘e terrortsts assasinated all the hostages; a West German
policeman was killed, flve Arabs were slaln and three were captdred A stunned and
shocked world focused its attention on the Games. Demonstratlons ocourred at the UN
and at embassxes in Moscow. Three days. after the massacre Israel retaliated in Syria and
Lebanon and Israel acknovx%ged the connectlon to the Mumch tragedy. Espy felt the
Munlcﬁlmassacre was a ma;or catalyst of the Yom Klppur War of 19731 For the flrst
tlme an Olymplc mcudént had provoked a war Outslde of the sportlng arena

/ 1972 - 1876 Hlstoncal Revnew . A ' k R {f‘

s -

/

- ~ “ There was a major change on the/world scene durlng this era. Stramed relations - <

between the. USSR and Egypt were lmp oved and the '

SRR assumed military presence in

Egypt The USSR had directly’ supplled e Palest:nnams wightarms. Egyptlan and West

r0ugh Western Europe |

| ~German relations deterior_ate‘d, and arZantl—'Arab feef

the Munich trage - od

il

-

.. This could probably be traced back t

R < In 1973 the Arab oil elgnbargo began, and the American attitude toward Israel was

: reassessed Arab oil money was alternhg the foreign pohcnes of states toward the *;) -_;v’
: Mnd-East The Mld—East area had ‘become a power center. o E : B Dl

1972 Innsbruck and Montreal
: Not only dld th’e“lOC fail to accept the world s political problems but it also found
itself unable to enforce lts rules upon the host country if the problems perpetrated that
' country s rdeology This was exemphfled by the problem of the PRC. during the Montreal
Games Whlle the lOC was procrastmatmg about the tWO‘Chlna problem (PRC and Talwanl
‘_Canada Wthh had instituted a one—China pollcy in 1970, reeogmzed the PRC as the only
: Iegltrmate representatlve of Chlna Caftada would allow the Talwan contlngent to compete
only if they did not- refer to themselves as representatlves of Chlna Three Qays before

the opening ceremonles several Talwan athletes were refused entry into Canada The

uproar in the USA became sd great that it was suggested the Games be cancelled and/or

O

~

%9 Kieran and;Daley, pp.455-456. RN
100 Espy pp 141— 143 o wl o
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- ‘~ '{ " challenged New Zealand seemed to be an. arb:trary chblce for some countnes to use to '

‘ make a polltlcal statement
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L

the USA wtthdraw o - ‘ ) ; L
s A comprom:se solutlon was offereri to Tanwan to march behlnd a flag bearmg the

Olymplc rlngs The day before the Games began Tauwan refused the solutlon and |ts '

- athletes dnd not partncnpate (Taiwan offuc:alL did take part in the boxmg events) Overall

the Canadlan go@rnments pohcy dtd not be nd for the Olymplcs Its reputataon was at

stake There had been a clamor for PFlC paTtuc:patlon over the preceedlng years but the

S IOC agaln demonstrated lts ablllty for fallmg behlnd the tmté% and thus made ltself

e o,

vulnerable to polmcal stress | g} I o - o
i @ The second ma jOI" problem of the Gameg@%urred oveZ’ New Zealand whnch had
be‘en plannmg a rugby tour of SA The problem %ppeared quuckfy and,ctwo days before

o the Games began fufteen‘Afncan countrues threatened to boycott The 10C lgnored the

- threats and refused to: expel New ;ealand Thlr‘ty countnes boycotted the Games Thns ;

a

eplsode sérved to prove that the Olymplcs provuded ! a convement forum for the
exposntlon of a socnal and pollt‘lcal cause, Wthh went far beyond sport"102 Twenty snx

other coun‘trnes had sportmg ties thh South Afrtca yet theur partucnpatlon was not

ca Fmances had also become an ex"cessnve problem in the Summer Games The cost

——

L of the Montreal Olymplcs escalated ﬁrof‘n an lmtual estlmate of‘@}f@ﬂmlhon dollars to an.

s ;rald Redmond 'Developments in Sport Since 1939 lr) Maxwell L. Howell B
: H
198 )pp 334 335

mcurred deflcrt of ra bllhon dollars The Quebec provmcual government had to fmancnally L

rescue the Games and in domg s0, scaled down the exhorbntant plans of the cxty of
Montreal The provmcaal government actually had to take ovelIa control of' the facnllty

constructlon from the cnty of Montreal because xt had gone out of control The Canadlan

Q

federal government also became mvolved and the programs |t mstlgated and supported

brought the Games a total of ’l30 mllhon dollars103 o .

Commerc:ahsm was also evndent m other aspects of the Olymplcs An endless |lSt

of companles pald money to have thelr products referred to as the ' offncnal suppller to s

RN IS S

C102|bid, p.158.

owell, eds., H/story of Sport o Canada (Champangn lll Stxpes Publlshmg Company
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_the 1976 Canadlan Olymplc '[eam or the fflClal suppllef to the 1976 Montreal . T
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e Olymplcs" Compames from all over the/world negotlated for exposure |n the Olymplc

spotllght Fmancnal consrder‘atlons had become an lmportant part of the Games

el

N The 1976 Olymplcs exhlbrted several trends WhICh were contrary to the Olymplc

ldeals The mcudent concermn the PRC demonstrated that the polltlcal bellefs of ahost '
i‘country could not be overruled by the 10C.- It also: showed the contmued mablhty of the
- 'vIOC to take a forceful stand on changmg worldeondmons and to adapt accordmgly The

. ;-New Zealand eplsode demonstrated the prlmary use of the Olymplcs for some of the b

‘ f:partncnpatlng countrles - to vouce thelr polltlcal ldeologles to the rest of the world The L

B < :
'-fmancnal flasco of the Montreal Games noted the need of the host country to offer more ;

v lmpresslve venues than lts predecessor lt was now of prlmary lmportanoe for the l%ost .

‘ to" "outdo" the prev:ous host Fmally the excessuve COmmerclahsm offered ewdence that o

o the Games had become "blg busmess" to some mdlvnduals compames and countrles
'. b- mvolved Because of these and other trends |t seemed that the athlete would never agam

e place flrst in. the Olymplcs

Summary

From a transnatlonallstlc event to an exploslve natlonallstlc encounter thls |s how

' the Modern Olymplc Games have evolved in thelr short hlstory What began asa challenge -

' par‘nc:patlng na

Both théGames and the world developed and grew durlng thls era and as they

- dld so lt became 1mpossnble tor one to change in lsolatlon of the other They were L

“ 'affected by the same problems pQvales and actlons The ma;or effect on both the world

A2

-and: the Games durlng thls tlme was probably the lncrease m the natlonallstlc feellngs of :

J.l.’: )
[T S o
the world AL S ﬁ‘ S o R
o L - < L (1] : : e P - - s

Vlduals strong}y |dent|f|ed w1th thelr natlons they were unable to dlslodge

'thelr"bond to natlonallsm /m favor of transnatlonallsm When the Olymplcs were revuved

T : vthelr SUSCBpthlllty to ftlonalusm was hlgh The Olymplc structure allowed natlons to .

become the ldentsflable actors, rather than the mdlvnduals

When the ( ght for wOrId recognmon and power mcreased so dld the flght for

e
/ ce ) e : L : . ‘.r...:.x-

: ‘Olymplc pr.estnge The members of the ioc were oontmually unable to cope wuth the

i

.
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' {changes and the dlsagreements ln |deology that challenged the Games Tl’ils m turn made
‘.‘ : fthe Games even more vulnerable to: the power natlons wrshnng to explont them Ultn'nately - “
E . the 10C lost partlal control of the Games SNt L R " ' '
| o The Olymplcs have beco : 'e another tool in the polltlcal arsenal of the competmg

: natlons The parttmpatlon of mdr |d°uals has become necessary only to help achaeve each

. natifdn‘shg'oa‘l’s_,‘ and t;he,‘-indiv_idual have been relegated to secondary umportance The top
Nprlorlty, as Brohm noted has._,v ecome the mamtenance of the balance of forces between
‘."-fthe great powers T | ‘ S v = ’" ‘ »
The value of the Games has become very preolous for many of the partncnpatmg

‘ ‘natuons Numerous examples of boycotts and protests have been cuted but the Games
5 have survuved The Games have become perhaps the most popular forum of mternatnonal % B e
"partncnpatlon and recognltlon They have lmmense vnsubnlity ‘tor they are vnewed by the -
entxre world They produce clear cut wmners for spec;flc countrles and they can offer

: '_'mstantaneous glory and recogmtlon for both the mdnvndual and the natlon Because of

'these advantages no boycott o:: protest has been strong enough to stop the growth of

L the Games e v _
IR A n Arguments between mdmduals aha between natlons concernmg the future and the LA
AR value of the Olymplcs W|lI always be vo:ced However only when those mdlvnduals and

' , natnons accept the realmes o‘f the world structure wnll they be able to understand the
. ; \\ O L . /.‘ . .
: _realmes of the Olymplc Games <

?




" 'IIl. THE CANADIAN BOYCOTT OF THE 1980 MOSCOW-SUMMER OLYMPIC GAMES

\/ The Sowet InteNentlon In Afghamstan a '

. ‘Hustorlcal Background

The Moslem country of Afghamstan is a snow swept mountalnous Iand W|th few
'i.natural resourses More than nmety percent of nts tr:besmen «are |II|terate These facts '

B have never made Afghamstan a threat to world peace or made |t lmportant to any snngie

EEN f.country The fragedy of th|s country has been its geopohtrcal Iocatlon m a World Wthh |s o

mcreasmgly dependent upon fossal erl'e-‘- p rii

Wl . ~

”aMoxl and Afghamstan s locatnon has

‘thus made it strategrcafl impq’tant to b‘bt‘t £ tand the West Thrs land massfls

RC NN

'V‘I.placed between the USSR to the north the on ruch ﬂelds of the Persnan Gulf (through
Iran) to the west and the natlons of Paknstan and lndla who |n turn hold the key to. the
warm- water ports of the Arablan sea to the east O R -

Althouqh Afghamstan had fallen under Communlst rule durmg the "Aprll revolutuon" D

of 1978 _ when the USSR backed regnme of Presldent Noor Mohammed Tarakn came to o '

".eposmg the Repubhcan government of Mohammed Dauod) lt was stlll offlmally

S d by the mU/ah/d/n Mushm mlhtants and trlbesmen who had waged a: Iong
R
E n'nmermg and spreadmg rebelllon to counter both the Kabul centred authonty, and the

SSRI These lnsurgents had effectnvely gamed control over 22 of the country s 28

s "provmces

‘ from Takarn and became the natxon s new president Takarl had JUSt returned from f -

Moscow where he had recenved a pubhc bles mg and embrace from USSR Presndent
'Leonard Brezhnev2 Amm mterpreted the meetm' as excess Sovnet dommance and selzed :

.‘the opportunlty to depose and kilt Takarn durmg a coup B " ' ‘
. Amm s presence concerned Moscow prlmarlly because of the remarkably

‘undependent course he charted for Afghamstan He rejected Sovnet advnce to seek a

ed to bea non ahgnednatnon outsnde the boundary of the Sovnet orbxt T "s_was -

Then, on 15 September 1979 Mafxzullah Amm a strict commumst serzed power s o

- 'negctlated end to the war. He demanded and recenved a change. of the USSR DL s Sy

e e o e i ) e e e

s ambassadors in the capltal cuty of Kabul At one stage he refused to go to Moscow for S o

1 "How the Soviet Army Crushed Afghamstan” T/me, 14 January 1980 p 23

-7 John Nlelson "Russxas Afghan Coup" Newsweek 7 January 1980 p 18 T o

.
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talks s To compound the sltuatlon the lnsurgents had recelve ‘,

kS

N .

ore covert assustance -

?.‘,,:{f' from Chlna Paklstan and other countrnes who dld not want the USSR to "upset the ‘ ‘

: 'balance of power un the reglon " The rebels power had mcreased and thus was

L unaccaptable to Moscow

Amm was more of a natlonallst than Moscow wanted HlS army had been depleted

i by desertnons and he had no hope of wmmng a mlhtary vnctory over the mu Jahldm The

: n mcreased strength of the Muslem lnsurgency had forced Moscow to propose that Sovaet ,

‘combat forces be brought in to put down the rebelllon Amln refused the offer 5

T 'troops lnto Kabul to mltlate what lt termed "def !

v 'The lnvasnon

o three optlons ‘l) to allow a Moscow leanlng somahst state to dlssolve lnto ehaos and

: :‘,“agamst the rebels rnsklng world condemnatlon or 3) to forcefully take control by RS

lmprovlng the Kabul government s capacuty to flght the war and appear to promote a’

: on'ry be successful |f Amln was replaced thtle tlme was wasted |n carrylng out the .

troops took control of Afghanlstan A coup of the three month old Amln government
‘:-‘was englneered and the USSR mstalled |ts own man Babrak Karmal at the top For the
_, ,'" j».fll’St tlme since World War ll the USSR had not only deployed ground troops outslde of
' _.lts sphere but |t had taken control of a country that had not been 3 member of . ltS bloc ln ' .

B 'fdoung so the USSR had wolated a fundamental ground rule of East West relatlons 5

.‘possnbly pass mto the hands of Muslem fahatncs Zl to send thelr own troops mto battle

' On 24 December 1979 the USSR made a fmal unsuccessful attempt to persuade

= : Amm to co- operate Thns fallure appeared to leave the leaders of the USSR wnth cnly

s

:,.polmcal settlement6 The USSR obvnously decnded on the thurd optlon but felt l‘t would

‘ decnsuon On the evenlng of Amms flnal refusal o‘ as’snstance the USSR began an alrllft of

:ve aggresswn - l“

More thanutwo hundred An 22 and An 12 transports landed at- Kabul airport '

, betWeen 24 27 December They dlscharged 5, OOO combat troops together with artullery ‘

- /.‘.. SR

.:,'

3 lbld

R Strobe Talbott "Who lost Afghamstan?" 7’ /me 28 January 1980 p23
. s Soviet Army”, p:23. R fEt
" New. York T/mes 29 december 1980 p6 R S
"My Oplnnon of the Russ1ans has Changed Most Drastlcally "7 /me, vl4J‘anuary 1980, -

p.13...
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and armoured vehlcles ! The coup |tsel&began on the afternoon of 27 December when S

offlcers of the Kabul garnson were invited to a USSR reception to honor "Afghan—Sowet_ -
mlhtary sohdarrty and frlendshlp" By 6.30 p m. the. Sovuets had left and locked the : "

‘ Afghans in the bunldlng thus leavmg the ma jor elements of the Afghan army helplesslo

‘Soviet alrborne troops were then able to storm the hldeout of Amin, the

“Darulaman Palace Amln hls younger brother and hns nephew were captured and shot for
crlmes agamst the people of the Afghan natuon accordlng to Radlo Kabul u The only '
‘ other sernous mllltary clash occurred outsIde of Radlo Kabul in both flghts onal Amin

- troops resrsted kllllng approxnmately 250 Sovaet soldlers but they were no match for :

By the mornmg of 28 December the coup had been completed Sovnet troops

patrolled the streets of. Kabul and MIG flghters curcled the major cntles Amun whom the

"‘.\USSR press had treated w:th respect only a few days before was’ descrrbed by TASS. as - o .
an agent oﬁ Amerncan lmperlallsm and a "butcher and usurper" 12 ln his place the USSR R .
L had lnstalled Karmal a former Deputy Prlme Mlnlster (under the Takaru reglmel and leader -

of a pro Sovuet factlon He had been drlven into, exlle ln July of 1978 by the more

’ mdependent Marxnst rulers in Kabul and had been llvmg under Sovoet protectlon in

Czechoslovakla and% East Germany 13 Karmal had been seen as recently as October in the

T W

v ‘,Sowet Embassy in Prague and he did not arrlve in Kabul untll three days after the coup 14 lt

i seemed obvuous that Karmal had been brought in by’ the USSR

The second phase of the mvasnon by Sovret ground forces occurred between

29~ oy December One Sovret motorlzed rifle mvasnon wrth at least 12,000 men, - -

,v‘.travelled from Kushka in the USSR to Kandahar Another moved through the Salang pass v e

) ;Ji,to Bagram and Kabul Other unlts moved east from Kabul toward the Khyber Pass and mto‘
Paklta provmce a center of Muslem msurgenc;e By the end of December 1979 the.

3 .USSR had two alrborne dlwsnons and two motorlzed mfantry lelslons in. Afghanlstan

R

o e e e e e e . IS ! ; R . .

i "Russua s Afghan Coup p 18 :
10 Arnaud deBorchgrave, "The New Afghanlstan" Newsweek 21 January 1980 p35
.- 3 "Russia’'s Afghan.Coup”, p.18.
12°New York Times, 28 December 1979 ppAl A3
~. 13 "Russia’s Afghan.Coup", p:22." ,
L _New York T/mes 1 January 1980 pp l 4



with their total strength numberlng 50 000 men. s
"Explanatl ns and Reactions _ ’ ‘
: ' Ne' s of the mvaslon of Afghamstan brotrght nmmedlate worldWIde condemnatlon
‘ of the USS led by the USA and other Western nations. Although the invasion was. not
‘the only mlht&ry intervention the USSR had ever been mvolved in, it was the first tvme

g smce World War ! that the USSR had used significant- numbers of |ts own armed forces '

ina country outside the Warsaw Pact group The questnon whnch arose was why had the

o USSR suddenly amaged USA USSR re|at|ons and mternatuonal order by such an '
‘ ndlsguased mva |0n? ‘ ‘

' The incarsio was mtended to save our people from aII the oppressnon
.-despotism,. ahd calamities which were to be inflicted on them by.[former - -
President] Amjin according to plots hatched by imperialist. espionage networks.
. Like a blood-thirsty. anlmal the US is always colonlzmg and explormg [Thlrd
World] peopl g6 o , , A

B _ ThIS was the exptana ion for the mvasnon offered by Pres:dent Karmal The USA was

made out t be the thi eatemng force. T e Tl E ' '_ i
Leomd Brezhne also attempted to answer the qugstlon when he stated the USSR

had snmply responded 1o a caII for help from Afghamstan Wthh had been under attack

' from another natnon Bre nev dld not name.’” He later clarlfled hlS explanatlon when he

o sald the Afghan rebelhon ad to be suppressed and the USSR was forced fo 5uppress it

"To have acted otherw:se ould have meant leavmg Afghamstan a prey to lmperlahsm

saad Brezhnev 1 The USSR a bassador to the USA Flkryat Tabeyev also offered a

; wewpomt He stated that the owet troops had been sent to Kabul to protect forelgn '

15 "Sovnet Army’; p:21. of
-1 "The 'New' Afghamstan p34 o o N

.. Wian-Urquhart, "Death for detente?’, Ma /eans 14 January T8 0270
. 1"IA Moscow: Defiant Defense”, Time, 2 January 1980 p-22. :

4 19"The 'New' Afghanistan”, p.34. .

<20 New York T/mes 29 December 1979, 6
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These explanatlons worsened the reactions of the Western world This was most
evndent from Amerlcan Presudent Jimmy Carter. On 28 December 1979, Carter telexed a
message to' Brezhnev and called the mvasuon gross mterference m the country s mternal '
affalrs and a "blatait vnolatlon of accepted |nternat|onal rules of behavuor" 2 When <

respondmg to Brezhnevs explanatlon Carter stated "the tone of hlS message was
completely madequate and completely mlsleadmg He is not tellmg the facts accurately
y “ The Sovnet mvasnon of Afghanlsfan and Brezhnev's mlsleadlng explanatnon struck ~
Presndent Carter as'a personal betrayal 1t was suggested that his polucnes conveyed an
- impression of weakness and mdecusnon "If that was the Sovnet mpress:on Carter was
: plalnly determlned to wupe lt out" 3 Carter lmmedjately warned that the mvasnon would be
. .protested but he wa$ not specn‘lc Sand Carter: . — o |
it is lmperatlve the leaders of the world make. it clear. to the Soviets that they
cannot have taken this-action to violate world peace wrthout paymg severe
polutlcal consequences 2 k _ : : ‘
By 4 January Carter gave an off|c1al response to the lnvaslon during a televnsnon speech
"lemg his own Admlnlstratlon s explanatlon for the intervention, Carter stated
: Aggresslon unopposed becomes a contaglous disease. [The lnvasuon was] a
deliberate effort by a powerful atheistic government to subjugate an - - : o
. independent Islamic. people. .. [A] Soviet occupied Afghanistan threatens both .
_ lran and'Pakistan and'is.a steppmg stone to theur posslble control over much )
.-of the worid's oil supplles zs ‘ L i -
Allles of the USA responded with dlsmay but not w;th the same. outrage They may have
' _felt that Carter s reactlons were. almed at lmpressmg not only the USSR, but the Amerscan
i voters as weII (lt was. an electuon year in the USA and Carter was campalgmng for

ire electlon) Brmsh Prlme Nllnlster Margaret Thatcher mformed Brezhnev that she was

-

profoundly dlsturbed but did not announqe any sanctnons French Presldent Valery

' 'Glscard dEstamg announced a recall of his envoy in Kabul but thls was only to receive a ‘

: clear account of the events.*¢ ' ‘
The flrst qfflmal Canadlan statement dehvered on 28 December condemned the

AYUSSR forits role in the Csoup Ina prepared statement the External Affalrs Mlnlster Flora -

MacDonald said:- ' ' k | |

___._.____—.._—._._.__..”___.

2 "Death for detente?”, p.27. - ' o ‘

2 New YorkTimes, 1 January 1980, p4 R U

« ®"Carter Takes Charge”, Time, 4 February 1980 p. 13 ' ‘ : cl:‘? :
‘24 "My Oplnuon of the Russnans" P lO v » T
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w28 ”Death for detente7" p 27..
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The Canadlan government cannot accept reasons cited by the Soviet Unlon for
_its military intervention in Afghanistan: It can find no evidence for the lSovnetl |-
contentlon that Afghamstan has been the object of external agression. . l
Although the Canadian government was not as agitated by'the invasion as the American
B government it was clear that Clark had not accepted Moscow s explanatnons enther
' Reasons for Vnolating Detente ' ' |
| 1 It was obv:ous why the USSR had invaded Afghamstan but the questlon of why it
had so boldly damaged USA- USSR relatlons still needed to be analyzed It was perhaps .‘
the animosity that this caused,,__more than the-mvasron |tself, th_at incited theoutburst by
the USA. : ’ _ _ | K , : /‘
The height of warm relatlons between the USSR and the- USA had occurred durmg
the Moscow summit’ of May 1972 lt ‘was then the main’ character of detente the ”Basnc
PrnnC|ples of Relatlons" between the USA and the USSR was sngned by Brezhnevand -
' 'then USA Presndent Rlchard leon The agreement stated that the two superpowers -
:', " will aIWays exercise restraint in thelr mutual relatlons and that efforts to
. obtain unilateral advantage at the expense of the other, directly or mdlrectly
-are inconsistent with these objectives. - '
| However even before Afghantstan the USSR had demonstrated that even with detente l'(
was prepared to take hard actuon when an opportumty wnth a Iow risk presented |tself
;. Examples of this occurred When the USSR sent 6.000 troops to Angola in. 1975 and
- when |t shlpped thousands of men and large amounts of equ:pment to Ethlopla in 1978
| ~Detente- had survwed thgse actions. -~ . B ‘\ ‘ |
The USSR probably felt that Afghanlstan was another low—risk opportumty Fvve
maJor polnts were. in the USSR’ s favor Fnrst even though the USSR anhcrpated dlplomatlc
_fnct:on with the USA, it probably believed there was almost no danger of Western L
. -mllltary opposltton to the moﬂle Second since. 4 November American policy makers had
~ been pl’eOCCupled by the crisis of. the fifty Amerlcan hostages who were held by Irannans i
- at the American embassy in Tehran, The actlons of the “spiritual Ieader of Iran the
N Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomelnt ‘had taken the rrla jor:, portlon of the Carter Admmnstratlons
: r‘tlme. o ‘

Thlrd the USSR probably felt that detente had not brought it thé economic

.

benefits it expected The Amencan congress had made trade lnberahzatnon and credlts

27 Toronto G/obe and Mail, 29 December 1979 p. 4
2 "My Opmlon of the Russians”, P. 12 :

2&: .
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condntlonal on the USSR's promlse ‘to relax emlgratlon restrlctlons Since the USSR had
) not relaxed its restnctuons it had not gained economlcally and thus, had nothing to

forfeit? Fourth it was a presndentlal electlon year in the USA Because the presldents

term was nearmg its end Amencan forelgn pollcy was at one of its weakest pomts Thns '

left the USA 4»__ a 'vulnerable pos:tlon and ultimately: made 1980 (as an electlon year)
‘potentlally dangerous tlme for world agressmn
Flnally the |mportance of the. second Strategnc Arms lentatlons Treaty (SALT I
belng passed by the Amerlcan Congress had decreased for. the USSR NATO had voted to’
produce and deploy an’ mcreased number of nuclear mlssﬂes capable of struklng the
USSR in Western Europe. s The USA had also voted to add to its defense budget and had
. awarded most— favored -nation tradmg status toChma not the USSR Together these |
three events decreased the theoretlcal lmportance of SALT Il to the USSR so even |f it
- was not passed because of the Afghan mvasnon that would not be a major setback 3
These four major points probably combmed to create an atmosphere where the
USS‘R felt no partlcular need to be cavuttlous. It hkely feltnt had htt_le tolose, and much to :

‘ Aﬂ o g The Development of the Amencan Boycott o :
‘ Although it is the focus df this chapter to descrlbe and analyze the development
| of 'the Canadian boycott of vthe Moscow Olymplcs ~ |t is necessary to first understand the
‘_development of the Amerlcan boycott The USA took the leadershlp role in the boycott

and, even though all Western nations did not follow its. example the entlre lssue could be
» A

\

placed mto perspectuve by understandmg that it was a Moscow~= Washmgton duel
Addmonally it is hypothesuzed that Canada boycotted mainly because of the pressure the '
~USA put onit Thus |t is |mportant to outlme the boycott from the Amerncan pomt of

view. y

The Boycott Suggestlon ; | SRR v .
Contrary to popular belnef 1980 was .not. the f\nrst time the USA ralsed the

. possnbullty of boycottmg the Moscow Olymplcs Rather the suggestlon of an Amerlcan

¥ 1bid, p.13.
3 New York Times, 31 December 1979, p.3.~
%1 "My Opinion of the Russnans"' p-13. .



) boycott of the Moscow Olympncs was f|rst ransed by Presudent Cartef' durlng the sprlng
- of 1978 It was mtended to show Amerlcan dlsapproval of human rlghts violations'in.the
- USSR.'A growmg number of reports 5uggested the USSR had moved harshly against
drssndents, mcludnng A|exander Ginsburg,. Yura Orlov and Anatoly Scharansky The
: d|5$|dents were not simply belhg expelled but they were brought to trial and sentenced
~to Iengthy terms |n prison and labor camps When the promment Western— backed
dlSSldents were cleared of the charges through court prooeedlngs the boycott ta}/
:subS|ded32 - ’ R e , o
. ~Itis mterestlng to note that in 1978 lt was the news of the human rnghts V|o|at|ons 5 \\\_:)
’ that most provoked the USA s anger against the USSR Strangely enough the USA -
remained unprovoked by the news in Aprll 1878 cf‘f a Soviet- backed coup in Afghanlstan
-and the selzure of power by a Marxust government Although this marked the first time ':‘
Afghanlstan had fallen under commumst rule the USA had remamed markedly unmoved 33
Although other boycott threats were |nterm|ttently raised during the .next two
years, none were taken sernously until after the invasion of. Afghamstan On 30 December
1979 the boycott nssue was remtroduced at an emergency NATO sessnon in Brussels by
the West German ambassador Rolf Pauls it was suggested as-one of a number of '
: possuble retahatory measures agalnst the USSR to protest its Afghan invasion. Pauls was
. quoted as saylng a boycott should be; consndered because 'a boycott Epf the 1936
;Olympncs in Berlln may have forced Nazn Germany to take a different course "3 There o - N
* was-no indication of strong support at the meetmg but the chairman of: the Norwegian -_
NOC, Arne Mollen warned that strong forces were already workmg for a boycott and
" that withdrawal thoughts should not be ruled out.** 8 o V
i‘ lnltlal Amerlcan Threat ’ o
| The USA's mltlal reaction to. Paul’ s boycott suggestron was unenthusnastnc On 2

-January Carter Admnnnstratlon offnc:als sald the boycott was not a "priority matter and

32 Phillip K. Shmmck "Progressive Resistance to Natronahsm and the 1980 Boycott of the
Olympics”, Journal of Sport and Social | ssues, (Fall/Winter, 1982) p.15. |
i Chrlstopher Booker, The Games War: A Moscow Journa/ {London: Faber and Faber

- 1981), pp.26-27.

-3 New York Times, & January 1980 p.A7. -
. 38 Toronto Globe and Mail, 3 January 1980 p43
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was not being actlvely consndered ¥ Two days later Carter reconsudered the statement

. and mentloned that a boycott of the Moscow Olymplcs by the USA was a possibility.

Ina natlonally telev:sed speech on 4 January, he denounced the Sowet action in
Afghanistan as an extremely serious threat to peace and announced flve maJor retallatOry
measures. They were: l) cuttlng grain sales to the USSR by 17 mllluon tons 2) curtallung

Soviet fishing privileges in Amerlcan waters 3) delaying opemngs of the USA and USSR

. consulate facmtles 4) stopplng sales of high technology and 5) threatenmg a withdrawal

“from the Moscow Olympics.?? Spec:flcally the first official Amerlcan boycott threat :

stated: S \/‘ :

Although the Unlted States would prefer not to Wlthdraw from the Olymplc
games scheduled in Moscow this summer, the Soviet Union must realize that

its continued aggressive actions will endanger both the participation of . ,
athletes and the travel to Moscow by spectators who would normally wish to ’
“attend the Olympuc games. L .

Thls drew an |mmedlate reactlon from the Umted States Olympic Commntte’e supposedly

' the only group w1th the authorlty to wuthdraw USA athletes from Moscow UsoC

President Robert Kane expressed shock at Carter s suggestlon/and added I wonder if he

- ;understood all the :mpllcatnons .1 don't favor the concept of an Olympic boyco

v Added the usoc Executlve Dlrector Don Mlller . if the Olymplc Games are to survnve

they must be apolltlcal and remam in the private sector" 3

Immediate- nationwide debate began on the possnblllty of a boycott By 10 January

' Carter had concluded that he did npt have the power to enforce an Amerlcan boycott,

* and-that the most he could do would be to ask for a voluntary w:thdrawal A0 However the ,

admlnlstratlon made frequent pUbIIC statements to kgep the idea of a boycott allve as a

, »means of testing publlc sentlment“ In the week followmg Carter's threat both Secretary

of State Vance and President Carte/tpoke frequently on the possublhty of a boycott and

- Vice- Pre5|dent Walter Mondale pushed for the Olympics to be moved to another venue. ‘

4 _____.....'._..._..._.__..._.____... {

3¢ New York Times, 3 January 1980 p.1 ' : Y L
7 Toronto G/obe and Majl, 5 January 1980, pp 1 2. . ' /
3% New Yotk Times, b January 1880, p.6. '
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* National Support .' ’ o B - -
» - The Carter Administration began to receive the public support it had been seeking "
during the week of 14—19’January éecause it was an. eleCtion year in the USA, it was
certamly to Carter's advantage to follow the majority’s oplmon Support was growing
rapidly in favor of aboycott Ina poll conducted by the San Franc/sco Chronicle, for -

e e
ol

example 75%. of 16,393 people were m favor of a wlthdrawal 2 A publlc oplnlon survey

conducted by 7ime magazune on a sample of 1,227 peOple showed 67% in favor of an

_ Olympic boycott and only 24% opposed.*? '
lnfluentlal sport wrlters were also supplymg Carter with tHe coverage he requnred
- ln the 21 January 1980 edltlon of Newsweek, Pete Axthelm wrote oL

Although it will be inconvenient for our athletes to seek new places in WhICh
to run or jump for giory, their problems tend to pale next to those peoplel.
-dying in varnous corners of Afghamstan a .

Red Smlth of the New York T/mes also agreed with the boycott stance. Wrote Smlth

It is unthinkable that in exnstlng ‘circumstances we could go play games ‘with
lvan in Ivan's yard and pa\;‘t}orpate in a great lawn party showing. off Russian
splendors to the world. We should pull out now . . : serving notice onthe
Russians that, no matter what happens in Afghanlstan thelr offense agalnst
mternatlonal law will not be quickly forgotten 43

The ldea of a venue change appealed to Carter and he decuded to pursue thls -

optlon Ieavmg a boycott as a last alternative. Agam publlc support swelled and

government offucuals began to jump on the Olymplc bandwagon as'well. A Newsweek poll

| of 518 people showed 56% in favor of a boycott and 68% in favor of a site shlft‘6 A
Washington Star questionnaire indicated 8‘&% of 2,666 respondents in favor of a,

boycott and 80% in favor of relocation.*” On 18 January, Senator VEdmun'dMuskviée_o :

i

{
i

Maryland suggested he would ask the Senate to press for a boycott unless the USSR~

Wlthdrew its troops within 30 days**

NATO vote

«

The USA also received a. ma;or showmg of world wude support for the

condemnatlon of the USSR by the UN. On 14 January the General Assembly voted 'k,QA jféﬁ . o

o

2 New York Times, 12 January 1980, ppAl A4
- #."In a Fiercely Hawkish Mood”, T/me, 11 Februqy 1980, p.16.
. % Pete Axthelm, "Boycott the Olympics”, Newsweek, 21 January 1980, p.63.
4 New York Times, 16 January. 1980, pA20 :
4 Alan J. Mayer, "An Olympic Boycott?”, Newsweek, 28 January 1980, pp 20- 28 é
v New York Times, 21 January 1980, pp.A1; A4 ,
a3 Edmonton Journa/ 198 January p.A2.
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to 18 to "strongly deplore the Afghan invasion and called for ' the immediate,

R -

'o ""ondmonal and total wuthdravxal of foreign troops from Afghanustan" * The size of the
AT 33

vote reflected the w:despread di smay among Third World countrues\over the USSR

i

actcons Asia, Afnca a'nd Latln Ame\'cca who habitually vote wuth the US\SR refused to do

so. Not only did this. mark a major turmng point.in the UN, but it also added hughly cred:ble
‘ \.
-

g . \
Vance sets Mid- February ‘Deadline \

By the next day, Adminisf'ration o\fficials could no Ionger ignore the support On

and vnsnb}e support fof’ the Amerlcan outrage

o 15 January, Cyrus Vance set a mid-February deadline for the USSR to leave Afghannstan
or it would face the likelihood of a boyco by the USA. Vance stated that, in retrospect
American attendance at the. 1936 Berlln Olymplcs had been a m|stake and that had ’

- affected his thoughts about 1980 parncupanon * The exposure and prestige Hutler and

' ‘the Thlrd Reich: Qamed in 1936 vna the Olympics was mterpreted by Vance to have an -

effect on the world avents whrch foliowed.\He did not want the same atmosphere

createdagaig A . R R \ |
pares . ‘\

Moscow Pr

Itisi portant to realize what the host\ng of the Games in Moscow meant to the

Sovnet peopb To the USSR the Modern Olymxmc Games offered the opportumty to
present what i belleved to be glorlous achleve{vvents of 62 years of Communist rule,

,0 kS

.Moscow had been scrubbed clean to present :tj best side* As &he first Communnst
med o guve a m“bdel performance By

'country to host the Garges the USSR was dete

: _f':j'closer to 53 bulhon 52)

0 " There were also mdlcatlons of a darker s:d of the Games for the Soviet people. ‘
'»On 1 1 September 1979 it was announced that a m%;or‘ campaign would begm agamst

'hoohgamsm crlme drunkenness and specuiatlon D\ss;dents were: arrested but the USA,

S showmg the mconsustencnes of nts forelgn pohcy did not react as it had in 1878 when a ,‘

'boycott waé suggested Ordmary citizens of the USSR\were warned that unless their
ik New Yor/g T/mes 15 January, pp.A1 A8 ‘ '

- % New YorK Times, 16 January, p.A14.

3 William E. Schmudt “The View From Moscow Newsweek, 21 January 1980 p25
- 2 Hal Qutnn \To Play or not to Play”, Mac/ean s, 4 Februar 1980, p.38.
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behawor remalned lmpeccable until: the completlon of the ﬁames thelr permlt to remam

: _|ssue an Olympnc ultlmatum Relteratmg the serlous threat the USSR lnvasmn ot

, e [
W 3 o N fad)
T f ;

/

|n Moscow (a great prwnlege in.the- USSR) would be revoked 33

There was: to be no- m:sunderstandlng m suggestmg the mportance of the Games

to Moscow The Sowet text Book of the Party Act/wst clearly stated thns when it noted

The decnsnon to glve the honor of holdmg the Olymplc Games ln the capltal of

. recognition of the.historic |mportance and correctness of the forelgn pollcy
- course. of our.coun y" S e R ‘ , .

The USSR also responded to the boycott threat and accused Carter of "usmg

sport as an mstrument of blackmall” Sévetsk/ Sport called the boycott 3 campangn

R ‘.- conducted by antl Sovnet elements and predlcted lt would run out of steam 55, L

o

Carter responded to the publlc pressure He had been slated to appear on a - oo

telewsaon mterv:ew show on 20 January and he grasped the natlonal exposure perlod to

‘”“‘Afghanlstan posed Carter declared o (SR i ST /

. ,:Netther I nor the Amerlcan people would support the ‘sendlng of an’ Amertcan
~'team to Moscow with Séviet invasion troops in Afghanistan. I've.sent a.

- - message ‘today 1o the United States Olympic: Committee spelling.out my. *. SN

;. position —that unless the Soviets withdraw their.troops within a month/from S

: "‘Afghamstan that the Olympnt: Games be moved from: Moscow t an alternate [
:SIte Qar multlple sutes postponed or. cancelled 6. / G

Carter dld not even mentlon the word boycott in hls ultlrnatum Respondmg to

/

oy ‘_pubhc oplnron he chose to pursue a s1te change He' also consndered a postponement or a P

o cancellatlon as possnble alternatlves to: a bbycott Carter truly felt that movmg the 'f. e

' "-',"‘Olymplcs would have a global effect and that thls act|on could possnbly deter future
= aggresslon ThlS wew was emphasuzed ln the letter sent to USOC Presudent Kane Carter : )

i ywrote that the USA had to ! make clear to the Sovnet Unlon that it cannot trample upon an:.

mdependent natlon and at the same t:me do busmess as usual with: the rest,(\ he world "

. . EE 5 i ‘ e . i X E
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5 Booker p.28
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the world's first socialist state was convincing testimony of the general . i

.f, o



i ;agency stated

160 New York Times, 22 January 1980 pA9 L e A *
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Ultlmatum Reactlon}s

lnternatnonal reactlons to the’ Carter proposal were negat:ve Ioc Presldent Knllanln

called the demsnon hasty it was a sign of the: ever grow:ng anlmosuty between the IOC

pOSSlblllty of a venue sh|ft when he stated
-We cannot change the venue and we cannot cancel the Games~ET0C is
legally bound to hold the Games:in Moscow. [a contract was signed in 1974]

v and-that'is-where, they will be held There is no questnon of thenr bemg
changed 5t , : _

Obv:ously Carter had not agreed And vyhat had dlspleased Kullanm even more was that -

the lOC was not consulted durmg Carters decnsmn makmg process s j

U Although the 10C snmply dlsagreed wuth the boycott proposal the ammosuty

created between the Carter Admmlstratlon and the IOC was probably a ma jor reason why -

}he IOC refueed tol sympathlze wnth Carter The tough approach that Carter took

/,

/ conS|stent vylth the USA’s status as a'w

more determlned to keep |ts orlgmal pl ns Smce both partles refused to. compromlse
thls attltude onLy hardened durmg the f llow:ng months ’ o

The reactnon of the USSR and. ts Eastern allles was hostlle as well but: thls only

) served to show Carter that a boycott could mdeed be an effectlve weapon In an obwous .

'»'reference to both the lranlan Cl’lSlS al d the boycott threat Tass the ofﬁClal USSR press

‘ athletes and the sports m"vement are. assngned in hns [Carter s] present
S ‘adventure the role of some kind of hostages even though Carter of late’ has
. repeatedly denounced the use of hostages for the attamment of pohtlcal
: ,."ends &0 : . : : :

L f‘hoped for smce it demonstrate the lmportance they attached to the Games and thls :

8 helped to solldlfy the boycott stance | [ATES S .f e

There was some dlssensmn vouced from the Amerlcan athletes Sprmter HarVy
i Glance sald "|t would be heartbreaklng for me and all the other athletes | know if we

Vcould not go It would be the blggest dlsappomtment of my llfe |f the Unlted States pulled
A

n Toronto G/obe and Mail, 17 January 1980 pp 1 2 . e 'A s
s-Edmontoh Journal; 21 January 1980, p.A3.". B T
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'rld force" backflred and slmply made the IOC -
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out"“l And Mark Belger an 800m runner- noted "We are belng eéplolted to the fullest

. extent Explmtatlon |s taklng away the rnght 1o rundn the Olymplqﬁter worklng wnth that
| g _objectlve |n mmd for years e S o T T Lo S

} : However there were athletes who supported Carter s proposal°°H|gh Jumper
Dwught Stones suggested "I am totally m support of the Presndents suggestnon |f the
‘. games go on wnthout the US they will be very shallow games It would ruin the Russmns
| whole propog@nda thmg - that they and the East Germans can(beat us 6 Mller Craug _
Nlasback added "As an athlete lam very frustrated and dlsappomted But I am also well

| ",aware of what an vmportant polltlcal tool the Olymplc Games represent not only to the ‘

Sovnet Umon but to the entlre Eastern. bloc Our boycottmg the Games would be both

e valld and effectlve "6

The USOC reacted wnth false hope It noted that smce Carter S. ultlmatum had
v requested a transfer postponement or cancellatlon it felt the Presldent had re ;ected the R
' ,ldea of a total boycott The' USOC was also relleved because the Presrdent had lntended

:to go through proper channels (meanlng the USOC) and that gave lt tume to try to work

'outasolutlon“ e |

However the most lmportant response from the pubhc and the government was
'extremely supportlve the week fotlownng Carter s call Several hundred telegrams were
' received. at Olymplc House in Cglorado Sprlngs wath publlc sentlment vastly m support of

@

‘ a Games transfer or boycott 66—On 23 January the House Forelgn Affalrs Commlttee

.....

¥ Representatlve Wllllam F. Goodhng from Pennsylvanta expressed tb

;i 'anl'lty Amerlcan v

e

”"opmlon of overreactuon Explalnlng,he’s negatlve vote Goodlmg nofed "l“ just donat- lcnow R
. why we [congress] have to move thls rapldly at thls partlcular tlme We are rushmg mto

» ‘”somethlng wnthout glvmg it much thought wer v _ -
| The next day the H0use of Representatlves voted 386 to 12 to support Carters -

L Edmonton Journal, 21 January 1980 pA3 - o

¢2"Olympics: To. Go or Not to Go”, 7ime, 28 January 1980 p 16

e :Edmonton Journgl,-2:1 January 1980 pA3 L >
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request for a transfer cancellatlon or boycott of the Moscow Games e Although
l

reactlons ‘had been both; posmve .and negatlve Carter had received the posmve support

from the crltlcal areas 1 the publlc the government and the athletes it was lmpossmle

l

.. for Carter to retract hl statement for he had commltted the prestlge of hls presndency

to the Olymplc ultlmatum‘9 | ’ AT S T
Site Change Re;ected ' S ,v R |

The only posslble alternatlve to a boycott was a venue shlft Carter asked the

'. 'USOC to formally propose thls suggestlon to the IOC at its meetlngs ‘of the Wlnter h

: Olympncs Wthh were belng held lronlcally m Lake PIaC|d New York

The sesslons of the’§89 member lOC formally opened on 9 February The meetlng

~ was called to order by Lord Klllanln who set the tone of the proceedmgs by statlng that

solutlons to the polltlcal problems of the world are not the responsnbnllty ‘

approprlate governmental organlzatson -

\i} of the. sportlng bodies such as the Internatlonal Olymplc Commlttee, but of the

It was clear the lOC dld not mtend to make any changes ln its summer schedule

: Thls was ensured when the strongarm” tactlcs Wthh were employed by the USA

‘ "j_at Lake PIac:d further outraged the 10cC. Flrst Secretary of State Cyrus Vance who had
~ been. lntvuted as. the Amerlcan government representatlve chose to dellver a polltlcal '

: speech rather than a welcomlng address n Vance urged the IOC to follow the

ondemnatlon of Moscow glven by the UN General Assembly and pleaded for a s;te ) '

o 'change The strongly worded polltucal speech shocked the lOC members ” lts only

: accompllshment was to further straln the relatlons between the Carter admlnlstrateon and

: ‘s’(f >‘, : - . .
Second another member of the Whlte House staff attempted to employ pre

tactlcs Deputy General Joseph Onek told members of the IOC that the Carter

Admmustratlon would "destroy" the Olymplc Movement |f the commlttee re Jected the

Amer:can proposal to stnp Moseow of the Games 7 The IOC became angered at the

'attempted polltlcal pressure and the ammosﬂ:y mcreased i s'.

_.__.._..-.__._..4_..._.—.__.__._.
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: ‘Formal Boycott Announced il \ Q' ST e e

| Olymplcs in Moscow 2

],.‘Presrdentlal Pressures '\_‘ :

L exactly that

v_'(12 Aprll) the admln(r ’

Snas Toronto G/obe and Ma// 13 February 1980 p. 1
¢ Espy, 1981, p.193...
1 New York: T/mes 21 February 1980, ppAl A12 :
© - " Toronto Globe and Mail, 21 February 1980, ppl 2
a2 Edmonton Journa/ 9 Aprll 1980 RD12 o
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On 12 Fe ruary the IOC unanlmously and without a formal vote re jected the

' 0
: Amerlcan propo al and declared that the Games would be held as planned 510C

Executlve Dlre tor Monque Berhoux sald lt would be wrong to. dxs uallfy Moscow /. o.
i q N

A

| because it was lnvolved in mnlutary operatuon\s She remmded offncuals that the USA was-

k.

\l,

| s
qulved jn Vuetnam in f@(?O when the 1976 Wmter Games were awarded to Denver the

‘USA was mvolved in Cam bodla m 1974 when Lake PIacnd was ngen the Games and the

USA had Ianded marmes in Lebanon in: 1958 whlle lt was’ preparmg for the 1960 Squaw ‘

T Valley Games ”% (
| lt was clear that the IOC would not cancel postpone or change the game srte and,

| _the only alternatlve Carter had Ieft hlmself wnth was to boycott lVloscow

s

'\

On 20 February Admumstratlon off-cuals announced there Were 70 OOO Sovnet e

e troops in: Afghamstan The §Sfl had lgnored the Amerlcan deadllne for troop removal

fn\ <5

and left Carter wrth no alternaltwe than to announce a certam boycott in what was termed '
a flnal and |rrevocable Eeclsmn Carter announced that the USA should not send a team oL
T ~to Moscow and that he expected the USOC to ablde by the decxsnon ” Carter 3 posrtlon

U was made perfectly clear when it was stated ’The Unlted States will not partrcrpate in the

e

NS

‘-"ﬂ"

- In order-to make the boycott dec:sron formal Carter had tol have USOC approval o

oi Apf a w:thdrawal The USOC had scheduled lts boycott vote for 12 Aprul hoplng that the
o, v:.,_fworld sutuatlon would change durung those six weeks It dxd not and the pressure exerted»‘
) _vby the Carter. Admlnfstratlon lncneased At the Lake Placud meetlngs USOC Pres:dent Kane : "
B -had stated “Sure vve re under [governmentall pressure But that doesn t mean he s :

'[Carter] shovmg hls ldeas down our throat' 7 By 12 Aprul lt appeared Carter had done |

(R

- . PR S

In the tlme between Carter s boycott statement (20 February& and the USOC vote

. L - t 5 ; [ o : : . )
. ey a o Co- B . b . : o -
! ‘rff/ T 0 . . - e

ratlon had made |t clear that extraordlnary measures would be takenv -

el



~'to ensure USOC compllance Whlte House staff contacted over 50 Amerlcan

| 'corporatlons and asked them to wnthold Olymplc pledges untll the USOC agreed to . v

- boycott They attempted to buy votes from the USOC delegates by suggestlng that

governmental funds would be made avallable for thelr favornte sports —if they supported A

the boycott Threats were made by Whlte House councnl Lloyd Cutler that the USOC could
B Iose lts charter and lts tax exemptlon status as.a charltable donation group 1 lt was also
suggested that, if a boycott was agreed upon Carter would press for a bill to wnpe out :
'the USOCs 8 million dollar debt and request a grant of 16 milllon dollars for. the 1984 »
_ ‘Los Angeles Olymplcs n o _ ‘ ' o ‘ |
. - The Whlte House also held a State Department press conference for ma Jor .f _
Amencan newspapers whlch was desngned to promote the admlmstratlon s pount of vuew
: 'Leaders of Amerlcan Sport Federatlons were mvuted to a strongly worded brlefmg in-

‘. f‘ Washlngton and a separate one was held for the athletes - addressed by Carter and

1 Natlonal Security Advisor Zblgnlew Brzezmskl Wthh stressed the lmportance and the '
: lnev:tabnllty of.a boycott Slmply put, thls pressure was descrlbed by the USOC s Mlller as
. "blatant blackmall " ; | _ s o '_

_ And just before the USOC meetlng Attorney General Ben Jamln Ctvnlettl unvelled
‘one flnal weapon He stated the Presndent w0uld prevent athletes from partlmpatlng in ‘, :

Moscow under provusmns of the lnternatlonal Emergency Economlc Powers Act If. legal

s factlons were necessary Carter ‘was prepared to take them Sald AAU Presndent Robert g

_‘ 'Helmlck of the measures We cannot allow the government to set a precedent here

,because the precedent is pure coercnon s Water Polo team chalrman Burt Shaw summed -

' p the tactlcs by statlng "To get |ts way, the Admlnlstratlon was prepared to. destroy

o amateur athletlcs ““
: &

o ; 'The USOC Boycott Vote

o The pressure exerted by the Carter admlmstratlon made the outcome of the

C ,USOC vote mewtable For good measure Carter had sent Vlce Pres1dent Mondale to '
|

,'address the com lttee just before the vote was. to be taken He dellvered the

e s e S i e e e e o e o -

% |hid..
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National lele Assocuatlon stat%d before the vote | feel 1 have

' the res:dent or be perceuved as supportmg the RUSSlanS I rese

' ‘_backmg from the lmportant sportvng countrles the Amerlcan boycott woul
'Wfallure L Ty R R IR
"'Introductlon

]‘-Olymplcs lt is’ necessary to do so m terms of the actlons of the USA Undoubtedl‘

i “Carter Admmlstratnon s response and reactlons to the Afghan crisis, and lts ensumg
"-when they made“thelr boycott decusnon Th:s action, coupled W|th dlrect Amerlcan
et nelghbour The USA took the lead in the boycott issue and turned it mto an East- West

N Smce Cahada i is a strong allyx@f the USA wuth sumllar polmcal and economlc adeelogtes lt '

- was’ extremely lmportant for the USA to have lts support

om ”Carter s Gamesmanshnp" p42

Admmlstratlon s case in unequvvocal térms when he announced "Hlstory holds its breath

ffor ‘what is at stake is no less than the future securlty df e civilized world."* The fxnal

’ vote of the USOC was 1 604 in favor of the boycott 797 pposed and 2 abstentions.

The coermon had worked but not wnthout a price. U OC member Robert Helmlck

descrlbed the tactics as "grosﬁ?ﬁiuse of Presidential mfluenc " and T. E. Dillion of the -
choice but to support

that."*7. Even the

';Mosc0w newspaper Pravda used sumllar language to descrlbe Ca er's arm—twustlng

R ~tact|cs when |t descrlbedftﬁem as brazen and cymcal fmancnal b ckma|I " Many

Olymptc athletes and of-fncnals were furious about the way the Whlte ouse handled the.

'entlre boycott issue from the start The pressure tactics only served 1o aggravate the
B v”sntuatlon and the bltterness which could have been avonded through co pfomnse was

only mcreased But for Carter it would have been much worse if he had ost

The flnal task remalnnng was for the USA to seek support from its allies. ‘Without

stlll be a

=

. The Develop'r_nent o',f';the Canadien Boycott
“In- descrlbmg and analyzlng .the Canadlan dec:snon to boycott the Moscow

the

_ ;! ,
~proposals and gwdellnes did much to lnfluence the Canadlan governmer} and the CO , /

pressure on Canada dld much to ensure, that Canada would support lts geographncal

' Moscow Washlngton confrontatuon This forced Canada to choose a side m the debate A

o e e i e i e

15 "No Go on, Moscow”; p.32."
% "Carter's Gamesmanshlp"‘ p. 42
17 'No Go on Moscow”, p.32."
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- unusual because

64
\ /
The entire issue of support was complicated by a wéjor political event which

occurred during the height of Ithe boycott debate: Prim 'vlster Joe Clark and his

Conservatuve Party were. ousted from offlce when theleberals ‘under the Jeadershlp of
Plerre Ellvot Trudeau, were returned to power ina natnonal election. The electlon took
place on 18 February in the midst of the Afghan and Olymplc debates The ‘governmental

stance on the boycott situation was an electlon issue Wthh left the athletes and the

general publlc unsure of the flnal decnsmn

. Inmal Canadlan React:onls

) .

The Canadlan government was in ad journment durmg the NATO sessuon when the

‘boycott proposal was flrst suggested The first reactlon came on 2 January from the
COA when its 10C representatlve James Worrall stated the COA had not recelved any i

'lndncatlon of Canada's posmon concermng the boycott suggestlon He sald this was not

gf g .
except for the Talwan sutuat;on four years ago [Canadas one—Chlna pollcy
for the Montreal Olympics), the Government never seemed to put pressure on

the COA. The Canadlan government never has trled to lean on amateur sport
19

Th:s pattern would not be followed when Jt came : time. for the COA to decnde but the g

' pressure was never as forceful as the pressure by the government of the USA on the

USOC

The lmtlal govecnment reactlon dld not appear until two days later At a. January

news conference Prime Mlmster Joe Clark said that Canada was: unllkely to W|thdraw

" from the Games because such actlon would have "no practlcal effect’ on the Sowet
posmon in Afghamstan 72 On 6 January the External Affalrs department solidified thls

‘ _ position when it announced the Government was’ not ‘considering any action that ‘would

affect the Games and that any action taken would. have to be collectlve in order to be

,effectlve 9 lnterestlngly enough this turned out to be the posmon Trudeau malntalned

G durlng most of his’ demsnon makmg process

The position of the COA was announced early by its Presndent Richard Dick) ~

Pound., Durmg a Montreal nntervuew on 7 January Pound stated the COA would defy a’

- Government decree to boycott the Games unless the athletes’ safety was in doubt He

L

. Toronto G/obe and Mail, 3- January 1980 p43

~ 90Toronto Globe and Mail, 8 January 1880, p.33.
* %1 Toronto G/obe and Mail, 7 January 1880, p.S7.
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warned that Clark could not make'a boycott decision because "the Association acts
' vlndependently from the government"” Clark decnded to become more involved in the
Afghan crisis when, followung the lead of the USA he announced Canadnan sanctnons ’
* against the USSR for thelr lnter\Ientnon Atat l January news conference Clark declared L
that Canada would ‘1) restrict’ graln sales 2) decrease hlgh technology exports, 3) end the |
USSR's line of credit, 4) postpone, cancel and/or restrict foreign visits of ministers and
officials, and of scientific and (:ultural exchanges, and ) if the loc suggested 'consider S
_to host the 1980 Summer Olymp:cs in Montreal. He added ‘that barrmg a site- change a
Canadlan boycott was not being contemplated 9 Thus although Clark was not lmmedlately
‘ receptlve to joining the Amerlcan boycott threat, he dld offer the alternatlve response of
T a snte change that Carter soon advocated. ‘Cla‘rk S suggestlon of a venue SW|tch was his - )
party's-election platform forb the month of January He spoke with May'or Jean Drapeau
-of Montreal about the feas:bullty of usmg the 1976 Olymplc site. While'it was possnble it
’dnd not injtially seem to be plaus:ble Clark later struck atask force to study a number of .
-alternate Canadlan s:tes They included Toronto Ham lton and Wnndsor 9 Clark had a
”defmute preference for moving. the Games rather than boycottlng them. At thls point, he
was in full agreement with Jlmmy Carter L ' ‘\\ )
Publlc Opmlon lncreases o v ‘
The' publlc quickly became involved in the Olymplc debﬁte Slnce the federal

election was only one month away, it was extremely |mportant-for Clark to act in .

: agreement wnth the pubhc There was even support from an Olymplc athlete at thls early
date. Cyelist Gord Singleton was not opposed to boycottlng the Games. Sald Smgleton
| "Because of the system they use to develop athletes the communlst countries domlnate
everythung anyway. .its a joke. . they should have thelr own Olymplcs and- we should
haveours"t5 : : -' ST f ,
‘The followmg e»cerpts from two letters printed in the Toronto G/lobe and Ma//
| reflected the general feellngs of the Canadlan publlc durmg -mid~- January Gregory W
| 'Csullog of Hamllton expressed the view that ‘ ‘

. %* Toronto Globe and Mail, 8 January 1980 p 33 ‘ o - ‘

8 JToronto Globe and Mail, 12 January 1980 p.1. _ e
_.%"To Play or Not to Play", p.38. S , o

- Edmonton Journal, 12 January 1880, pC6
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announced the first athletlc sanctlon against the USSR

Gettmg on the bandwagon has never been my. hature, but i cannot at this time
ignore the Olympic- Games furor, The pro~Olympic camp has voiced the
opinion that the games are non- polltlcal and, therefore should go ahead as
plahned. | strongly dlsagree 9 , ,

Sentlm:lt agalnst the Olymplc admlnlstrators who were strongly opposed to
govern ntal mterferenCe in the Games, was also increasing. In th:s regard Peter G

Duncan of Don Mills Wrote o ‘ ’ 1 S ’ N o

|th great sadness I note the pathet:cally naive views of the chalrman chf%
iympic Committees of many Waestern nations — especially those of the .
nited States and Canada — concerning the 1980 Olympic Games . . .| wish the -
\ricredibly blind and well-heeled Olympic bigshots would climb off their ivory

er ... we have had over 35 years of evidence of Soviet brutallty duplicity
.and complete dlsregard for hurman. rlghts 7

he publlc had taken mterest in the Olympic debate and |t ‘was dlfﬁcult for the pohtncmns

to:gnorelt- N ' L )

Canada Revokes‘ Sport Agreement | S \
The Conservatn(e government took decisive actlon whlle publlc opinion was \

flourlshmg it pulled out of a seven—year ‘amateur sports exchange program wuth the

USSR On 18 January the Minister for Fitness and Amateur Sport Steve Paproskn

notlfled the Soviet Ambassador in Ottawa that Canada was wuthdrawrhg a protocol

agreement\under whlch 120 Canadlan and Soviet amateur athletes were to partncupat/e ina '

' 1980 exchange program ’ By taking. thxs step, Paproskl had slmply complled with one of _

“the sanctlons Clark had outlmed durmg his 11 January news conference when the Prcme
Mlmster ordered exohanges to be- cancelled postponed or restricted: He had also just

_ At the same tlme Paproskl stressed that the last thing the Government wanted to
do ‘was endanger the Olymplc Games. He stressed the revokmg of the protocol was a
separate protest But James Worrall Canadas 10C member warned this withdrawal could
be vnewed by the USSR asa decllmng commlttment towards Olymplc parttclpatlon and as
a step/ toward an eventual Canadian boycott 99 ‘ ’
Site Change POSSIbIllty SRR s o | b, .

a

Clark dlsagreed He stlll hlghly favored a sute change and wanted a boycott as &

,-last resort, /Conncndentally, .pressur.e to change theO.Iymplc venue from Moscow had

% Toronto G/obe and Ma// 19 January 1980 p 7.
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"% Toronto G/obe and Ma// 2‘l January 1880, p 5f
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mcreased in Canada as both the government and the COA backed the move. External
Affalrs anster Flora MacDonald asked the' COA to press for a'site change at the Lake
Placid 10C meetmgs scheduled for 8~ 12 February.!*® (Carter had requested the same of
the U'S,OCl; On 17 January COA President l?ound,'agreed to discuss a site chan‘ge during
the 10C meeting and suggested that a resolution to withdraw the Games from ,l\_/loscovv
was a distinct possibility. - | I ‘

However, Lord Killanin agam relterated his response to a venue switch pOSSlblllty
when, in absolutlon hestated it would be physucally lmpossmle to change the s:te Smce |
the 10C had a signed contract with Moscow that would cost millions to break it was
neither’ Iegal nor feasible.!" The I0C never wavered from thns posntuon.jf-* . _ -

A " The External AffairsDepartmen’t refused'to give in. It solicited /'/suppo/ from

other Western natlons to move the Games Japan West Germany; Mexnco and several

' NATO nations and Commonwealth countrles were approached by the Departmen’t_m It -

‘ seemed evident that Clark wanted to ayond a boycott if at all poss:ble

Response to the Amerlcan Threat oo L . "l* .
On 20 January Presudent Carter announced the USA's mtentlon to boyCOtt

3

Moscow if the USSR had not wuthdrawn |n one month‘s time. TheDCanadlan government
was |mmed|ately supportlve but |t was quoted as havmg problems with ltS Olymplc )

Commlttee 103 Pound was not supportmg the government posmon because the COA |
dnsagreed and probably because it was not forced to agree by the government Clark had
not employed enough pressure tactncs on the COA like Carter had with the USOC. ThlS '
7 allowed dlfferences of: opinion and a good amount of autonomy and ,crednblllty for the
COA " o | B
| Evidence of this was found in Clark's and Pound's responsesto Carter's plea. On -
| 21 January Clark repeated' his pref'erence for having Canadians in. the Olympics but added
" that he too endorsed a site change Pound however refused to endorse the Canadlan or
Amerucan stance. He said the COA would decide whether to partnclpate/when it received ~

' ' g

. 1% Toronto G/obe and Mail, 21 January 1980 p-t
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its invitation from the Internatlonal Orgamznng Committee.i** Generally, the Canadian
government supported the American government and the- COA supported the 10C.
The Clark Boycott Dects:on ‘ ‘ . m_

The possubrllty of a CanaLan boycott dramatlcally increased in the next few days.
After C Carter,deflned hls.-ultlmatum as a boycott if a site transfer did not occur,l°’ and '
sent a personal message to Clark urging his support, Clark shifted his stance behind that
of the USA's Pres:dent“"' On 25 January Clark stated that he had not ruled out the -
sending of troops to the Pers:an Gulf. in order to protect vrtal Canadlan nnterests He
was determlned to show the importance he attached to the area.- Clark then stated fo{ the
first time that he was prepared to seriously. con51der a boycott but for the tlme he was

still focusmg his energles on a site change.'” He also nndrcated that if necessary the

’ government could wnthdraw flnancnal support from the athletes and exert ‘other
! unspecufled pressures to keep them in Canada.’** For the first time, Clark hinted that the -

. government could take steps to pressure the, COA to agree with it

Clark was adamant about supportlng the USA. n donng so, he won some of hlS

best campa:gn crowd'reactlons by springing to Carter's side. Said Clark: "This is vno time

_for a Canadian leader to be confused who our real friends are."1%

'y change had occurred in Clark's platform. When the boycott‘ calls had started
several Weeks earlier, Clark had'been opposed As Canadian support and American
government pressure for a boycott grew Clark swntched his stance to favor a boycott ’
With the federal electlon only a few weeks away, he had llttle chonce but to comply.

~Two days later Clark completed hlS change in posmons On 27 January he.

, announced that Canada, follownng the example of’ the USA, would boycott the Games if

. the USSR dld not w1thdraw |ts troops from Afghanistan by 20 February 10 Howeve.

Canadlans could stlll not be certain of Canada's non— partlcnpatlon because the deadhne o

fell two days after the 18 February Canadlan federal electlon If there was a leadershlp

’ change at this time, Clark s decision would. be rendered powerless As Bruce Kidd, a . .

194 Toronto Globe-and Ma// 22 January 1980 pp 1-2

195 Toronto G/obe-and Mail, 23 January 1980, p.12.
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‘ professor of physical educatlon at the UnlverS|ty of Toronto aptly predicted: "by that .

time (20 February] Joe Clark will no longer be Prime Ministér, so his words wont have

the force of government behmd them."11! o SR ’ J o,

This was complicated by the stance taken by the Opposition leader, Trudeau
lnitially, the leeral party had criticized the use of the Olymplcs for polutlcal purposes.
Howevaer, ’after-chastizing ‘Clark' for‘ making a major decision during an election campaign
without consulting other leaders, Trudeau shifted his po_sition to say thata boycott would
be ineffective in isolation, but that he would SUpport on,e if other Western ‘and Third
World countnes jomed in. Trudeau stated: | L o

Canada's response . to the Sowet Union should be calculated to |mpress the'
Kremlin, not to win votes in a Canadian election. . . Every Canadian knows that

* - our boycott of the Olympics wull not by itself move one soldier or one truck |
- out of Afghanistan!? , |

Trudeau. defered any decnsaon untll the electnon was over, and he left hrmself open to
deciding on: elther partucnpatlon ora boycott Itis of mterest to note that earller Trudeau
had complalned that Clark as prlme mlmster had falled to support Washlngton in other
confhcts 33 Now he complamed when Clark had rushed to support the USA |
' Boycott Reactlons o R - [

The rmmednate reaction of some Canadlan athletes was not favorable Said dlver
Janet Nutter (who had come out of retlrement to traln for Moscow) -

What's going to prevent them from gomg back into Afghanistan the day after

the Games are over? Obviously the boycott.is not a long—term means- of
dealmg with the crisis, and if it isn't, why are we usmg lt?“‘ : v

Hrgh jumper Greg Joy had har sher words deciding to blame Ctark rlather than dlsagree
with the boycott Joy noted: B

- predtcted the move a week ago when President Carter started getting huge
public support for his boycott idea. lsn't it- obvrous Clark dec:ded this was a -
good polmcal idea for h|m7“5

Public suppor&ndlcated agreement with the Clark decnsnon and noted that the -
boycott would cause damage to the USSR F Slbley of Mnssnssauga in a letter to the.

:edrtor,noted. | T | A o /

wjpid. T |

m Toronto Globe and Ma// 30 January 1980 p.1.

m "To Boycott or Not to Boycott. . ., p.33.

w4 Toronto Globe and Mail, 28 January 1980, PP. 1= 2
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' To*'attend the Games in the face of the Russian invasion of Afghamstan wo
be tantamount to endorsement of their actions. A boycott, on the other han
will do enormous damage to their international propoganda machine. The f
Russian pebple have been keenly looking forward to the huge sports. -
spectacle. . *How will their masters explalr the snub?ii¢ . - \

& ' ﬁa ’ \\

explaining hss dlsagreament wnth the companson to the 1936 Olympacs Kidd suggested\

There is a sngmfacant dlfference &btween the present boycott campaign and
that directed against the 1936 Games in Germany. Today's boycott has been
[initiated by politicians who have rarely taken an interest in sport. The
pre-193 campaign was initiated by athletes and sports officials, in a

' response to Nazi atrocities in sport. the brutal suppression of all non-Nazi
sports organizations and. the murder and arrest of athletes and coaches who
dared to resnst ur. .

In comparnson to{the publlc support in the USA it seemed that Canadcar\s we/re not as
énthusnastlc about suppertlng their government probably because they were unsure. as to
ho would be Ieadmg 1:»/ | |

Addmonally, the dtsagreement between the government and the COA contlri'ued

~ Clark had met members of the COA before he announced his decnsuon (Carter had snmply

mailed the USOC a letter) and had asked them to convey the government s posmon at the

IOC Lake PIacrd meetm@s He stressed that not onIy should Canada. stand behind the USA.
gk
L [ opposung the USSR 8 dusrespect for human rlghts but that asa strong ally of the USA,

<
e N

should be very clear in lts posmon of support. _

COA Presndent Pound dnd not ummeduately agree w.th the effectiveness of the

:oycott and 'he stnll refused, to stport the government postn After the meeting with
1 :

Clark, Pound sard Lt was too early to say whether rthe assocnatnon would recommend a

ooycott at the IOC meetmg i, Eound remalned adamant about the autonomy of the

: assocnat:on and smce Clark had yet to drast|cally exert pressure agannst the COA, it

v 5

refused to support the government posmon HoWever by dnsmnssmg pressure tactlcs

r/,v,'\/“f S

* Clark was able to malntaln a‘ posmve relatlonshlp between the C.OA and the government

v|u§
*

By the end offJanuary, the fmal decusron on'a Canadlan boycott vvas stnll very

o much in doubt lf Clark won the electlon Canada would boycott the Moscow Olymplcs

‘ pendmg the approval of the COA |f Trudeau won, it was not known what would occur

|16 Toronto G/gpe and Ma// 1 February 1980, p.11. o o
W Toronto Globe and Mail, 26 January 1980, p.7. ‘
n Taronto G/obe and Ma// 28 January 1980, p.8

i
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“’.wever Bruce Kldd a,strong boycott opposer, offered an alternative point of vnew\ln

o



‘ / Slte Change Rejected e L ;-"

vl fwould host the Games“" S . e e

Clark‘s number one prlornty was stlll a s:te change for the Olymplcs By the end of
LR January the government haEl begun a study lnto the pos51blllty of Montreal actmg as a - '
""“host and Clark had decnded to present a bnef of the. fmdlngs at the lOC Lake PIacrd

-meetmgs Clark also stated the federal gvernment was wulhng to cover part of the costs s

9

B of holdmg some of the Olym ics in Montr a1 . e |

However the pOSSIblllty of a venue Shlft had been poorly accepted by sport ; :3

admmlstrators The IOC was stlll adamant about keepg}g the Games in. Moscow Only two ek
‘days before the Lake Placud meetlngs opened Lord Krllanm stated that although it would

? '}be erng to prejudge the declsnons of the commlttee he was certam that Moscow

" : . oo : ) _.‘ -

Lo

ol

S ’rellglous or economlc nature The 141 natlon assocuatlon (to Wthh nelther Canada nor the},

= USA belongeti) also voted to present the resolutlon at Lake Plactd 11

Proposals were submrtted b"y USQC Presndent Kane (to trans?er the Games) by the R

: Canadlan Mmlster of Fltness and Amateur. Sport Paproskl (to stage alternate "Free World e

: _-.i'Games" in the Montreal Wmdsor,area} and by the ANOC {to contlnue as planned) the IOC';’; c

i declmed to make any nmmedlate decusnon \wautmg lnstead to dISCUSS the matters S T o

By 12 February the IOC had made the decns:on that the Games would be held as

7,..

planned It had sgnoréd all suggestuons and had refused to succumb to the polrtlcal '
__pressures put upon it ln readmg the statement of approval for the MOSCOW snte whlch
was partlally prepared by the Canadlan member James Worrall Klllanln noted the IOC

'c0uld not solve the poTItlcal problems of the world and that the st%glng of the. Garﬁes m

e {
L Moscow was no‘ian endorsement of Sovaet forelgn poltcy 123 lronlcally that same IOC had

‘ L ordered the Taiw neses athletes lnel{glble to compete at l.ake Placnd because they had

N P ./ : . ‘«" 2T R > 2 : _‘ll_ d ._v,.. o
S ST L ERR A - '1' RN ‘ . R i e

...._._.__._._._.__._.__,_._......_
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v Nelw York Timess 6 February 1980, pA10.+ . B A RN

. ., Toronto Globe and Maily 9 Feébruary 1980, p. 16 SO AR
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Another sport body also vehemently re;ected movnng the sute The Assocmtlon oft;
L ‘ Natnor@blymplc Commlttees (ANOC) ata 5 February meetlng passed a resolutuon urgmg"’ N

. the lOC to re ject a sute change and to resnl,st any outslde pressures \whether of a polltlcal S



: 3 msnsted jon. usmg the same flag and anthem as the People s Republlc of Chmam

Both James Worrall and CQA Presrdent Pound supported the decnsnon of the IOC

even though they recogmzed that thls p aced them in dnrect conflnct wnth the stance of s

o 5 the Canadxan government Wlth the federal electlon less than a week away lt was
\ ‘
' understandable that these sport admlnlstrators dld not feel CO('npelled to support thelr
/

. government’ el E e L

co The Federal Election - S o ‘ x _
» _' The only real effect the change of government had on Canadas boycott stance -
: ‘was to delayéhe mevutable decusnon and cause dqubt to hnger for‘a greater perlod of i
IR

X . : co - B»x

- : ¥ Joe Clark supported a boycott He had Jomed Jlmmy Carter in settnng a 20
' February deadllne for the Sovnet w‘lthdrawal from Afghamstan m order to av01d a
| Canadlan boycott Conversely Trudeau was m no hurry to make a decnsron He charged

»

ék\ . Clark W|th electloneermg for. settlng the deadlme and suggested |t would be better to
e have the Western allles jOIl‘l ina concerted protest effortm» B ‘ “_ ' '

B Clark remalned adamant about hlS posltlon After the lOC vote |n Lake Placnd

»Lwhere members agreed to proceed wuth the Games Clark announced hlS dlssatlsfactlon 9-_' ,' e

‘; wuth the outcome He added that a Conservatlve government would wuthhold fmanc:al i

- support for the COA |f it perslsted ‘on followmg tlge lOC decusnon Clark stated he would W‘

.:

ask Canadlan athletes to boycﬂott Mosoow lff' So,glet troops remamed m Afghamstan on 20
o Clark was not allowed the opportunlty to honor his threat On 18 February Plerre
T Trudeau and the leerals won a ma;orlty government and Clark was relegated to the

o posmon of Leader of the Opposmon The flnala count gave the leerals 146 s@s the
Progresswe Conservatnves 103 and the New Democratlc Party 32. On 20 February Clark
' held hlS last cablnet meetmg lnstead of consoderlng a boycott of the Olymplcs as had '
: been orlgmally planned the Cabmet mstead dlSCUSSBd the transmon of power and the
- : fallures of the electnon campalgn127 As had been accurately predlcted by 20 February B

N : .
R _ y \ t
Clark dvd not have the governmental power to carry out his proposal L PP S

S Hal. Qumn "Look Back In Anguush" Mac/eans 25, February 1980 p38 o RESURE T
R 18 Toronto G/obe and Mail, 9 -Feébruary. 1980, p. 17 L : Rt R L
.o s Edmonton Journal, 14 February: 1980, p.ATO. . L iJ TN R A A Bl
SRR C Toronto G/obe and Ma// 20 February 1980 pp 1 2 N




The Canadlan boycott posntnonwas_put very much in doubt. Durmg the electron S
‘ campangn rudeau had been much Iess supportlve of the USA than had Clark and he :
| mdlcated stronger mdependence from the USA to be hus party s posntnon Trudeau had / /
contlnually modlfned hlS stance reactlng to the pohtucal chmate unt:l he fmally gave | ‘_ vt
quahf% support to a Canadlan boycott on 29 January m Trudeau mamtamed the posutlon
* rlght up to electuon day that only an mternatlonal boycott would be worthwhlle _ ‘
The initial two weeks after the electlon were filled wuth the transmon of power

and the Cablnet selectuon A decuslon on the Olympucs was not deemed a major prlorlty

However even at thls t|me D:ck Pound felt he was flghtlng a losmg battle when he stated

L Q "no Western natlon mcludlng Canada, can wuthstand mountlng us pressure t support the S

boycott”129 Because Canada now had a long term government |t was only I glcal for the

USA to begln to apply pressure for boycott support

Trudeau Delays Declslon o B St L [, - |
The furst boycott mformatlon from the leeral government was recelved on 4 .
March A spokesman for the External Affalrs Department saud any ;decnswn would be
postponed untnl the end of May becaus;e the deadline for acceptlng the mvutat;on to . '\-;\“‘: =
Moscow was not. untul 24 May The newly appomted mlmster for the department Mark é' T
MacGulgan (who hag replaced Flora MacDonald) explamed a specnﬂc date could not be o ¥
- glven because he had yet to dISCUSS the matter wnth Trudeau He relterated that Canada
plannedgt see how support for a boycott evolved before commlttlng ltself one way or

v

another 13“ The news was greeted wnth optlmnsm from Moscow The deputy chlef of the
i § v

Sovret Olymplc press department Herman Vladlm:rov was quoted -as saymg / l heard that "
Kullanln has recelved some pOSlthG news from Canada mlthe Iast 10 days"m Evndently

\ some Muscovutes w:shed the Canadlans to attend : _ | ‘ a
” By 19 March after consultatlon w:th Trudeau MacGulgan announced an earher

date for a boycott dec:snon Whlle relteratmg that Canada was |n contact wuth other o

> _CBUH{’IGS about boycottnng he suggest“ed the government would reach a decusmn by the
. J

latter part of Aprll Macngan mdlcated that the USA had not done enough consultat:on

s Edmonton Journa/ 30 January 1980 pA18 R R P TR
"1 Toronto Globe and Mail, 22 February 1980, p1 R S S AITE B

- 1 £dmonton Journal, 5 March 1980, pA14 R AR O RSP TR
ik Edmonton Journa/ 13 March 1980 pA2 R S L T e




prlor to lts decusuon and ‘that Canada was attemptlng to make up for that lapse132

Aot
Q
LY

-“COAVotestoAttend TR . .

Because of governmental mdemsnveness and lack of pressure the COA acted on’

‘its own and demonstrated |ts autonomy from the government On 26 March Pound

- explalned the COA could act lndependently because it had enough money to send a team

to Moscow thhout federal as5|stance Under an agreement with the COA, a group called o

'4 the Olymplc Trust (OT) was requured to ralse and admlnlster all the fmanc:al requnrements

4

L of the COA The group made up of mfluentlal Canadlan busmessmen had ralsed over 0

‘ 90% of |ts ob jectlve Wnlly Halder, Pres:dent of the Olymplc Trust Fund sald that by 27

o March ‘the Trust had accumulated enough money to cover the costs of sendmg a. Canadnan, :

T wnthholdlng fmanc:al assustance seemed to boVOld f_,' i - . f"‘ ’

L Thns was not delnvered as an ultumatum The COA expressed :ts wtshes to attend but had

! 'viteam to Moscow The budget for the Games was quoted at 1 67 mllllon dollars and the '

2 ,‘“Olymplc Trust had already ralsed 3 mlllnon dollars “3 Any threat of the government

4

' The COA reacted to th|s re\/elat' i nckly Only four days later on 30 March the -

, z ro Gsition that the burden of Canada s response
ST 1o the present interpati®nal- situation be borne primarily by Canadian Olympic.. - -
. athletes and that, /h the. absénce of amuch broader Canadian government:

response to’ t z \mternatlonal situation, the COA confirms its resolve to accept el
the invitation. gartnc:pate inthe 1980 Olymplc Games wuthm the tlme I:rmt EEREI N
, -;‘-provn - in the Iymplc charter 1340 0 , s e T

:
3

_ .not yet formally accepted the lnwtatlon Pound explalned that out of courtesy to the "”

'_"government the COA would not respond until lt had met w1th Trudeau Macngan and/or o

S Sport Mmlster Gerald Regan The COA further added that at lts annual meetnng on 26

! Aprll a workshop would be held mvolvmg two athletes from each of the 27 summer and

’wmter sports allowmg a forum for athletes to vnew their bchott feelungs s

Reflectmg the posvtlve relatlonshlp between the COA and the government the

- resolutlon was couched m dlplomatlc language 136 The COA probably made a: decusnon for

, | two reasons Flrst it may have wanted to put pressure on the government to make an :
T e e s e e 55 e o e - M-r-——-, .

- wEdmonton. JouFnal, 20 March pA2 o e T

. w Edmonton Journal, 28 March 1980, p.A8..
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. o

E);pressmg the feehngs of the USA on Canada s mdecusnveness about the boycott Byrd |

Rephed Kltson Vlncent T R A ‘, _ T

|mmed|ate decnson Second the COA was scheduled to meet government off:cnals on2

Apnl and probably felt |ts case would appear ‘much stronger if a sound mandate was

¢

presented

. .
wo

‘The COA deCtsuon was calmly receuved by the government Sport Mmlster Gerald

2t

Sw . '

Regan who had replaced Steve Paproskt stated S Ly

. the Olymplc Assocratnon is totally within its rnghts to ‘make the decision to
L send a team to Moscow. . . If the Government does decide to participate. in the -.
" boycott, all we can'dois ask the COA to abide by-our decision..."and | am" ]
, confldent that, if that should happen the COA would serlously reconsnder its '
. position.!¥? , B , :

At Ieast one other Canadian”c:itizenfelt the government was procrast'inat"ing 'ih"
reachlng a dec:suon thson Vmcent took out a fuII page advertlsement m the G/obe and

.

Ma// to respond to remarks made by Amerlcan Senate Majorlty L@er Robert Byrd

It almost ma s me vomlt 1o thnnk O the hummmg and hawmg the vacnllatrng
- the, waiting-and seeing. Its just’ beyortd me why our. alhes cannot ‘see the L
' Pruncxple involved here " . , ; S

Mr-'

% want to assure you that many ordtpary Canadlans are outraged at the L
: stance of the Trudeau.government I"am one of them, andjl will ot It the
government speak for-me on the profound mora). |s5uesﬁthat underiie the
Olympic boycott. ... | want you to know that across the northern half of thns :

&n

u"- contlnent many of us solldly support a. boycottm ET R v g

The government's stance was that |t was snmply trymg to gather enough support to make '

/

a boycott worthwhﬂe '

Interestun \y the COA announcement came only one week after the Brmsh

Otymplc Assocnatl n re Jected Prlme M”mlster Margaret Thatcher s request fora boycott N

and voted to acc _ t Moscows nnvrtatron World support for the boycott had suggested a

shnft inits posutnon toward part|c1pat|on and the COA were qunck to take advantage of B

i

thls ) |

Olymplc Trust Pressure i » oy S _
' Although the government reactnon was patromzmg the OT reactlon was an

outnght threat On 3 March Canadas Otymbnc chef de mlssmn Dennls Whltaker vowed

_..—__.—..—_.____.—._.._..—_ .

to personally boycott the Games and warned that as a Iast resort the OT Fund could

7 Toronto Globe and Mail, 1 Apnl IQS’O p49 ‘ .

138 7oronto G/obe and Mail, 12 Aprll 1980 p3

.
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- refuse to release its money to the team. Whltaker who had cast the lone dlssentmg vote:

at the COA meatlng had presented a motlon at that meetlng unanlmousty endorsed by the
" Trust's executuve (of whlch he was a Dlrector) requestmg the COA to. join the USA in.
boycottlng Moscow The motlon was defeated 25- 5,139 o

The COA had erred in Votlng agalnst the oT motion. Smce the OT controlled the
COA's pursestrmgs it held a great deal of power The 0T, comprlsed of mfluentual

Canadlan busmessmen many of whom work for* Amerlcan-based corporatlons reported e
Ml I

" that most corporate donors were opposed to havmg contr:butuons finance Moscow

s

1 Toronto Globe and Mail, 1 'i'l:.18‘80; p.49;_ ‘ ST AR
“180 |bld L o‘ . : o T » R o . i o
D 10 Ibid. T P o EERICTER .‘. AR ST e

- W2Toronto G/obe and Mail, 2 April- 1980 p33
e Geof; Ellipt, personal mtervuew Wlth author 22 July 1982 Edmonton Alberta

the gov : rnment to support a boycott it could avond open warfare W|th the COA Trust -

presndent Halder explalned thls reasonmg saylng

|f the Canadlan Government said. you dont go and the ge e Ub|IC said’ y0u
“don't. go.-it would be.very dlfflcult for us to spend thesé unds on:sending an
Olymplc team ta-Moscow. . . If the Government and the citigens of Canada sald
dont go. o feel the COA would comply under those condmons I ORTRL L

Geoff Elhott then Executlve Dlrector of the Canadlan@rack and Fneld Assocuatlon “ SRR

emphasnzed the powens of the OT Said Elliott:’ N _ :
7 the polmcal prggsures that the’ Olympnc Trust can put on the Government e
are very hlgh R the lympic: Trust . . [has] a pretty-strong lobby'in Ottawa and -
hold some very influential controls over some of-the polltlcal demslons that

care. made, partlcularly related to sport REL NI v :

: However at. least two cuttzens became mcensed at the tactucs used by the OT to

get the COA to comply wnth ltS boycott wleh Jean and Peter Martln of Agmcourt Ontaruo

____._.____.___.._..._—.__.



ina |etter to the edltor stated: S o ‘
We are gettmg irritated by the campalgns of wealthy individuals and : '

- businesses, mainly US-based, who are trying to prevent our young athletes.
going to the Olymplcs Its about-time we stopped expectlng our young people

]

The Government and COA React ‘
The OT reactlon along with governmental pressures worked to get the COA to
" retreat from its Moscow stance After the 2. April meetlng with Mark MacGungan and
'l 't ’Gerald Regan ‘Dick Pound and James Worrall said they had told the two cabinet ministers
) to make a dec|S|on on whether the athletes snould co®pete 1s Pound, said that the COA
" wou/d then reconszder its posmon and do whatever the Government to/d /t to do with

*regard to the boycott 1, Regan and MacGungan replled that the government was still trymg

to determlne rf there was’ enough world- wude support to make a boycott an. effectlve
protest and that a dems:on would be made before the end of the, r‘(:onth

" Even th0ugh world support for a boyoott had decreased e\lt:dence of pUb|lC and

-q”s&“»}l

. gove‘r"n'ment sup“port in Canada had increased. A pressure group ca’dfgd the Natlonal
.'szens Coalmon reported that more than 2, 600 Canadlans malled in coupons from its
',newspaper advertlsements regardmg the Olymplc sﬂuatnon It noted that more than 95%

of the responses were ln favor of a Canadlan boycott“7 Letters to the edltor wereof,a
_ 4 S Sy '
. favorlng a boycott JK Strlbmy of Edmonton wrote: . e
g F 4 ) ’
[the loc refusal to. transfer the Games] does not leave us any alternatuve but to
‘boycott the Games, organized by a government which is-gurrently. engaged
m“? terrible genocude of a small but courageous natlon 14 .

' a‘ o ‘ Even Premler Wllllam Davls of. Ontarlo expressed hlS support for a boycott when he

urged Ontarlans to show who y0ur frlends are and the prmcnples on Wthh you stand e

',f/‘ .

The events of thls period seemed to be the turnmg pomt for the boycott dec»snon

]

The OT had the legal rlght to- refuse the COA ‘its' 1.7 million: dollar pledge Thls probably

. SR

o left the COA feehng it had no chouce but to comply to the mcreased publlc and. _
fgovernmental pressure The USA began to pressure Canada for lts support Because the '

OT the USA and the Canadlan publlc wanted a boycott and because the COA was no

14 Toronto G/obe and Ma// 23 Aprll 1980 P.6.
. .13 Edmonton Journal, 2 April 1980, pA15. .

e Toronto G/obe and Maijl, 3 Apnl 1980 p 51-. S
Jdbid. B R

RRLL Edmom‘on Journal SAprll 1980 p5 AR B - DO

o ' Toronto Globe and Mail, 14 Apnl 1980, p4.. - e

to pay the prlce for old men’s foliies. . 14 _ _ } - . :' , <



N i RS . . .
longer a threatenmg or potentially embarrassing force, it seemed mevntable thdt the
governmrght would vote to boycott the Olymplcs | ‘ i ]
On 12 April the USOC had voted to boycott the Games. After thns ruling, which
o made the USA boycott offrcaal it was expected that Canada would bow to pressure from. -
A the Amerucan presndency and support a boycott. Canadlan Olymplc 0fflCl8|$ held llttle ‘
Q‘l hope that the government could resist the Amerlcan pressure even if Ottawa wanted to
. o ; send a team to Moscow It had become a totally polmcal decision, and Carter had forced
- Canada to choose sides. Wally Halder of the oT sald the chances of Canada going to

Moscow were dummlshlng every day, and James Worrall added’ that the COA’ would

probably bow to the pressure exerted by the OT and USOC vote. s

The new leeral government offucnally opened lts parliamentary sessnon on. 14

-~ April Joe Clark called on the government to make an early decnsnon on the boycott gy
@
sutuatlon However MacGungan replied that the- decnsron would be delayed unt|I he

conferred with other foreugn mlnlsters at the anbab@@e mdependence ceremonies Iater

: (-. -

in the week.! e IR o
The delay dtsappomted the: Conservatlves and they questnoned Trudeau on the o
boycott the next day. Speakmg in the House of Commons Trudeau rephed

It doesnt take much courage- Just o aninounce that you re going to boycott the
Olymplcs and it wouldn't have much effect either on the presence of Soviet -
troops in Afghanistan. It is perhaps a much more dif ficult policy to insure that -
this united front of nations: .. be maintained in as large a posutuon as p053|ble
and that is what we're. worklng on.1s? ‘ _

‘By 18 Aprll Trudeau had given a more deflnlte deacline. He announced the federal .

4

government w’szuld make pubhc lts boycott posrtlon before the COA met for |ts annual
--,:,”‘ / meeting on 26 Aprul Trudeau reported He' was stlll waiting for MacGuugan to report from

Zimbabwe on Canada s efforts to build a consensus on-the boycott among the natlons

o .

ST theretss, .
b

ThIS may have been part of the reason, but itis also mterestlng to note that the

Amerlcan Secretary of State Cyrus Vance was scheduled o visit on 23 Aprll anda -

: spokesman for .the Prlme Mmrster admltted Vance was pressurlng" Canada to Jom the -

-

150 Edmonton Journa/ 14 April 1980 p 12, o PR :
151 Edmonton Journal, 15 April 1980, p.A8. - Lo
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1ss Toronto G/obe and Ma/l 19 Aprll 1980 pp 1 2.,
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'you to come along, there lS not much you can do."15s L . \

-on 22 April, MacGu:{g;g announced that the USSR action in Afghanistan ma e it |

convmced through extensnve conSultatlons with. Western and Thlrd World countries that

- however. - .. R o -

- decnslon and the r:ght one."1s? Vance honored his commlttment and met government - |

j its annual meetlng not as a gesture to Vance 134 Trudeau had f:nally made h|s dec:slon but,

: because he had been forced to choose sides; l{t was entlrely dlfferent from ‘the one he -

79

boycott 14 if Canada was planning to boycott it would appear much better if the decision
was announced before Vance's visit, rather than afterward. lf Trudeau announced his
decusron past 23 April, it would be mterpreted as succumblng t Amerlcan pressure,

rather than maklng an lndependent decnsuon ,

The COA‘s Pound probably agreed with this when he stated\< was lnewtable that
Canadarwould bow to the pressure of the USA and announce suppo t for a boycott on
22 Aprll Said Pound I think the bottom ling is that when your southern nelghbour asks

\:

Pound s statement was completely accurate. Speakmg in the Houonf Commons

Tep

completely lnapproprlate to. hold the Games m Moscow and that the government would

.1 'S)‘

' boycott tpe Ggmes in retallatlon for"the mvasnon Takmg a strnkmgly dlfferent stance from
: the"USA MacGulgan added that the government would not use coercion, such as\selzmg

" passports or mterfermg WIthjorelgn travel to keep individuals from competlng, but

)

noted "if Canadlan athletes’fpanéuc:pate in Moscow they will do so wuthout the moral aﬁ .

i
, fmancnal support of the government of Canada "136 I an effort to convmce the public t

N
it was a non pressured decision, MacGungan repeated that the governrnent had been AN

\

enough international support exlsted for-an effectlve boycott He was not specmf:

4y

The USA State lfépartment was pleased land probably reheved) by the

<

announcement lt greeted the " dec:suon as "excellent news. . we feel it is a courageous

offlmals the next day

Trudeau and Machgan msnsted the dec:suon was made to comcnde with the West k

German boycott annoucement and to allow the COA an offncnal government mandate at

-

154- Edmonton Journal, 19 Aprll 1980 ppA1 A3

HSJbld _

15¢ Toronto Globe and Ma// 23 Aprll 1980 pp.1-2. L S :
¥ |bid, p.2. - L

.1 Hal Qulnn ”A dlrty mtrlgue heats up" Mac/eans 5 May 1980 p39
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had initially advocated. -

L]

- The COA Vote.

Iv_t.bwasv now up to the COA to make the boycott decision official. In an-

unprecedented move the athletes were invited to give a pr'esentation at the COA meeting.

Lol :

' The general feelings of the athletes was probably summed up best by rower Larry.

W{)ods in a letter to the':G‘/obe and Mail. Wrote Woods:

. The pf%lem_ today is that, four years ago, many athletes decided. that the

- price [tS become an Olympian} while steep, was worth it. Each decided to pay
this price just for the chance to own that mind-blowing, spine-tingling
moment in time when he might march in Canada's colors, proudly into-the
Olympic stadium, his country's favorite son if only for a moment, to test -
himself dgainst the best. R ’ , ‘

, Every Canadian Olympic athlete would immediately relinquish his Olympic,
aspiration if he thought a boycott would make a significant difference, or if he
looked around him and saw other Canadians making similar sacrifices. When

-such is not the case, he might be forgiven his belief that his presence at the
Games, particularly a vociferous vocal presence that sought-to raise the
‘Russian and world consciousness with respect to his feelings about - .
Afghanistan, might be more.appropriate than an ill~conceived and partial
boycottlﬁ ) . : ’ o C . . T

The feelingvs'w‘e‘re reflected in'both th% athletes’ vote and their présentation to the COA. ‘

~ Twenty-four éthletes from nineteen sports tstrangely including wi.nt’er sports aso

“well as summer ones) met for two &ays ‘to formulate their presentation to the COA. After -

~an initial vote of 13 ,fQ"7 against the boycott, the athletes prepared a ‘brief.l’60 It was -

presente"d at the COA meeting on 27 Apﬁl and its basic focus was reported in_the' S

IR

: follbwi'ng two palgzagr'aphs:

, The"govern'mén't stated in a comr",nunique:dat'ed April 23, 1980 that "we S
believe the strongest possible stance must be taken against the USSR's action
" and its refusal to withdraw”. To date, Canadian athletes fail to see the .
execution of government policies that are consistent with the stated
-seriousness of USSR's actions. R ' : ‘
. . . . " \ . )
Based on our"understanding of the government's position &n the boycott issue
at this time, a 2/3 majority are against boycotting the Moscow Olympics. If the
. strength and consistency which we feel should be part of our government's
. boyCott position, both here at home and abroad, were in avidence along the
lines of this brief, then a majority wouid sdpport a boycott stand.1s - ,
. ' . . S . - . . \ . . ' . \»
After the presenthtion the COA held-a secret ballot vote on the boycott proposal.
If the athletes’ presentation had an effect on the COA. it-was not reflected in the vote. On

27'Apfil the COA voted to boycott the Moscow blyiﬁpic Games by a count of 1§7 to.

. 35. The :official resolution passé’d by the COA stated:

159 Toronto G/obe and Mail, 25 March 1 980, P;7. ) ST
1€ "Minutes of a Meeting of Canadian Athletes”, Montreal, 26 April 1980, p.2.. =
! "Athletes Presentation to the COA Annual Meeting”, Montreal, 26 April 1980, pp.1-2.

. . Ty



the followmg statement L T

> N . c
‘| 4
THAT because of the current mternatlonal sntuatnon it would not be .
appropriate for Canadian athletes to participate in the Games of the XXII
Olympiad and that in this regard the Canadian Olympic Association takes note
of the advice of the Government of Canada that partncrpatlon would be
contrary to the national interest; _ o
THAT accordlngly the Canadlan Olympic Assocnatnon wall not accept the
" invitation to partncrpate in the Games of the XXl Olympiad;

THAT the Canadian Olympic Assocnatlon notes with concern the fact that as a
result of this decision, Canadian Olympic athletes appear to bear the principle
consequences arising out of the current’ international situation. 162

- It was not a surprising decision. Pound had, stated three weeks earlier‘that the

COA would comply with the wishes of the government Smce that tlme he and other

'offlmals had made repeated statements emphaslzung the pressure placed on the COA m

an effort to shift the accountabullty to Trudeau. Wlthout making an outright statement, the

| CCA had intimated that there was nothing‘lt could do, so no one could place theblame on

o 5 -
B3 ~J B

lt Rather the COA appeared to be. sollcmng s‘mpathy for its posmon .
: : 0
In a noble and respect\fur g% the athletes accepted the decrsron and lssued

. L L
ln the view, of the boycott support by the COA the athletes wish to assure the
C@A and others that we accegt the decision, albeit sadly. In doing so, we wjsh
to reiterate the views of our brief in the hope that the boycott will be
meaningful in the cause of world peace the Olymplc movement and tif

athietes of our‘countr‘y 163 v

Epllogue o S o _ . \fﬁ?

' #
The XXIl Summer Olympics took place in Moscow between 19 July and 3 August L

. 1980. The boycott was historically noted when IoC Presrdent Klllahm altered the openmg

\

address to accomodate its impact. Klllanm announced

[l welcome] all athletes especially those who showed their complete
independence to travel and compete despite pressures on them.!¢4

Durlng the runnlng of the Games Amerucan Pres:dent Carter held his own ,

©_ ceremony. to document his percelved impact of the boycott. At an Olymplc trlbute held in.
»Washlngton durlng the second week of the Games attended by 380 Olympnc athletes '

. _‘Carter said: "t is np exaggeratlon to say that you have done more to uphold the Olymplc i

|dealvthan any-other group of athletes in our history."es  * =

R T

12 "Canadian Olymplc Assoc:atlon Resolutlon“ 27 April 1980 p. 2 : ' A

| 16 " Athletes Presentation t#the COA Annual Mesting”, Montreal, 26. Aprll 1980 p-2.
164 Diane K. Shah, "Olympics, ‘Soviet Style”, Newsweek, 28 July 1980, p.52.
165 Stephen Smith, "A Warsaw Pact Plcmc” T/me 11 August 1880, p.28. ’

..
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The fmal boycott tally had 62 nations withdraw, mcludlng .Canada, the USA West
Germany and Japan, the most ever that have refused to partucupa e. Fewer than 6 000
athistes participated, half of the expected number, and only one- hird of the expected
300,000 tourists showed up Elghty;one nations c_om'peted (the | west turn—out slnce
the 1956 Melbourne Games which attracted only. 67) and 16 of these refused to carry i
- their national tlags during'the opening ceremonies. In this mute protest against ’thce\ Afghan
invasion, eight .-eft their teams'in,the 'Olympic village; seven were rllsprese‘nted, by Games
functlonaries;- and Dick Palmer, secretary of the British Olympic Aj‘sociation,‘Was Great
Britaln's sole marcher. Signtficantly' the 17 athletes who combrlsed the Afghan team
receaved one of the louder ovatlons of the opening. ceremonles ‘“
. Canad:an sport admnmstrators rationalized theur part in the boycott from a Y
d:fferent perspectlve suggestmg it saved the natnon consnderable embarrassment A
Sport Canada offucual commented on the poss;blluty of :mprovmg Canada's medal count of
11 (flve silver and six bronze) from Montreal and suggested Canada would not have done
-nearly as well (poss:bly two gold and a chance. for three to fuve s:lver and bronze) “In the

. . . : B \
end, Canadas Olympuc pullout may [have beentl a face saver."1¢7  ° ' B \

H]

However the success of the boycott itself ‘was a difficult matter to determine;

'VYhether the Moscow Games were a deflant vuctory Qr an embarrassing fallure depends \

on who was Judglng The official Moscow line announced that the Games were a success \ :

but the USA insisted the bo.ycott worked.1¢ Subjectlvely it is dnffncult to measure the\ a

\
achlevements of the Games and/or the boycott However there was one ob jectlve a

'mdlcator that demonstrated what the boycott failed to achueve At the tlme of th%ames

g ._'the USSR had not removed |ts troops from Afghamstan

IS e . o . ' }

166 Ron Firmite, "Only the Bears were Bullish”, Sports ///ustrated 28 July 1980 p 12
167 Andy -Shaw, "The Games People Don't: Play” Maclean’s, 28 July 1980, p.12. T
163 Kelth Charles, "A City Under Seige"., Mac/ean’s; 4 August 198 ) p 27 A
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Date

24-31 December, 1979 .

28

30

c o

2 January, 1980

1

Figure 1: Summary of Important Events

3 . : *

Event

Invasion of Afghanistan by the USSR

Carter telexes Brezhnev with mmal
request for troop wrthdrawal

Rolf Pauls, West German ambassador -

to the UN suggests boycotting the
Moscow Olympics .~

James Worrall, Canada s IOC member
says the government never "put
'pressure on the COA"

Carter administration officials say the
boycott is.not a pnorlty matter

Clark says he is opposed to a boycott

‘because it would have "no practical
effect“ in Afghamstan

SR Carter threatens to w:thdraw from the.

N R © Moscow Olympics

Dick Pound COA President, says the
SR -, COA wauld defy a government decree
v . . ‘toboycott the ames}b o

o o Clark suggests that Canada would
T consider hosting’ theﬁames

UN votes 104 to.. 18 to™ strongly
( ' deplore" the Afghan mvasuoh

. Canada revokes sports exchange
“protocol agreement with USSR

Carter ann0unces a one month
deadline for withdrawal of Seviet
troops or he will. advocate that the -
n, Games be moved, cancelled or
. postponed .

Clark declares for the ﬁrst time he
was seriously considering a boycott

"“and a withdrawal of flnanmal support e

for. the COA

- Clark announces he wxll follow the -
- February 20 deadline and offer’s full '
, suppd?ti for a boycott " - '

The IOC votes tore Ject any snte
change cancellatlon or: postponement
A\
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18 July; to 3 August

,,,,,

~. The COA votes 137 35to b ,ycott
- the Moscow Games. N

| The daadlune p

.. Moscow Olympic's -

‘. group votes '13-7 to oppose a

The Olymplc Games are hel

. Tfude 1 ahd the leerals win the '

al@lection;Trudeau refuses to

" advogati ‘anthﬁr*slde of the boycott L
A -lssua Y e

éand Carter v T

announces an American boycott of the

Trudeau delays a decusnon untal the end

of May /

s N
Eoy / .

Mark MacGulgan says a dectsnon will
_be reached by the end of April

~ The COA votes to attend Moscow buit
" witholds formal acceptance until talks

with the. government are completa

" The Olympuc Trust threatens to withold _,'

1.7 million dollars in donat;ons to the
COA -

~.Pound and Worrail meet wnth

MacGuigan:and Regan and announce '

the- COA will follow the goverments A

lead . ,\\ —_—

@

- USOC votes: 1 604 to 797 to boycott

the Moscow‘ Games

e

The new parh mentary sessuon opens R

Machgan announoes the- Canadian,

- government \ill boycott Moscow but
- will not.use: ooercvve tactlcs on the
' athletés [ o

The Canadlan athletes repre‘senvétaye

boycott ‘

Bl

in AT

Moscow. Slxty two natlon boycott f o

and 8 1 attend
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o USA Implement \,. R

o surprlsmg was that |t turned mto wrtually the only response L '; : : S \

PR lV.lDISCUSSlQl!'\ ‘
| e T T ) X

DR G An Analysis of-"t‘hel American Boycott “\j S

y ' -
- . /
d

Exhlbmng a consnstency wnth the prevnous Modern Olympncs Games (deta%led in’
Chap?erTwo) the Moscow .Games e\merged asa partlal reflectlon {:? thf present world .
structure The mva3|on ot vafghaﬁustan by the LlSSRprompted a Moscow Washmgton .
clash Wthh added tc»the alreadyy coot rel’atlons between the MBSR and the USA :

pd

Obvnously the refusal of the Amerlca,h government to aIIow |ts athletes to attend the S

lt was not surpnsmg that the Carter\admlmstratlon called for a boycott as a » ,‘ : »
pumshment agalnst the USSR Not bnly have %e Olymplcs evolved unto a hlghly vrsnble S ‘: e
polmcal event but Carter s acceptance of a boycott as a polmcal tool was demonstrated =
when he lmplemented |t in 1978 agamst the USSR it seemed evrdent that Carter had the o

boycott idea: lmplanted in h|s mlnd long before the Afghanlstan mvasuon What was :

The boycott was lntroduced as part of a package of retahatory measures but |t

,soon became the one that gathered the most publlc support Thxs occurred for a varlety

: of reasons Flrst because the boycott would ev&ntually cause only the Olymplc athletes

to make a sacr\frce ~this’ made much of the remamder of the Amerlcfn publlc wnhng to

support a sanctuon that would not\personally affect them Second the boycott was the

B strong challenge for renommatnon as the Democratlc pres:dentlal candldate CJter may

L

' most visible and Ieast expensnve of the sanctlons Thll"d and possnbly most lmportant ‘: f e

because Carter had experlenced success w:th the boycott threat prevuously and because ‘ B

:_ there was lnltlal publlc agreement admamstratuon off:crals qunckly fostered support of a

boycott and thls in turn caused many Amerxcans to Lom the majorlty oplﬁron _‘ e ~_‘

. B AN
The publlc support was too great for the presrdent to lgnore Because he faced a i S

ey

o

~

have been attracted by the opportunlty to lmplement a sanctlonsthat not only carrled ot . '

pubhc accordance but that he had already had success WIth ' '; : R

However rather than explomng the mntnal wave of Amerlcan support by lssulng a

government order to boycott Carter mstead chose to lnmally respect the authorlty of the

]



RR -_venture ’

B fsubsequent delay caused enthusuasm to decrease in many c‘_ ntr"”,

l,.

. ‘ ‘ f

: OffICIal decnslon untll Aprll proved dlsastrous in the camgalgn for global suppo‘rt For
\ t\_'m{governments wuth each passmg day\the urgency 6 respond to the mVasuon ’

became less. paramount and enthusuasm war& There was slmply too much time between ’

: the mvasnon and the Games wuth too many natlonal mterests mvolved for an; lnternatlonal
response to remaln strongl IR B ' “ .
- The delay also allowepl the lOC to effectlvely counter the threat by refusmg to
alter the contract awarded to Mospow for the Games Thls actlon enabled theNSSR to :
i guarantee that c_ untrles could paptlcupate in’ the Games Carter could not match thls for

" he. would not guarante ¥ that boycottlng countrles would be mvolved in a successful

¥

e The Fmal Verdlct ' B - "‘

Although the boycott gathered strong support m the USA lt dld not galn

>

B 'Ti"overwhe/m/ng support worldwnde as ewdenced by the Moscow turnout ThlS was-

, partlally due to the resolutlon by Carter to allow the USOC to make the fmal demsron The

'and other matters

“took: prlorlty over the boycott PosSIblythe'b\gges“t problem wath the boycott pos:tlon/ : .
: ?,was Cartecs apparent lack ot 'hlstorlcal analySls and understandlng of the. Modern
Olymplc Games The Presudent dld not seem to correctly mterpret the global xmportance

& of the: Games or the |mmense prlcle held by the lole} and the- NOC s in thelr autonomous"':‘ 7
. f{"' '_"posmons The lrrevocable nature of the boycott threat along wnth the pressure tactncs o

'_"-‘lapplled to both the IOC and the USOC ultlmately made the dlfference between\ the ‘_

boycott belng a’ resoundmg success a quallfled" one, or a "fallure

o . The Carter proc.ess desngned to retallate agalnst a commumst coup was |tself

TN;

i ,'undemocratlc The athletes whlle bemg forced to stay home were used as pawns in-

e Carter s forelgn pollcy program Addltlonally the lrrevocable/ nature of the éposntlon wés

' unreasonable for lt denled any possnblllty of a solutlon

Underneath the sentlments of Carter appeared to be a lack\of\hlstorlcal analysus

1 Richard Espy, Thé. o//t/cs of. the O/ mp/c Games (Los An eles Umversuty ot Callfornla" B
PY.:. Y 9 o

Press 1981) p 193

‘/"

e
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£ : v h ’ k
? achieved’its'desired goal in the‘ hlstory of jtheu Modern Olymptc"Ggmgg,, : ‘ .
: .- | o P L An Analysus of the Canadran Boycott : '
o Factors Affectmg the DBGISIon L ~f ‘ | .' . ' o 2
. o ‘;v o The prestlge and glory avallable through Olymplc partrcrpatnon was a ma;or

: condmon for many nations in reachmg thelr boycott decusuon but thls was not the case . °
.for Canada There was a unnqueness to the factors Wthh confronted Canada in |ts ’
. . bo/yco\tt determmatlon malnly due to lts geopohtrcal locataon wrth respect to the USA

Geographloally, Canada is sntuated alongs:de, the USA No other natlon comes in

e

'dlrect contact vvlth Canada s, borders Thls—excluswe proxnmrty to the USA contubutes toa. ;f o

.

’ much greater feelmg\o{ closeness" to the natlon Polmcally Canada and the USA share

' , 'the same basnc ldeologles,_that lS they share snmnlar asserhons, theornes and atms whuch

i @stitute thelr polltlcal soc1al and economlc programs These two ma jOI’ factors have f’
: P T i B
ST hastorlcally combmed to make the countrtes close allles who share many advantages (such’

- “as rnutually-benefncral economlc ag\'eements) between them Th|s assomatlon had a durect :

':'effect on the Canaduan boycott decrsuon _ S .

| " Because of thlséconnectlon the mfluence of prestlge through partncnpatlon |n the

| "v‘,.Olympucs was lessened Instead the condltlon WhICh had the greatest ompact on Canada s

: decnsnon was. |ts unoffrc\lal duty to demonstrate lts‘;Ohthal alhance to- the USA Carter S

o ms:s‘ted on thls when he turned the mvaslon mto a Moscow Washmgton confrontatnon

"u:;':and /then compelled Canada to take sudes by presenthg l‘t as’ an East West drspute The ‘
decnsuon for Canada was not whether or not the boycott was a v:able sanctlon to employ . -

f"-"agamst the USSR That was academlc Rather the decns:on for Canada was whether or. not.

i had to, support the USA w1th a boycott endorsement ‘ : o

\ o : .:'!Group Pressures Affect Declsmn Co . ARy,

The Canadlan demsron to boycott the Games seemed to be a purely polstucal one. .
,‘lihe sequence of events whlch led to the resolutlon mdxcate that the COA was polmcally
s ipressured mto Jommg the. boycott agame&uts own prmc:ples agamst its: own constltutlon -

'and agalnst the |shes of a ma ;orlty of athletes Although it seems apparent that a

i ' ma]orlty of Canadnans favored a boycott there was never a natronwnde poll referendum .

.-



vote, or even opunnon poll taken to erlfy thls2 Because the COA was the Only group who :

‘ e

"could offrcually support and énforce a Canadlan boycott lt. became the target of pressure -
',from a comblnatlon of crltlcal power groups who wanted Canada to boycott:"Fhe |
combmatlon was formed among the Olymplc Trust the Canadlan government, Amerlcan
busmesses and the Amerlcan government The pressure was lnltlated when the USA flrst

e ‘requested Canada s support for the boycott proposal it cllmaxed durmg the OT threat of -

»31 March to 2 Aprll and it termmated when the federal government announced nts S

supportoftheboycott i R - T e e

BN e l‘-

The first trace of pressure came |n the form of a personal message from Carter BN '

B '-to Clark askmg hlm to support the ultlmatum 3 (In matters of concern between Canada and -

N

Jthe USA Canada is usually ln an equal bargalnmg posrtlon However when a request for. :

.support concerns ‘a world matter lt becomes more dlfflcult for Canada to refuse the : 4

: 'USA because lt IS percelved as a less powerful country The boycott request fell ihto: the : ,‘

‘ : latter category) However because Clark offlcnally agreed to support Carte)'s stance |n |

: just seven days 1t was not necessary for a stronger form of pressure to be applled at

-j_:‘"thls stage ' e R ) ‘ ‘ “ | ; ‘

. : ’ The need for mcreased pressure dld not reappear untll the COA voted to attend
‘_'jthe Moscow Games on 30 March‘ Although the CoA had only attempted to. show |ts

‘ 'polmcal mdependence lby holdlng a vote and publlcly expressmg its. dlsapproval of the. '. ‘}

: ;boycott) lt not only brought tremendous pressure on ltself but lt also publlcly dlsplayed

= v"the magmtude of ltS fmanmal and polmcal vulnerabllltyk Thls leTwerab:lnty was openly , '

' "‘a_-“:‘exploned by.. the OT the Canadlan government and the Amerlcan governmpnt " ,'- L

The OT applred fmanCIal pressure through lts threat to wrthhold funds lf the team

' .bﬁwas—sent toMoscow The OT also exerte&pressure through polltlcal means when lt :

"urged the Canadlan government to offnc:ally s“,' rt the boycott and to ensure the COR '

o complled The combmatlon of fmancnal and polltlcsures had the desured effect for

’ ISee Chapter lll pp 55- 56 : i A _

- -3 New York Times, 22 January 1980 ppA‘l A8 SR ‘ o e
:4-Although the USA became concerned when: Trudeau won- the 18 Febru Federal
“eslection {and:Canada's stance wasput in doubt) there was no need to ¢ anythlng drastlc

unless it seemed certaln that Canada favored partnc:patlon A f:‘ e
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. government met wnth representatlves of the COA to request its conSent to the _
' government decusnon The meetlng ended w:th the COA announcement. that lt would obey
‘ the government boycott resolutlon ThlS demonstrated the power of the federal
. government and the ultumate dependence of the COA on govern ental consent’ Because
e - the COA reversed lts delegates decusnon 1t seems evndent th(at’ the government had used ‘.
‘ K coermon through pressure and that this was a very powerful weapon agalnst the COA
Even though the COA.ba,d\the mandate of its own delegates (as mdacated by the 30 March

o vote) and of lts own constltutlon (whuch requures the delegates to act regardless of

polltlcal pressure and to consustently suppart the Olymplc movement)6 nt dnd not have the' .
' consent of the ?government and this exposed the' COA's need l‘or governmental approval L
. It appears the USA was the cause of mdlrect pressure on the COA through both
,‘ the OT and the Canadlan government lt was mamly the Amerucan-owned furm‘s such as -

B Slmpson Sears Ltd and Eatons whnch requested the oT t w:thhold their substant:al !

. rFa
pledges |f the team was sent to Moscow 1 lt was also the Amerlcan government that

o ‘.‘ ; applled pressure on th&Canaduan government to ensure that Canada s athletes boycotted '
e 'Flve tlme world trap— shootmg champlon Susan Nattrass whlle renderlng an acc0unt of

~.an a&hletes me§ ng she attended wrth Fltness and Amateur Sport Mtnrster Gerald Regan ’

A N

o stated

: There was absolutely no. chonce whatsoever lRagan sard] Washmgton had
o exerted so much:pressure on the Prime Minister that we [Canada] had no
chouce and that was two weeks before the COA vote!

\oﬁ the Amerlcan pressure exerted on Canada

T and the federal government were forced to ensure the COA would boycott it

oy

s ".ij‘ appea(ed that by 2 Aprul Canada had all but offlcnally decuded that |t was necessary to. -

- ,Thus it seﬁ"ﬂ evudent that because

| support the actlons of the USA o _ _

w ’ | . “ The Amencan government then applled one more method of pressure to secure
' the ofﬂcual government resolutlon When Prlme Mnmster Trudeau repeatedly Iayed the

' decnsron Carter arranged for hls Secretary of S'eate to’ vustt W|th Canadlan offlcuals to '

3 ”dlSCUSS the boycott Smce Trudeau knew a Canad;an boycott was now mevntable he o

’>,

R Because the ofﬁaal minutes of the meetmg are presently unobtalnable it ls |mpos!|ble

- ~to.detail the exact messages exchanged between the, two partles W PR
.6 Edmonton Journal, S April 1980, pD12. : : EIR RN
.’ Toronto G/obe and - Mail, 3:April 1880, p. 51 y S .
9 Susan Nattrass pe7$onal mterv:ew wuth author 30 March 1982 Edmonton Alberta
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" the boycott the. day before the vvsrt

.

probably feIt ‘that if the announcement carne after the Secretary's visit' it would be

lmposslble to publlcly deny that\Amencan pressure had forced Canada to i;}ycott o \

‘ Trudeau vnstead announced the "Canadtan derlved“ decns:on of governmental support for

Vo

By thls time there was no need to: add any other form’ of pressure The Canadlan

government had agreed to bo.ycott and the COA had consented to follow the governrnent ;

Iead Five days later the COA fulfllled |ts promise and overwhelmlngly voted to boycott

vl

pe
the Moscow Olympncs In doiﬁg so, it went agamst the wishes of the‘ma;oruty of Canadnan '

athletes who had voted to attend only the day before The comblned pressure from the~ .. -

critical power groups had been extremely effective in procurJng the boycott support but

the method@through whrch it was apphed left the COA’s pewer and prestlge weakened

“The lmphcatlons of-the De\clsmn s

- The decusvon by the, Canadlan government to boycott the Moscow Olymplcs was

boycott seemedto re emphasnze Canada s posntlon asa supporter of the USA Even .

/ greatly mfluenced by the posntron taken by the government of the USA. For Canada the »

o though Trudeau had repeatedly stated that a boycott would not be an effectlve response

. to the Afghamstan mvasnon ‘he mevntably supported the sanctlon Trudeau had been a

‘ world Ieader for nearly ten ‘years when the dectsmn was reached He understood )

. Canada s posutuon wuth respect to the USA When pressure was. lmplemented from the '

: USA to support a global concern it was very dlfflcult for Canada to react thhdut the.'

effects of pressure bemg felt

The mlx:ng ‘of sport and pohtlcs was not the real lssue for Canada Rather ut was .
whether or not it was possuble for Canada to make an lndependent demsuon It seems’ the '

o _.verdtct reached by Caqada for th|s speqﬂc mcudent was that it was not The message .

o

e was fnltered down to the COA Wthh aIso succumbed to government pressure The COA -

had attempted to remam autonomous up to thls pomt but when polrtlcs became openly

. mvolved in sport |t became umpossble to clalm this anymore

\

\t

.

\
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- The Impact of the Boycott
Effects on the Olymplc Movement b o S
: The Moscow Games and the year 1980 marked the comlng of age for the
Olymplcs and Aot ‘the beginning of thelcdemlse as some sport admlmstrators and

) polntucuans had predncted Rather than contmumg as a smtes *\‘f mternatlonal politics, -

5

the Games emerged as the prmcupal element Tm;lm ) "gw ms sohdlfled the wew

\*‘;; .

g
that ‘the Games will continue untll the superpows %W

‘ 'o"?c%nger find them
,: mterestmg or useful Because of the attention and sxgmflcance attached to Moscow it
'seems evndent that the Games do serve apurpose. » '
a The smgle greatest achlevement of the “boycott was to demonstrate how '
' |mportant part/c1pat/on ln ‘the Modern olymplcs has become over lts 84 vear hlstory
’ Moscow verlfled the lmportance glven to Olymplc participation by governments~the
I publuc and business interests. When the Games ended the leaders of the boycottlng
"natlons probably realized thatvpartlc:patlon in the Games is everythmg’ and that -
non-— partlcupatlon 1S a soon forgotten memory. The assumed glory of Moscow only
. | existed for those who took part It was perhaps thls reallzatlon by the A#lcan leaders in,
v"1976"‘2$ter their Montreal boycott that led to thelr lack of support for the Moscow
’ boycott9 : \ ) P SR

. This: understandlng should decrease mass boycotts m the future but it should also .-

o -assure Sovnet part|c1patlon in the 1984 LJs Angeles Olymplcs The USSR will not retaliate -

by boycottlng in 1984 for it would l{ave much more to gam by wunnlng the Olymplcs on
, 'Amerlcan soul than it would by wuthdrawmg from them Barrlng a global catastrOphlc _—

. event, the USSR wull compete in the 1984 Los Angeles Olymplcs R
, ) J-'S
S ‘ VR

lt is lmpossuble to maintain that the boycott did riot affect the Moscow Olymplcs

Effects(on the Moscow Games

Due to the lack of world—wnde partnc:patlon the worth of Moscow gold must be - '
questloned Three of the top flve nations that had competed in Montreal |n 1976 - the
USA West Germany and Japan - boycotted in 1980 and this decreased the athletlc '
excellence of the Games For example, the wmnlng times. recorded durmg the USA's -

' ;_‘ National SWImmmg Champlonshlps (held durmg the Moscow Olymplcs) would have gamed

3

9 ESpy p 176
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_doubted the Soviet explanatnon ofit «

- American sWimmers 10 gold, 12 silver. ahd 5 bronze medals when compared to the

recorded ttmes of the Moscow Games "’ ‘Thus, even though 34 world records were set
in Moscow, it still cannot be said'that in 1980 the gold medal wu*rs were the world's
best. The questlon of "what |f " will always cloud the issue.

- The magmtude of the Games, one ofits most impressive aspects was also

'affected Refusals to the Moscow mwtatuon came from 62 nations, the most ever that

have ever decllned to participate. Only one— half of the athletes and one th/rd of the

tourlsts that were expected actually showed up.'lt was the lowest turnout at a Modern

; Olymplc Games since 1956 when the Sovuet invasion of Hungary and the Suez Canal

cnsns caused many ngtlons to boycott the Melbourne Games The boycott caused

M?cow to Iose the mternatlonal legltlmacy normally provuded to the Olymplc host,
The boycott also made it mpossnble for the Soviet government to hnde the global s

anger over Afghanustan from its citizens because the Games turned o\t to:be largely

‘reduced to a Warsaw Pact Games. It is doubtful Whether cutlzens began to questlon the

°

government policy of the USSR but they probably became aware that many natlons -

Another impact of the boycott was, its contrlbutnon to the lack of a "festlve
&
atmosphere at Moscow. Writers attendmg the Games wrote of reglmented ;oylessness

and of the lack of "spontanelty and spxrlt 11 The Games seemed too structured too '\ _

' planned to actually be deemed a sport "festlval" Although the pressure of communlsm

may have fostered thls atmosphere the controversy of the boycott may have lnsplred
the planners to make absolutely certam that the actual Games ran problem free
Success or Fa|lure? I I

Although the boycott caused many lmportant changes to occur, m actuall“ty they

were all "side~ effects The pr:mary reason for lmplementmg the boycott was to

motivate the Soviets to remove their troops from Afghanlstan lt did not have .the desnred

) effect. lf the boycott lS to be measured solely on whether it accomphshed Wwhat it set out'

to do, then it was a failure, The boycott was unsuccesful in lnfluencmg the Soviets to

' remove even one soldser from Afghanlstan '

10 Chr:stopher Booker The. Games War: A Moscow Journa/ (London Faber and Faber

1981) p.196. o
u lbld and Kelth Charles; "The Tarmshed Bowl" Mac/ean s 1 l August 1980, p. 40
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But if the boycott is to be measured on what it dld accomplish, thenllt could be

judged as bemg a qua//f/ed success Thus dependmg on who was domg the ;udgmg the

‘boycott could have been a victory or a failure. It is difficult to assess who the real

winners were, but lt is much simpler to decide on vthe ultimate Iosers. They were the

athletes — again.!?

e e e

12 Espy, p 196
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‘ power groups, was supported Specifically, the crltlcal power groups mentioned ln the

_related hypotheses were the ones found to support,the statement.

\
\

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
\

, Summary M
Durlng the 84 year hlstory of the Modern Olymplc Movement the Games have -

evolved from a transnatlonallstlc event to a nationalistic enc:0unter Because the structure

‘of the Olympics was politicized from its mceptlon the Movement became ideally sulted

" to serve as an exploltable.polltucal forum As na‘tlons acquired a greater ‘interest in the

Games principally due to the glory and prestlge they offered, the Olympics grew in SIZS

and stature and developed into an event'of global importance. Along the way, the

. Olymplcs fell under the influence and control of mternatlonal trends, confllcts and events.

l

The Games became a mirroriof the world's' polltlcal problems | _
However with the possible exceptlon of the 1936 Games :the Olympics never :
captured the centre spotlight of international polltlcs untll the boycott crisis of the 1980

Summer Olymplcs When Afghanlstan was mvaded by’ the USSR in December 1979, it

l
_ ununtentlonally became the catalyst for the most b\atant Sport polmcs clash in Modern

. Olymplc history. The invasion caused a Moscow—-Washlngton clash and Amerlcan

Presndent Jlmmy Carter who had exper;enoed success agalnst the Sov;ets wuth a 1978

'boycott threat called for a massive \K/estem bo cott of the 1980 Moscow Games .

The nation. of Canada because of its geodplltlcal locatlon with respect to the

USA, and because of its historical background as a strong ally of the USA, became

‘lnvolved in the boycott sanctlon When it seemed possible that Canada would partncupate

in Moscow the USA was forced to apply fmancnal and political pressures in order to

‘-assure boycott compllance ln turn, 1anad|an groups ‘passed the pressure to the COA but

in doing so, they weakened the prof ssed power and autonomy of the COA. In the end,

the Canadian decision to hoycott was reached as a result of the polltlcal and flnanc;lal

pressure exerted upon it by a number of crltlcal power groups
The major hypothesis, that the COA decided td support the boycott of the 1980

Summer Olympic Games because of the pressure exerted on it by a number of crltlcal
|

|

\
. .

-
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‘the governments position.

~ Presented below are the conclusions derived from the study:

2 “ ~The direct reflectnon of current global problems in the Olymptc Games

95

|

/

. First, the hypothesis that the American government erterted.pressure on the
Canadian government was partially supported. Not only di‘d the American government -
privately state that Canada should support the USA (as notect by Minister Regan), but it
also sent a governmaent representatwe Cyrus Vance, to pubhcly requast support. Second
the hypothesis that the Canadian government exerted pressure on the COA to boycott
was stronglv supported. Only three days after the COA had voted'tosend a team to

Moscow, its officials were requested to meet with government representatives. When-

‘the meeting ended the COA announced it would support the position of the government :

_Third, the hypothesis that American busmesses exerted pressure on the OT was
a|so strongly supported. It was mainly the American- owned fnrms such-as Simpson Sears
Ltd. and Eatons which requested that their substantial pledges be withheld if a Canadian
team was sent to Moscovv. This left the OT unable to totally finance an Olympi”c team.

Finally ‘th'e hypothesis that the OT exerted pressure on the COA was found to be stron_gly

_ supported Just one day after the. COA had voted to send a team to Moscow, the OT

o
v,threatened to wuthhold 1.7 mtlllon dollars in donations, and this Ieft the COA without any

funds. Addmonally ‘the OT |Obb|8d the government to ensure support of the boycott by
the COA. This helped to set up the meetlng whvch Ied to'the Qomphance of the COA to
. . ,
. Ultimately, due to the combmatnon of pressure from the Amencan government
Amerlcan businesses and the OT the COA was forced to support the boycott of the

1980 Summer Olymplc Games. .

Conclusions

- The Olympic Games

1. The increase in both the size of the Games and in the magnitude of the protests.
“which have unsettled the Games demonstrate that the Olympics have become’a
'f'principal'element in'international politics ‘ S

demonstrates not only the mterrelatvonshlp between sport and polmcs but that

change for one in isolation of the other is mpossuble AIthough it is not necessary

7



_The Boycott s ' o .
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to promote this fact, it appears incredulous for sport admiriistrators to deny it
The importance that politicians have attac:hed to the Olympic Games verifies their
interest and usefulness to the great powers ! a

The protests of the Modern Games haVa served to illustrate that the ideal of the

) Games - that of creating mternahonal respect and goodwill in order to construct a

\
better and more peaceful world - is somewhat fallacious. This should no Ionger be
strongly moralized,, . '
The implementation of the Olympic boycott by thetUSA as the major sanction
against the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan aided in dem\onstrating how the
Olympics serve to maintain the balant“a/of forces between the great powere.

The failure of the boycott to induce the desired change demonstrated the inability

of the measure to achieve its goal. in general, the majority of Oly‘mpic b‘oycotfs

have not achieved the objectives of their protagonists.
Because the boycott by Canada and the USA denied. the individual rights of its

citizens to participate in the Olympics it was itself an undemocratic process. ’

Canada o .

- 8.

S.

1

2

"~ in the Modern Olympic_Games be undertaken.

' The comphance of the COA to governmental demands served to indicate the

ultimate polmcal control of the association by the federal government

P

‘The COA decision to boycott was largely due to the combination of pressure from

- the American government, Canadian government, Américan businesses, and the .

’ . -

Olymbic Trust

Recommendatlons

)
5

Itis recommended that a follow up study be undertaken on the development oi‘the
[
Canadian boycott when more prlmary mformatlon becomes avanlable\ Ttis also

suggested that interviews of those individuals who were dnrectly lnvolved in the

_declsuon take place. Such a study may allow the mtrncacues of the decssnon to be

bett‘er understood. o ,

It is also recommended thata detailed study on the development of political trends
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anada almost certam to boycott Olymplcs ! EdmontorKJourna/ 19 Apnl 1980
-kpp A A3 R r A

Carter ponderlng Olymplcs boycott" .Edmonton Journa/ 19. January 1980 pA2
' ”Carter puts on pressure Edmonton Journa/ 9 Aprll 1980 pD12 ’

- 'Carter telis- L. S athletes to- stay home g Toronto G/obe and Ma// 21 February 1980
' PP 1-2. : .

""Carter s decnsnon on Olymprcs called hasty Edmonto)p Journa/ 21 January 1980 pA3
‘Clark asks athletes to boycott Games Toronto Globe and Ma// 28 January 1980 p 9.

: 'Clark flrm on Olymplc boycott Edmonton Journa/ 14 February 1980 p AlO
' "'Cla" ‘

seruous about boycott Edmonton Journa/ 26 January l980 pA3
eq A flrmly re;ects Olymplc boycott Edmonton Jourpa/ 31 March 1980 p AS
| 1'.’COA has money for Moscow Games Edmonton Journa/ 28 March 1980 p.A8

. Daws asks Ontarlo to show lts support of Olymplc boycott Toronto G/obe and. Ma//
; l 14 Aprll 1980 p4 T ‘

.

e Decnsnon on. Games put off until leerals take over next week Toronto G/obe and Ma//
o 20 February 1980 pp.1- 2. EEREE R R

s "Drapeau dlscusses shlft of Olymplcs 7:'dmonton Journa/ l T February 1980 pA3
. ;

pAl4

L Games boycott up to Sowets clarms Carter ! E dmonton Journa/ 12 January 1980 pA3

' ‘3‘ Excerpts from an mtervnew wnth Secretary Vance New York Trmes, 16 January l980 ,f

“Games group teIIs leerals to demde g Edmonton Journa/,u2 Apl’ll 1980 p: A15

) ; Games shift. sodhded out by Ottawa Toronto G/obe and Ma// l7 January 1980
a pp 1= 2 v ‘ S _

Governments spurn Carter s call for Olymp:c boycott Toronto G/obe and Ma// 22
“January 1980, ppl 2 , , . :

'-..

L 'Olymplc boycott decusnon delayed Edmonton Journa/ 5< March 1980 p Al4

"Olympnc officials say Canadlan team w1|l go to Moscow g Toronto Globe and Mai / 31
March 1980 p.1. s _ .

Olymplc tenSIon escalates g Edmonton Journa/ 1 1 February 1980 ppAl A3
OB "Pressure to move Games on rlse m Canada U S Toronto G/obe and Ma// l7 JanUary
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1980 p37
"Slngleton not against boycott" Edmonton Journa 12 January 1980 p C6

"’Some athle?tes oppose Olympnc boycott" Toronto /obe and Ma// 28 January 1980
' pp 1-2. - ; A

"Tornes urge demsnon on Olymplc boycott" Edmonto Journa/ 15 Apr|l 1980 pA8

: "Transcrlpt of Presadents mter\new on Sovnet reply

.- , "Transcrupt of F’resldents speech on Sovnet mthtary mte
' York Times, 5 January 1980, p6

lew York T/mes, 1 January 1980

\vention in Afghanistan." New
| ,

L ”Transfer Olymmcs unless’ Sovuet acts, Carter urges IOC 'g’ Toronta G/obe and Mail, 21
o ~January 1980 p.1. . N 1 ’

"’Trudeau derides PM on Games deadlme T oronto G/obe and Ma:/ 9 February 1980
P 17 R . : : : .

o4

"Trudeau |58 now backmg unlted Olymplcs boycott " Edmonton Journa/ 30 January 1980,
P- A1 ‘ . o’ .

e U.S: allies cool to boycott caII " Toronto G/obe and Ma// 22 February 1980 p 1
"U.S. cheers Ottawas stand = T oronto G/obe and Mail, 23 Apnl 1980 P- 2

S "U S. Olympnc boycott unhkely ! Edmonton Journa/ 1 January 1980 pAT 2

Ty wont alter Games ultimatum Toronto G/obe and Maz/ 23 January 1980 p.. 12 '

T "We must make an Olymprc stand g Edmonton Jou&na/ 21 February 1880, p. A4

.

' What wnll IOC say7" Edmonton Journa/ 11 February 1980 pC3:
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Minutes of a Meeting of Canadian Athletes

Held at the Sheraton Mount—-Royal Hotel,
czzgmmencmg at 19:30 to 23:30 on April 25

4

Athletes Pra‘sent:

Ms. Terry Leibé! (Equestrian)
Ms. Christilot Boylen (Equest 1an)
Ms. Joan McDonald (Arch

'Mr. Steven Bauer (Cycling)

Mr. Fred Hoos (Field Hockey)
“Mr. Ken Read (Skiing). .

. Ms. Susan Nattrass. (Shootmg) '
Mr. Guy Lorion (Shooting) -

~Mr. Barry Kenhedy (Modern Pentathlon)
Mr. Anthony Pompeo (Modern
Pentathion)
Ms. Sylvia Burka (Speed Skatnng)

ontreal Quebec onA ril 25-26, 1980

Ms. Deborah Albright (Figure Skating) - -

.and commencing at 8:00 to 14:30 on Apni

- Mr. Mark Lavoie (Fencing)

-Mr. Brad Farrow (Judo) =~
Mr. Larry Woods (Yachting).

- Mr. Evert-Bidstet (Yachting)
Mr. Sean Barry (Wrestling)

.Ms. Karen Lukanovich (Canoemg)
Ms. Lucie Guay (Canoeing) . -
Mr. Bruce Simpson (Track and Field)
Mr. Paul Craig (Track. and Field}
‘Ms. Joy Fera {(Rowing)
Mr. Roger Fortin (Boxing)
Mr. Paul Gratton (Volleyball)

Mr. Bruce Simpson was Chairman of. the meeting, and Mr, Victor Efﬁery was Secrstary.”
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Including the writer, there were 25 attendses with ho outsi‘ders‘ at any time.

The meeting was opened by the COA's éppoihted volunteer resource person, Mr. Victor -
Emery, who covered various matters-of housekeeping and answered general questions
re reasons, the current situation and the COA’s genuine desire/need for athlete input.

- The 24 athletes in attendance then identified themselves in tum and the positions from
‘which they would each be speaking. This identification revealed that all of the attendees
.were current athletes, almost all had r%earched in detail the boycott issue with their
peers in their respective sport disciplifs ~ 19 in all. They would therefore in part and in
"whole be speaking for the. majority of elite athletes across the country. Tr\is revelation -
set the stage for a meeting which was all business from start to finish in a valiant effort
. to represent properly all those who were.not in the room, - ~ PR

'After much discussion on what the meeting should attempt to achieve and the value of a
~preliminary reading of the group's position on the boycott issue, an open poll was
decided upon (intimidation not being the expressed concern of anyone in the room). The
result showed a' weighting ©f 13 sports to 7 against supporting the boycott which _
included a telegram from the divers. - T S o

¢

Each athlé_fe in turn then presented in a few minutes his or her (sport's) position on the
boycott issue. S : L s ‘ -

. . ST . ) . ) . , { . .
-The group then attempted to determine how best to proceed from this base of :
information. There was much deliberation about the merits of attempting to ‘achieve one .
majority or consensus position as opposed to two"(major.ity/minority)_ positions:

It was finally decided, following recognition of some areas of agreement, that the two
groups should separate and outline areas of importance within a predetermined Xormat.
The ided was to attempt to arrive at common ground where the two statements \
. close to one another and, then to extend this accomodation to-a-specific boycott
- position if at all possible. It was felt that such an approach was desirable so that the
ultimate brief would be of maximum help to the COA members and, similarly to, Canadian
athletes. T P : _ e :

Approximately half way through:Saturday morning, the groups came together again for a..

discussion of the draft statements. oy o L ‘ C S

As agreement was reached on each matter, two or three members were assigned the

final drafting. Thus the entire brief came together with the exception of the athletes’ .

~ position on the specific boycott question. The discussion was ensued and an open vote in -
that connection produced the remainder of the brief to the COA meeting, " -

As further input to this part of the discussion, Susan Nattrass, Joap McDonald and Victor
- Emery attended the Federal Minister of Sport's meeting with the COA membership and -
~ were able to query Mr. Regan on certain aspects of the Government's position on the

boycott and actions with respect to it.

~ Susan Nattkaéé,‘ Sean‘Ba‘rry. and Bruce Simpsoh were suggested for presentation of -the
brief to the COA mes¢ting. After they left the room, a'narrow margin resulted.in Bruce : -
Simpson’s appointment-as spokesman. C PR R '
1 . . . e

3
v

. Prior to Iéavih'g“ the room. for the COA meeting, the group agreed to reconvene following -
" the COA vote with:the view to adding an appropriate addendum prior- to thg—ﬁ?’és& [T

. conference to follow.
The athletes’ brief was very well received by the meeting at large and seemed to " ‘
- synthesize many of the members’' concerns. Particularly appreciated was the Jack of

_recrimination and sacrifice type language in the brief and the athletes' willingness to be / ‘
part of a cause so long as it' was meaningful. Also appréciated was Larry Woods' T
~ eloquent appeal from the floor, following certain misinformed speakers. - - » o N

‘As anﬂaside; Mth’out_havhgj gone through the pkocess of the athletes’ meeting and the

e

»
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COA decision on the matter, it is almost impossible to understand the complexity of the
issue. ft is your secretary's opinion that the athletes' sober and reflective position did
much to bridge the gap that too long has existed between the compaetitors and the
af\dministratbrs and will do much to assure a stronger voice from those affected in the -
. future. : E : ' — L L

In this.same spirit the athletes adopted a position of maximum credibility and
responsibility in the addendum to the brief, following the 137 to 35 vote in support of

- the government's boycott position. Then Susan Nattrass was appointed spokeswoman to -
the press conference at which she réad.the brief and answered questions superbly

" including, ironically, who she was and how to spell her name’{they still didn't get it right),
supported by Bruce Simpson. (it is interesting to note that the vote was about the same

- as the national average based on mail received in Ottawa) S .

On Sunday morning the COA deliberated on a.draft resolution regarding the boycott

issue. At least in part because of the athletes' brief and the arguments put forward from
_the floor by Sean Barry, Bruce Simpson and Victor Emery at that meeting, the paragraph
dealing with the COA’s concern regarding the principle burden is included. ldeally, it would
be preferable.for the public to recognize what is being asked of the Olympic athletes;
~-however, without some prodding by the COA, it was generally agreed that the matter of -

- consistent treatment could slip between the chaigs. The government's position on a
broadening of the boycott has been to effect maximum visibility in the Soviet Union as
- opposed to spreading hardship here at home and a cutting off of all.ties which could be

* hard to reestablish. in'the same vein the athletes group agreed internally that they didn't - -

want to penalize other athletes or programmes just because they were being penalized.
" Notwithstanding, highly—visible events like the Canada Cup and Skate Canada make the -

sacrifice appear to be a farce to the unenlightened and so there appeared to be general
. agreement that such types of events should be scrubbed if we are to have solidarity at

With apologies. for the asides ‘and: elaborations, and graiitu‘de for sharing this historic’ -
deliberation with a great group of Canadians —\.thiﬁ o S .

- Respectfully submitted,

* Victor Emery . —— -
. R - o ™
’ ©

P.S: ' The minutes have not been detailed in the area of controversy or individual -~ .
~ statements in the presumption that same will receive some circulation outside of
-~ the group.. : R . : '

el
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Athletes Prssentatlon to the COA Annual Mesting, April 26, 1980 Regardlng Boycott
Issue

o0

Twenty- four athletes repres&htmg 19 sports disciplines and the majority of elite athletes *
in each of those disciplines, therefore representing a majority of elite athietes across the
country, deliberated on Friday evening and Saturday morning, April 25 to 26 on. the S
boycott ISSUG and reached the following conclusnons 3
As athletes, we would like to thank the COA for giving us this opportunity to express our
views, We greatly appreciate your support in bringing us together and enabling us to
prowde mput into the dec:sn.on making process.

The government stated in a commumque dated April 23 1980 that' "We beheve the
strongest possible stance must be taken against the USSR's action and its refusal to
withdraw”. To date Canadian athletes fail to see the execution of government polncnes that

"are consistent with the stated seriousness of the USSR s actlons

' We feel that our government should be’ taklng a more décisive and consustent stand in

protest to the USSR. Present token government policies fail to exhibit.a broad arnd
equitable approach This:is evidenced by a lack of economic trade sanctions and an

. inconsistencyin cultural exchanges and sporting évents. It is totally inappropriate and

contrary to ‘stated government policy that the Canada Cup and Skate Canada be allowed
to continue unqgr the present circumstances. , .

In 1976 Canada's position, with respect to pohtlca! and boycott actnvnty relating to the

Olympics, was extremely clear. The boycott was totally unacceptable. The same year, our
government asked its amateur athietes to strive:for the attainment of athletic excelience,
that would have as its ultimate goal, competé’ht participation in the 1980 Games. Canadlan '
amateur athletes accepted that commitment and fulfilled its demanding requurements and

. :resent the attempt to remove the goal for which they have strived. .

Sport and politics have been mseparable Throughout the history of the modern Games,

- there has been international turmoil. The situation in 1980 is only d:fferent to a-degree.

A boycott -of the 1980 Gameés could mean the termination of the Olympic’ Games as we

" iknow them today. Boycotts in the past, as the prlmary weapon of protest, have proven

to be extremely meffectlve

~The Olymplcs are a unique sportmg event WIth no parallel allowmg both nndlwduals from
- different nations and different sports disciplines close personal contact. lnternatnonal

understanding and commumcatron is thereby promoted

Alternate games would not be acceptable as a replacement for the Olymplcs However
Olympic trial selectlons should proceed as’ the international poht|cal situation could
‘change :

C L ltis absolutely lmperat:ve that the Internat:onal Olympnc Commlttee and the Natlonal

Olympic Committees address themselves immediately to resolving the extreme lntrusuon
of polmcs mto the Olympic Games in the 1980's.

i The statements just presented were reached unammously by the athletes group after
-considerable deliberation.-However, the group was unable to reach a unanimous decision |
. either for or against the boycott."Based on our understanding of the government’s
_pesition on the boycott issue at this time, a 2/3 majority are against boycdtting the -

Moscow Olympics. If the strength and consistency which we feel should be part of our

governments boycott position, both here at home and abroad, were in evidence along the -
lines of thlS brlef then a ma;orlty would support aboycott stand. |

’ . \
' L. Al

Q
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17:30 Hours, April 26, 1980

The foregoing was provided to the COA meeting for its deliberations this afternoon. In
view of the boycoft surport by the COA, the athletes wish to assure the COA and others
that we accept the decision, albeit sadly. In so doing, we wish to reiterate the views of,
our brief in the hope that the boycott will be meaningful in the cause of world peace, the
Olympic movement, and the athletes of our country.



Canadian Olympic Assoclation Resolution, 27 April 1980

WHEREAS the Canadian Olympic Association has received an invitation from the
Organizing Committes of the Games of the XXIl Olympiad,

WHEREAS pursuant to the Olympic Charter the Canadian Olympic Association as the
National Olympic Committee in Canada must indicate to the Organizing Committee
whather or not it intends to participate befora May 24, 1980;

WHEREAS the International Olympic Committee, the General Assembly of International

Faderations and the Executive Council of the Association of National Olympic Committees

have confirmed that the Games of the XXIil Olympiad should proceed as planned in
Moscow; ‘

WHEREAS the Canadian Olympic Association has, under the provisions of the Qlympic
Charter, the sole responsibility to decide whether to accept or refuse invitations to the
Olympic Games. after consultation with its members, the majority of whom represent
federations whose sport is dn the Olympic Programme; h L

WHEREAS the Canadian Orl‘ympic Association has consulted with representatives of
Canadian Olympic Athletes;

WHEREAS the members of the Canadian Olympic Association have carefully considered

. all the factors which enter into a dacision as to whether or not, in the present
- international circumstances, Canadians should participate in the Games of the XXl

Olympiad; ,

WHEREAS each member of the Canadian Olympic Association has reached a decision
"conscious of his or her responsibilities to the Olympic Movement, amgteur sport and’
Canadian athletes, as well as to his or her responsibilities as a Canadian citizen;

AFTER DUE DELIBERATION the Canadian Olympic Association hereby RESOLVES

THAT it deeply. regrets the international situation which now exists as a result of the
invasion of Afghanistan by armed forcés of the Soviet Union;

THAT it joins the International Olympic Commiitte in calling upon the governments of all
countries, and in particular those of the major powers, to come together to resolve their
differences so that the Games of the XXII Olympiad can take place in the right
atmosphere; A . :
THAT it completely rejects the proposition that either the awarding of the Games of the
XXII Olympiad to Moscow or participation in such Games is in any way a vindication of
the foreign policy of the Soviet Union; ’

THAT because of the current international situation it would not be appropriate for

Canadian athletes to participate in the Games of the XXil Olympiad and that in this regard > =
+ the Canadian Olympic Association takes note of the advice of the Government of Canada -

that participation would be contrary to the national interest;

THAT acocorvdingly’the Canadian Olympic Association will not accept the invitation to

" participate in the Games of the XXII Olympiad;

'THAT the Canadian Olympic Association notes with concern the fact that as a result of

this decision, Canadian Olympic athletes appear to bea

r the principle consequences
arising out of the current international situation; : :

R I

THAT the Cariadian Olympic Association reserves the right to reassess the present
< . Ty . .

e

&

-

’
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© " decision in the light of a change in circumstances which might indicate that it would

become appropriate to pafticipate in.the Games of the XXIl Olympiad; - -

U THAT hOtWiﬂiétandﬁgg any final decision not to. participate; the Canadian JO‘l’ymp'i‘cf :

Association will select and honour the athletes who comprise the Canadian team for the

-~ Games of the XXIl Olympiad, to recognize their commitment:to excellence in sport and’
... the sacrifice-which has b

een thrust upon them by any decision not to compete.in the

RN
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© . °'National Olyrﬁpic Committees, Rule 24, Olympic Rules and Regulations, 1955

-

R
: e
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24. Only National Olympic Committees reco'gr'\”ize,d' and approved by the Ihtéfhati_dnél '

: Olympic Committee may enter competitors in the Olympic Games. Therefore, in order - -

that contestants from.a country can participate in the Olympic Games, a National Olympic .
Committee, conducting its activities in accordance with:these Olympic regulations and the - *
be organized and accepted by the 1.O.C-=

.

National Olympic benmiﬁeés shall have as theirfpu;.’pb_‘se, ]th,e-devéld;:‘)me'nt'ahd prc')tect‘ibn‘, -

of the Olympic Movement and of amateur sport. They shall cooperate with the national- ..
" -amateur sport governing bodies affiliated to the international federations recognized by

" the International-Olympic Committee, in‘guarding an enforcing amateur rules. They shall -
- have the exclusive right.to use the Olympie flag and Olympic insignia, and shall confine .-

their use and as far as possible that of the words:"Olympic” and "Olympiad" to activities”
concerned with the Olympic

Games(all commercial use of the Olympic flag and Olympic - -

“insignia is' strictly forbidden). It is.their duty, in cooperation with the national sport .- - ... . -
- governing bodies (national federations), to organize ‘and control the team-that will. =~~~ .~
‘represent their country.in the Olympic Games. They shall arrange to equip, transport.and.
'house this team. They are patriotic organizations not-for pecuniary profit, devoted to.the " -
~ ... “promotion and encouragement of the physical, moral and cultural educatjon of the'youth -
' .of the nation, for the:-development of character, good health and goodk

itizenship. . -

INational Olympic Committees must be. con

ational Olyn ‘ U pletely independent and autonomous and .. -
entirely removed from political, religious or commercial-influence.. - e

'Because of the importance of National Olympic Committees. which are in.charge of the- .
- Olympic Movement in their countries, great care:must. be exercised in .choosing members,

who should be men of ‘good standing, ‘upright character, sound judgement, independent.

o mind, and a knowledge and belief in Olympic principles, - " .

Theymust inélﬁdé'in fh‘evir membershlp i '

" 'a. " the members of the Intérnational Olympic Committee to that country. if any:

“b. . atleast one representative of proved service to his sport, nominated by each. . -

- recognized national federation: (association or-governing body), whose sportis

:included in the'Olympic. Games programme. Individuals of this category must . .
- _constitute a voting-majority of the committee. SRR T T

The following are not eligible to serve on‘a National Olympic Committee:.

a A 'per'.son who has ever competed as‘a. professional; -
b Aperson engaged in. or connected with sport for personal profit; (tisnot
- intended to exclude individuals _occ‘:upying"pureiyiadministrative_-pos.itions, i
.c'onnectionwith.amategr:sport'.)"‘__v L e T BRI SRR

e A ;‘Se'rfﬂvsvon v.,\/hbfha_s’j‘”e\'/'er coached for payment

- ANO.C. must ﬁ’bt.recognize-_mqre that one national fedération.in each.sport and that = = - -
~ federation must belong to the International Federation recognized by the LO.C. R

. ',The"r"nembers and officers of the N.O.C. and the members of its Executive Committee .. .

", ~shall'be elected at least-every four, years, at aN.O.C. meeting Held expressly for'that .

.. purpose. They may coopt in limited number to the Committee, persons who have "
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rendered or can ren\der exceptlonal servnce to the Olymplc Movement

Members of Natlonal Olymplc Commsttees ‘shall accept no salary or fee of any klnd
because of their position. They may, however, accept. reimbursement for transportation,
lodglng and other proper expenses mcurred by them |n connection with their duties.

Natuonal Olymplc Commlttees are respon5|ble for the socual and sport behavnor of thelr
athletes and offlcxals . , R ol e o
“The, Natlonal Olymplc Commlttee is. the offlcnal organlzatlon in full and complete charge of'
all Olympic matters in its:own country. It handies all-arrangements for taking part in the

OIymplc Games All commumcatlons on such matters shall be addressed toit. .

ln order to obtaln recognltlon the rules and regulatlons constltutlon and by—laws of

“National Olympic Committees, with a certified copy in French or English, must be sent to o
v .and apgroved by the International Olymplc Committee. Any changes, not in accordance

~ with'1.O.Crules and regulations, made in the constltutlon or by—laws must be reported to
and approved by the Internatlonal Olymplc Commlttee : :

ln the- event of any regulatlons or actlons of the N. O C. confllctmg Wlth the IO C rules, the*
-1.0.C. member 'in that country must report-the situation to the President of the LO.Cfor .
apprOprlate action. If there is no 1.0.C. member in the country, the President: has the. .
power to appomt a member from another country ‘to lnvestlgate and report to hlm o

. | s
Uk



