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THE ROlE Of THE INTERNATiONAl SPORTS BOYCOTT
IN THE LIBERATION Of SOOTH AfRICA

by

Robi n Kel l ey

Spo:rt oan rIO 'Long.:r b. nai'U.Zlf tNQ.Ud aa a UQlau 1Ol­
af f .cUd blf tM political a>1d idsotogical de..
atn..ggl. . SpoJOt ia J10lII a c_tNl political w_ i n
tn. a0ci4l COI1fl.icu of 0I0Il" time , '

The poli t i cal content of internationa l sports i s now a
recognized ideologi cal weapon. Therefore, t he concept of
"truce" as documented by M. Maheu, fonner director of UNESCO ,
regarding the ideal of Olympic Games , has to be reformulated.
Accord ing to M. Maheu,

rful idtJa of a tn.c. i . WI ioorportant . z.-"t of eM
Ol !f"lPic idtJa l. Ql;oa:M'II t... ori~ntaMi"9'• • OO'lfl.ict.
a>1d hat Nds .ItowU btr lnU~ dul"irtg tM Ganwlt.
TM oCfl!biJ1<:Ztion of (VI .ag.~a. to win CVId ,..ltP*Jt
f ol' t h. l"WZ•• uhich ~ f ind i l'l i1pOl"t. OOI'IpfItition
l ead8 J1<:ZtuMztll to gN4tar _ tuaZ "".p.lct. WldtJr­
Btal'ldil'lg lVId . ua" fr'itmd8hip. 2

What is lack ing in th is st atement is the ratification of
equal i ty as the prea~l a r presuppositi on governi ng thp pri n_
ci ples of Mthe Olymp ic ideal . · An i nte rnati onal event, such as
the OlYMPic Ga~s , can lead to -greate r -u tual res pect, under·
st andi ng ••• etc., - only when t he participants i n t he event adhere
to t he idea of human equali ty and behave accordingly. It foll ows,
therefore, that any soci al system which bases its te nets on
racial discrimination as state policy , shou ld automat ically
be excluded from taking part in such an event .

Such is t he case with Aparth eid . The peculiar features
of th i s system . based as they are on white supremacy , do not
accommodate t he idea of -mutua l respect . - Nevertheless, as a
cont r ibutor point s out elsewhere in th is issue, sports in Sout h
Africa are descr i bed as -mu l ti -nat ional Mto creat e t he wrong
impression that ot her · values- are i nvolved i n thi s or t hat
spor ts event . In reality t hi s refers only t o the racial groups
which t he system has been trying to use t o achieve internat ional
recogni t ion 1n order to be reintegrated into the world community
of sport s . The reasons for this ruse are explai ned by this
st atement by the representatives of t he Afrikaner Broederbond:
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cricket, have serious implicati ons at this critical
stage f or OW' Cl7Wltr-y, regarding international trade,
mi lita.ry relationships and CU'III'QIlents, and strategic
i ndust ria l developnent .!

Evident ly, t he sports arena has a political role to play
in the st ruggle against apartheid. Not only does the movement
to isol ate Sout h Africa from international spor t s demystify the
mendacious concept of "international tru ce" and open the doors
for furt her st ruggl es , but it has also r-atsed the level of conscious ­
ness among the proletartat in the advanced capital ist count r ies.
South Africa is slowly 10s1ng i ts legi timacy in ternationally
and has become a major foreign policy issue i n Europe and the
Un ited St ates.

BACKGROUND TO INTERNATIONAl ISOLATION

As a member of the Int ernat ional Olympic Committee ( IOC )
si nce 1911, Sout h Africa's exclusively white teams participa ted
in the Olympic Games from 1912-1936. Once the Afri kaner nati on­
alists usurped full power over t he state apparatus in 1948. the
South African Nationa l Olymp ic Commi t t ee (SANOC) legal ly imple ­
mented what it had been practisi ng all a1 0ng--a policy of racial
segregat i on in sports. ~ Wi th the rise of anti -colonial struggles
as well as the civ i l ri ght s movement of Af rican-Americans in
t he 1950 ' s , the policy of apartheid on an internat ional l evel
wa s no longer an unquestionable issue . The year 1956 saw the
expul sio n of South Afri ca from t he Int ernat ional Table Tennis
Federation on t he grounds of the country 's racia l discr iminati on
in sports . 5 In 1959. the IOC representatives for the Soviet
Union, General Stor t schev and Alexi Romanov, led the strugg le
to ban South Africa from t he Olympi c Movement . 6 In spite of
the internati ona l pressure. the rac i st apartheid government
pol icy remai ned r igid. South Afri ca's Mi nister of the Inte rior,
Johannes de Klerk , said in 1962:

I t i e inadmies i bl.e f Ol"~ed Sout h African t 6a1llS to par­
ticipate i n int ernational. events . Whi t e athl.et e8 can
oompete abroad 48 NpNlsentat i ve8 of OW' whi t e popula­
tion and, ool"l'Bepondi ngl.y, col.oured athl.etee at
i nternational. competitions are to be considel"ed ae
Np:resenting the /'IOn-white South African.e. '

Thu s, with the suppor t of the Socia list bloc countries , t he
IOC resolved t o excl ude South Africa fro mt he 1964 Olympic Games
held in Tokyo .

The movement to isolate South Africa from international
sports received most of its impet us fromwith in the borders of
South Africa. In 1956, t he f irst pressure group for non-racial
sports t o galn internati onal recogn i tion wa s formed. Though t he
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Co-ordinat lng Comnl t te e for International Relations 1n Sport
soon col l apsed in 1958. the Sou th African Sports Associatton
(SASA) was fanned with the suppor t of 70 .000 llIen and WOllen
athletes. The purpose of SASA was to

. . .coordi1'lau ~iu .pcZ'"t~ to~ tM C'CZW'B
of eport: and tM .ta:>ld:ud of 8pO J"t. QIJII()7tIJ ~iu

spon-n. to • • • tJ.at tM~ and tluti;ro o~aatiolw

Becw'e Pl'O~" NCogn1.tion lin South Afr ica] tutd
ab1"O<2d. and to do this 011 a norI-l"'aCio:l bad• • '

Under the leade rship of Denni s Brut us , SASA was re lat ively
successful . Among i ts successes i nclude the cancel lation of a
South Afri can soccer ma tch to be hel d in Brazil and the blocking
of a West Indian crtcket t our of South Afr ica . ' It fa il ed , how­
ever , 1n 1t s attempt to have the South African Olympi c Committee
expell ed f rom the Olympic Movement .

Within Sout h Afric a, SASA's cent ral aim was to negotiate
with whi te sport s bodie s i n order to i ncrease t he number of
at hletes of colour repre sented i n i nte rnat ional sporti ng bodies .
Yet , fol lowing Shar pevi l le in 1960 and the arrest of ANC leaders
i n 1963, the Sports Association t ook on a much broader political
character. SASA expanded into a movement wi t h t he goal of
iso lating South Afr ica internat ional ly and destroying apartheid
in sports once and for al l . The leadership of SASA went on to
create the Sout h Afr i can Non- Racial Olympic Commi t te e {SAN-ROC}
in 1963. Because SAN-ROC ai~d at the ent i re edi fice of apar­
theid , repression against the organi zation inte nsi fied . SAN-ROC
representatives Chris de Broglio , George Singh, Reg Hlongwane
and Dennis Brutus were all forced into exi le . Brutus al so ex­
perien ced the pain of South African -non- racial - bullet s
and that bast ion of incarcerated blackness known as Robben
Island . Real izing the difficult odds faci ng SAH·RQC with' n
South Afri ca, the organization was eventually forced i nto ext le,
coordi nat ing the international boycott of South Afr ican sport
frtllll abroad.

Though South Africa was banned from participa ti ng in the
1964 Olympics , the nations that support aparthe id (.cst of t he
advanced capitalist count r ies) t ried desperately to have South
Africa re-admit ted. A special IOC commission was sent to Sout h
Africa in 1967 to investigate t he regi~ ' s will ingness to inte­
grate sport s . After discuss ions between Vors ter and l ord Ki ll ani l
of Ireland, Sout h Afr ica agreed to :

1) Form a united te amwithout discrimi nat ion

2) Al low for equivalent travel and &cco~da ti ons
faci l i t ies for al l athletes
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Have teams selected by both "Whi tes and non-Whit es"

Where necessary , elimination contests between South
Africans of different "races " on Olympic grounds . 1 0

3) Utilise a common fl ag and uniform

4)

5)

Accepting t hese conditions, on February 15. 1968 i n Grenoble ,
France, the IOC decided by a vote of 36-27 to re-admit South
Africa to the 1968 Olympic Games. 1 1

Unlike the 1950' s, when most of Afr ica was stil l under t he
direct yoke of colonialism, African countries were mobi lized
against such a decision . A l i t tl e over a year earlier, thirty­
two African countries formed t he Supreme Counci l for Sports in
Africa (SCSA). one of its first actions being a cal l for an
Olympic boycott if South Africa wa s al lowed to participate.l~

Only eight days after the Grenoble decision, t he SCSA issued a
commun1qu~ stating clearly that the thi r ty-two African countr ies
will not be in Mexico City so long as South Af rica participates . 1 l

Moreover , the whole social ist bloc, in accordance with many
Asian and latin American non-a ligned countr ies , also t hreatened
to boycott the games . In the face of this enormous i nternational
pressure, the IOC was forced to reverse the decis ion.

In response to the IOC' s reversal of t he Grenoble decision,
South Africa staged their own "mi ni -Olympic Games· i n 1969.
Th i s all -white exhibition of Aryan supremacy was a tot al f iasco.
All t he athletes f rom the Socialist bloc, as well as African and
Asian countries , boycotted and denounced the raci st games. When
cer t ai n African countries threatened not to compete wi th teams
that had taken part i n the games , many of the Western countries
were forced to withdraw. In fact, t he SCSA announced that all
the African countries wou ld boycott t he 1972 Olympic Games in
Jo\Jnic h if West Germany did not withdraw from t he "mi ni-Olympi cs. "H

By 1970, the movement to isolate South Africa was in ful l
swi ng. Internationa l action against South Africa i ncluded the
cancel lat i on of a West German hockey tour of Sout h Africa ; t he
suspension of South Africa from t he Internat ional Amateur Ath­
let i c Federa ti on; suspension from the International Amateu r
Wrestling Federati on; and the refusal of the Jama ican government
to allow white South Afr i can players and delegates t o attend a
world netbal l conference and tournament in Jamaica.l~ Beyond
the question of international diplomacy , the ris ing i nternational
consciousness of the realities of aparthe id stimulated mass
sports -rela t ed protests . "Stop the 70's Tour" , l ed by Peter Hain
in Britain , was able to mobilize SO,OOO demonstrators against
the Springbok cricket tour of Engl and. In Dublin, Ireland alone,
10, 000 peo~le t urned out t o protest raci st South Africa's parti­
cl pati on. 1 Moreover , the SCSA threatened to boycott the Common-
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wealth Games to be held in Edinburgh late~ that yea~ if the
B~it( sh governAent did not take action. Pressure was so great
that t he Bri tish gov e~nment requested the tou ~ be cancelled. 1 1

The most sig ni fi cant blow to apartheid sport came when
South Af~ i ca became t he fi r st count ry t o be expelled f~om t he
Ol ympi c Movement in May of that yeer . In a r-ather pitiful
st atement , cabinet membe~ Ma~a1s V1 1joen responded to t he lOC
decis ion by sayi ng,

We knoIJ. of CQlU"tlli' . that u.. peop u b. hi nd tn. Ol~

dscisi<m a:N th s ~ ~st-ilWpiNd and OOIIIlIWIut­
paid ag~u who a:N b.hil'ld tM agit4ticol in England
to lJJ'eClt tn. crickst t:ow-. II

After South Africa's expul sion f~ the 01r-P1c Mov~nt,

t he stnJgg le agai nst aparthe id spor-t i ntensi fi ed. In 1971 , in
p~otest to t he Sp~ingbok Rugby tou~ in Austra lia, 125,000 wo~ke~s

walked off t heir jobs. The genera l s t~1 ke led t o an e1ghteen­
day state of emergency in Queensland, t he arrest of 500 protes­
te~s , and the full deployment of the represslve appa~atuses of
the st ate --cost 1ng the gove~nment some twenty- seven ~f l llon

dol l a~s .l t The SCSA al so began t o implement more rigorously
t he idea of a - t hird pa~ty clause , - Thls would extend the
boycott t o fncl ude nat ions ~ha t have part icipated w1th South
Africa. In view of the New Zealand rugby tou~ of Sout h Afrfca ,
the SCSA eeee It clear that i t wou ld boycot t the Ol )'llp1c Gules
to be held In Montreal i n 1916 i f New Zealand was allowed to
pa~ticlpate . Keepi ng t o i t s word, t he boycot t included 30
nat10nal teams and approximatel y 600 athl etes . 2 '

In 1977, some groundbreak1 ng legal actions we~e taken
aga1nst apartheid sport s , The Gle neagles Agreement , signed i n
Scot l and by t he heads of the Commonwealth count~ 1 es , ag~eed to
ta ke al l mea sures to stop spo~t l ng contacts w1th Sout h Af~l can

teams and lndivf duals . Thls is an extremely 1mpo~tant document
In t hat it 1s an agreement between states--and t hus is binding
by i nte~nati onal l aw. l i In t he same year , the United Nations
General Assembly adopted resol ut ion 32/ 10SH, desc~lbed as the
Inte~na tional Declaration agai nst Apar theid in Spo~ts. Though
there were fou~tee n abste ntions , not a sing le vote was cast
against t he Decla ration. The Decl arat ion i s al so qui te signi­
ficant in one cruci al pofnt: It .akes the t otal eradication of
apartheid a pre-condition for an end to the boycott. As one
paragraph stat es :

' " t here can be neitMr adheNnce to tM principle of
merit .election ncr JUl ly integ~ t.d non-racial sport
in any cownt ry practis i ng apartheid wnt i l tM a~th.id

syst em its. lt i 8 e~ica ted . (my emphasis, RK )!



In spite of l egal action, the "beef" in the movement to
i solat e South Africa remained in the streets. In Nashville,
Tennessee at the Davis Cup matches i n 1978, 6,000 peopl e , led
by t he National Association for the Advancement of Colo red
People (NAACP) and a broad coalition of civi l rights organiza ­
tions protested South Africa 's participation. In fact, t he
demonstrators outnumbered the spectators by a ratio of 3 to 1.
Pressure was so great t hat South Africa was suspended from t he
Dav i s Cup matches a month later. 2'

The Springbok rugby tour of 1981 was probably the mos t ef­
ficacious of t he recent mass demonstrations agai nst aparthei d
spor t . In New Zealand, over 2,000 proteste rs were ar rested .
When t he tour reached the U.S., an ad hoc Stop the Apartheid
Rush Tour (SART) was formed t o bloc~t~rugby tour . This coa­
lition of over 100 organizations successful ly cancelled matches
in Chicago and New York. The only publici zed match t hat took
place was held i n Albany in the mi dst of 300 spectators , 2,500
demonstrators, and pouring rai n . 2~

Though t he 1980 '5 may not have seen as much mass protest
activity as the 1970's , two very sig nifi cant actions were t aken.
Fir st , in 1981 t he SCSA and the UN l aunched a Mbl acklist Mof
all athletes who i n one form or anot her partic ipated with South
Africa, the intention being to i sol at e these individual athletes
and make the boycott more ef fective. 25 The blackl ist, supported
by the South African Council of Sport (SACOS) , SAN-ROC , and
the Azanian People's Organization (AZAPO) , remains an extremely
effective t ool for exposing at hletes who col laborate wi t h apar­
theid . Second, in the fol lowi ng year, the Commonwealth Games
Federation (CGF) passed a resolut ion cal l ing upon the nationa l
Commonwea l t h Game s Associations t o enforce the Gleneagles Decla­
ration of 1977, to expel all nations that maintai n sporti ng
l inks with South Africa, and lobby all other sports organizations
to break all ties with t he racis t regime . As Bruce Kidd r eports
in hi s paper included in this issue, according to the vice -pre ­
sident of t he South African Nat ional Olympic Committee, t he CGF
resolution was "the worst thing to have happened to South Africa
si nce our expulsion from t he Olympic Movement. MZ6

The effects of this action have virtually shaken t he inter­
nat ional sports arena. Fo l lowi ng an i nternational rugby tour
of South Africa In 1982 , made up of various interna tiona l rugby
players , t he Singapore Rugby Union banned its captain Song Kooh
Poh for l ife for participating wi th this mu lti -national team.
The Canadian Rugby Uni on also took action, banning its players
for one year. Tokkie Smith , a Sou t h African now resi dent in
Hong Kong and organize r of the tour , was fired from his position
as vice-president of the Hong Ko ng Rugby Uni on. 27 Furthermore,
the Hong Kong Golf Association announced that i t wi ll ban South
Africa f rom competing i n the World Amateur Golf Championships
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scheduled i n that country in 1984. In 1983, t he government of
Australia went as far as denying vis as to i nte rnational athletes
who vi ol ate t he Gleneagles Agreement . 1 '

IKPERIALIST PROPAGANDA IN THE SERV ICE OF APARTHEID SPORTS

Ever si nce the so-called -~i ni -O lympi cs - held i n 1969,
SOuth Africa has attempted to use every means possi ble to legi ­
t imize apartheid and re-enter the internati onal sports arena.
The ini t ial react ion of the rac ist regime under Vorster was to
launch Its -mul tl -nat ional- sports policy . As noted above in
reference to an analysis of t he subject publi shed in th is Issue,
the policy , f irst presented to Parl i ament in 1971, .al nta i ned
that t he Bantust ans or ·homel ands- const i t ute separate nations
and thus spor ti ng events wi thin Sout h Afr ica are · i nternat ional . ·:
This policy culminated i n t he so-called Sout h African Games held
i n 1973. Seat i ng was segregate d and the teams were di vided by
the colour of t heir skin . like the al l-white '69 Games , the
-mu l t i -nat ional· Games were a c~\ ete fai lure . Almost al l of
the natlonal and i nternat ional spor ti ng bodies boycotted and
banned t heir members f ro- part icipating. l .

In its st ruggle to re-enter international spor t s, South
Africa wa s aided by the IOC , which tried desperate ly to get t he
raci st regime back into the Olympi c Movement . At an IOC execu­
t ive meeting held i n January 1972, a resol ut ion was passed noti ng

•• •with p l4Jasw-e tlut p~•• in _ t\oIat participation
by IoIhite. and _ - whit.. in i nul'Plationa:t .pon. ad­
mini. t ra tion in South Africa. I I

The reason for such an overwhelming suppor t of the r aci s t
apar theid government is quite simple . l ike any ot her i nte rna­
tional body created and perpetuated by imper i al i st hegemony,
the IDe i s de-ina te d by the advanced capi ta li st nat ions.· In
1970, t he entire · Thi rd World· held only thirty-three per cent
of t he voting powe r . In 1972 shty-fhe per cent of "white·
nat ions did not oppose Sout h Afri ca ' s participation tn the
Ol ympics . The t hirty- f i ve per cent in opposition to t he raci st
regime' s parti cipa ti on were al l Social ist bloc nat fons. Of t he
"Thi rd World , - only Malawi refu sed t o oppose South Africa's
participation i n the Olympic Games. ' 1

If the past decade -a rked a period of intense ant t-apartheid
st ruggle , this was accompanied by an increase in i~rial ist

propaganda in suppor t of t he South Afri can case . In t he first

· See Carol Thompson, el sewhere i n
analysi s of th i s subject-mat te r .

32

t his
Ed. ,

i ssue . for a detailed
K.M.



f ive mont hs of 1975. the racist South Afri can government spent
blOO.OOO on advertisements in the British press . S I Most sig­
nif icantly. at the Olymp ic Games t n Montreal the foll owing year ,
the Sout h African government attempted t o set up an -t nfonaat1on
cente r . " Despite tl'le enor"lllJUs Sl.IIIS of Il'IOney expended in setting
up thi s propaganda statton, the Afro-Asian states and the int er­
nat ional ant t -apart heid movement applied sufficient press ure on
It and forced it to shut down withi n twenty-fou r hours . "

Given the present level of capi tali st sophistication In
propaganda machines, the Sout h Af ri can case constitute s a
pot ent i deological weapon in the hands of the oppressor . The
"objective" press avail s Itse lf to such stateme nts as : "spor t
has now been normalized on a non-ractal basts i n South Afrlca."' 5
Only a year after thi s statement was publ ished i n the British
press (1978 ), South African H.P., A.J. Yolk boasted that more
t han ninet{-n lne per cent of South African sport was st i l l
apartheid . '

Advert ising a BBC TV program enti tled · South Afri can Sport
and t he Boycot t, - for June 28, 1983, we read the following state­
~nt in a TV guide:

I,. SOIol th Afrioa iudr thi J'lg. kmI. IIIO't'sd on from the
80 '.~ lolMn t"- &uiZ. D'OU vril"a affair brought rt2Cia.l
i1Ulqua.liti.4. i ,. .port to tM ioIOl'ld'. atttmtion.
Today bt.a.ak a.7Id lolhiu ~lay .port toget hsr and ~u
fo r Springbo1c co lour. . 7

The stat ement goes on to say t hat by wat ching th i s prese n­
tati on "al I shades of confl ict i ng opi nion" wil l be presented
· so that viewers can make up the ir own minds . · ' • Thi s is how
impe ri al i s t propaganda operates.

Enonnous SL.lllS of IIlOney are also spent attemptinl to draw
world -cl ass athl ete s to Sout h Africa. In 1981 over 100,000
was offe red to a Bri t ish soccer tea. to tour Sout h Africa . If
it were not for the intervention of the Federation Internat lonale
Footbal l Amateur (FIFA) , th is tour would probably have gone
ahead. ' t In August 1982, a number of top-c lass Caribbean
cricketers , two Austral ians, two India ns and a Paki stani were
a11 offered a .i nilllllll of between 75.000 to 100,000 Rand to
tour South Africa. Two mont hs later, fourteen Sri lankan crick­
eters , i n defiance of governme nt pol ley, t oured South Africa .
They rece ived an estimated $50,000 each; but t hey were banned
fr om the Sri l ankan Cricket Board of Control f rom playi ng at
the nat ional and inte rnational level for twenty-f i ve years. ~ o

Above al " i n 1982 an estimated $10 mi llion was spent by t he
raci st government in an at tempt t o attract men and women athletes
to Sout h Afri ca. ~ l
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Not only does imperiali sm indirectly suppor t South Africa's
large expendit ures on propaganda, but t here is a growing direct
support fron the i..perlalt st count ries for an end to the~
cot t o This is especially evident i n the changing at t i t ud@s
of national sports bodi@s withi n the advanced capItalist nat ions
In January 1980, the Brit i sh Sports Counci l sent a delegation
to Sout h Africa , under chainman Dickie Jeeps to st udy t he · pro­
grams" of the raci st regime to Integra te sport s . Though the
report did not draw forma l conclusions, Jeeps suggest@d that
certai n sports had been effectively inugrated . In the sallie
year , Bill Hicks of the Sports Council and Walter Had1ee , an
Australian cricket official , vis ited South Afr ica and made pub1 i
statement s to the e ffect t hat sporti ng cont acts ought t o be re­
opened because of t he ·progress· t hat has been made.· i Even
outs ide t he nat ional and internationa l sports bodies , powerfu l
lObbying groups attempt to put pressure on t he i nternational
spor ts community to eradi cate the ban on South Afr ica ' s par ti ­
cipation. The wel1 ~financed British group cal1@d -f reedON in
Sport Inte rnat ional - i s a case i n point . This organization,
basing its approach on Cold War po1ltics and a nt i -commu nf~,

has been relat ively effec ti ve during t he Reagan era .

With the advent of Reagan 'S regf~ , not only had Sou th
Afri ca become sere cou rageous in its racist pct tctes , but
the regime ' s fri ends, parasites and hangers-on have also taken
a bo lder stand. First , in 1981 after Nigeria Jai led and deportE
three black1 lsted Br i tish t ennis players who had ente red t he
country to play in a Grand Pr ix tour nament, the Internat ional
Professional Tennis Council expell ed Niger ia f rom the Inter­
nat ional Grand Prix ci ~u it. This reaction was to serve -as a
wannlng to other count ries considering applying t he U.N. black­
l ist ai med against Sout h Africa. ·· ' second, 1981 .arked a radi o
cal change in the voting pattern of the General Assembly per­
taining to apartheid spor t, Prior to 1981 , no nat ion voted
against t he Internati onal Decl aration agal nst Apartheid in
Sport s . However, re solut ion 36/172. reaf firmi ng t he Decla rat iol
was adopted 124 to 5 with 14 abstentions, the United St ates
leading t he opposi ti on, · · Final ly, the U.S. has gone as fa r
as allowing Sout h Afr ican athletes Johan Kiek , Sydney Ma ree
and Gerrie Coe tzee to represe nt Alllerica fn fnte rnat iona1
sports compet l t ion. ·$

TIfE FUTURE Of THE STRUGGLE

Undoubtedly, the i nternat ional spor ts boycot t of Sou th
Africa has , thus fa r , been successful. Through the boycott .
anti- aparthei d groups were able to mobi l ize and educate t he
ma sses of peop le and more or l ess i solat e Sout h Africa from
the international sports community . On the other hand, t he
II'CIvement , l ike most anti-imperialist movements, has reached
an his torical junct1l re under the age of Reagan. As we have
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seen, the past three years witnessed a "thawing" of relations
between South Africa and international sports organizations and
athletes . This is especial ly true in the case of the U.S. and
Sout h Africa. When the Los Ange les Mayor, Bradley, gave t he
key to the city to the head of the South Afri can consulate, the
future of the anti-apart heid movement took on an ominous coun­
t enance. With the 1984 Olympics coming to Los Angeles, the
chances are that repre sentatives from the South African Bureau
of Information wil l al so be there , spreadi ng propaganda about
South Africa 's "progress ." We i n Los Angeles mu st not allow
this to happen . Like Montreal, all Ca lifornia-based anti-apar­
theid movements must be mobi l ized i n order to block any South
Afr ican attempts to set up an information center. Thi s should
include le gal st rug9les (i .e . set up a hearing 1n the Los Angeles
City Counci l ; write l et te r s t o the Los Angeles Olympic Organi­
zing Commi t tee (LAOCC ) and to Mayor Bradley expressi ng dis­
pleasure over any possibility of South African presence) and
ext ralegal struggles (i. e. , be prepared to mobilize the masses
of t he people to demonstrate at the site of the information
center) . We mu£t also uti lise t he Olympic Games as a forum
to protest U.S.-South African so-called "constructive engagement ." -6

For t hose who wi ll not be in Los Angeles duri ng the summer
of 1984, there are still plenty of ways to support the struggle
against apartheid i n sports :

1) Apply pressure t o the 10C t o adopt a pri nciple
simi l ar to the Commonwealth Games Resolution . This
would i solate all teams that have parti cipated with
South Africa from the Olympi c Games .

2) Gai n access to and publicize the United Nations
Register or "Bl ackl is t. " In the U.S. it has not
received the publicity i t has in ot her count r ies .
With the 1984 Olympic Games r ight around the corner ,
t his is a valuable document t o expose all athletic
col laborators .

3) The medi a, especia l ly i n t he U.S., must be util ­
ized more effectively to expose apartheid and offset
South African propaganda.

Above all, we must keep our goals in perspective. The
struggle against aparthe id sport i s only a tactic toward a
larger goal - - t he total l i berat ion of South Africa and the rest
of the world from the fetters of racism and capital ism. We
cannot pretend, as some do, that we are South Africa 's l i bera­
t ors . South Af rica 's liberators are in South Africa. Our
historical task , tied in to our own liberation here i n t he U.S. ,
is t o weaken t he imperia li st l ink from within. Once i t i s
suff ic ie nt ly weakened, the South African people wi l l do t he rest.
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Then, they i n turn will help us li berat e oursel ves .
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