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TO BE RETAINED AS TOP ENCLOSURE

Cabinet / Cabinet Committee Documents

Reference Date

CC (80) 19" Conclusions, Minute 2 (extract) 15.5.80
MISC 39 (80) 2 15.5.80
MISC 39 (80) 5" Meeting, Minutes 19.5.80
CC (80) 20™ Conclusions, Minute 2 (extract) 22.5.80
CC (80) 23" Conclusions, Minute 2 (extract) 11.6.80
CC (80) 24" Conclusions, Minute 2 (extract) 19.6.80
OD (80) 17" Meeting, Minute 3 2.7.80

The documents listed above, which were enclosed on this file, have been
removed and destroyed. Such documents are the responsibility of the
Cabinet Office. When released they are available in the appropriate CAB
(CABINET OFFICE) CLASSES
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1

Telephone 01-9/&70R% 218 2111/3

MO 11/10/7 18th July 1980

©

bt

Yo Mickaa,, omaey

SERVICEMEN AS OLYMPIC COMPETITORS ——h/

You asked for the background to today's pressstories
that the Minitry of Defence has ordered those Olympic
competitors who are Servicemen not to give TV press or radio
interviews.

There are only 5 Servicemen competitors (and one team
official) who chogse to go to Moscow, after it had been made
clear that the Government believed that it was against British
interests for our athletes to compete. The Servicemen are
therefore in Moscow as individuals on leave. Nevertheless
as Servicemen they remain legally bound by Queen's Regulations.
These Regulations contain clear guidance on broadcasts and
press interviews designed to avoid Seryicemen being drawn into
political controversy. It is these Regulations (relevant
extract attached) that should govern the conduct of these
Olympic competitors.

When the list of Servicemen competing in the Moscow Olympics
was released to the media er¥lier this month, their parent units
were warned‘by the Ministry of Defence that no interviews
should be given since it was judged at that stage that such
discussions would inevitably have centred on their decision
to go to Moscow and put the individuals in an impossible
position, given the instruction to avoid political controversy
contained in Queen's Regulations. This is the origin of the
stories coming from Moscow that these athletes have been

M O0'D B Alexander Esq




"gagged" by the Ministry of Defence. There is however
nothing in Queen's Regulations to prohibit Servicemen in

their position from commenting on purgly sporting aspects, such /1(

as their prospects in their events or their actual performance.

Guidance has now been sent, via the Defence Attache in
Moscow that will make their position clear while also
reminding them of the provision of Queen's Regulations, Our
Press Office is endeavouring to correct the impression
given by the press reports from Moscow; the situation has
also been explained in full to Denis Howell MP.

I am copying this letter to Paul Lever (FCO) and
to David Wright (Cabinet Office).
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CONFIDENTIAL
SAVING TELEGRAM

CONFIDENTIAL
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FROM MOSCOW O._O9OOZ //Ak% = é/)(([ ((2 /&L &'W
TO FCO TELNO 11 SAVING M/A o fz«/v( .57 _[/ML %@¢>
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OUR TELNOS 9 AND 10 SAVING: PREPARATIONS FOR THE OLYMPICS
1e Moscow is increasingly taking on the air of a city about to face

en onslaught. Large numbers of militia men have been drafted in and foot

———

patrols around the city have been very greatly increased. Squads cof

e —————

KGB internal security troops have also been seen and convoys of army lorries

(some decorated with the Olympic symbol) are aregular sight. As the
Olympic torch approaches through Bulgaria and Romania preparations are
being made to man the route with police or soldiers, the better to protect
what Soviet television frequently describes as the flame of peace,

2 Resident and visiting journalists are finding the security measures

being taken at the Olympic sites and their hotels a considerable problem.

It is one which may well increase when more substantial numbers of press
men arrive. Journalists trying to gain access to the new Press Centre

have been held up by lengthy checks, both on entry and on leaving the

building and have been given to understand t hat the security question

was taken out of the hands of the Organising Committee by the KGB as a

result of high level instructions. The effect is not only to segregate
visiting journalists from the Soviet public but also to make for some
times ludicrous administrative problems, Foreigners living at the

National Hotel, for example, were left without mail for 10 days because

T ——————— - . .

the postman was not allowed into the hotel and because they were not
—— B

e

o o7 i G ess
permitted to go to the post office to collect it. Resident correspondents
have been unable to call on the NBC team now installed at the Cosmos Hotel

\
/because
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because no one will issue them with the right passes, That hotel is

—

especially heavily guarded with a policeman on each floor - though this

may also have something to do with the fact that most of the French cutlery
and other equipment with which the hotel was equipped when recently opened
has disappeared for resale on the black market. The Rank Xerox service

— thiz.
team have so far been denied access to their machines installed in Olympic

buildings because they too do not have the correct documents.
3 Soviet Army personnel will also have a significant role to play at
the Games themselves. At the opening of the Olympic Village last weekend

the Olympic flag was carried in by a dozen members of the Soviet Armed

e —

o F

Forces merching in goose step. The ceremony at Tallinn was carried out

—— —

by sailors in. less emotive style. Troops have been rehearsed in

cheering for the Openlnp Ceremony and have nrac»1ced to make up a living

. —————————— R ——

ladder for the Olympic runner to ascend when he lights the flame on

——————

e

1 9 July.
——————

4, The oppressive feeling of the city is increased by the virtual

e —
absence of children. Many parents must resent whzt amounts to compulsory
deportation for the best part of two and a half months, There is also a
decline in the number of cars on the roads, New regulations will be
introduced from 10 July which will in effect ban movement for those
without privileged number plates, It is perhaps not surprising that

some cynicism has been expressed by ordinary Soviet citizens about the

Games and guides showing their compatriots over the Olympic wonders have

on occasion had a hard time selling their wares as being for the benefit
o

of ordinary citizens.

e

Se Dissidents and believers continue to be the victims of the Olympic

purge. The Orthodox priest Dmitri Dudko, in detention since January on

e g

charges of anti-Soviet propaganda, was forced to make a public confession

/on
A
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on television on 20 June in which he referred to foreign interference

—r— —

and the Olympics. The trade unionist Vladimir Borisov, member of
/‘
SMOT (Free Inter-Professional Association of Workers), was expelled

from the Soviet Union on 22 June, leaving his wife and young daughter
in Moscow. Alexander Podrabinek, in exile for publicising allegations
of psychiatric abuse, is expected to be tried a second time, in Yakutsk, on

——e e
charges of anti-Soviet slander based on material written in Siberian

exile. Soviet Pentecostalists have written an open letter to President
Carter alleging that they are being forced out of the five Olympic cities
before the Games begin.

6e The first teams have now arrived though there are not yet substantial

numbers of athletes or visitors in Moscow. We have been told in confidence

by the Dutch Embassy that all 170 Israelis who wanted to come to Moscow as

tourists have had their visas refqggd or in some cases cancelled. A

—

UK citizen working temporarily as a translator for Progress Publishers

has told us in confidence that she has already translated a number of
articles to appear in Soviet post-Olympic magazines containing statistical
details (with the numbers filled in) dealing with such things as the
number of visitors to Moscow during the Olympics, the numbers of special
buses and trains and even the tonnes of ice-cream consumed.

% The expected large quentities of consumer goods and food have yet

to appear, but stores in the centre of Moscow and in the suburbs are well
stocked with their normal range of goods, and some shops are selling a few
luxury items in quantities possibly greater than normal (eg foreign dresses,
pullovers and jeans) for which there are the usual enormous queues.

Supplies of some luxury foodstuffs seem marginally better than normal but
very little good quality meat is available in the Soviet food shops apart

/from

3
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from imported chicken and turkey. The general impression is that while

shops have not so far been given high quality goods which are not usually

available, even in the outer regions of Moscow they do have slightly

et ——————
better supplies than usuzl of their normal range of goods, including

clothing and consumer items such as cameras and electric razors. .

8. The Soviet press, describing the arrival of the Olympic torch in
Sofia referred to Mishka bear as having become something of a talisman
in Bulgaria. His vacuous grin is certainly increasingly evident in
Moscow with Mishka bear on posters, on the television and a large

number of Olympic souvenirs. If you have the best part of £100 to

spare you may buy a Mishka bear made out of cowhide. Those not prepared

P I—

to spend quite so much can buy perfume in plastic Mishka bear flasks,
woolly Mishkas, china Mishkas with flowers or badges with the bear engaged

in various sports. The badge with the bear holding a pistol seems to have

been withdrawn from sale.
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DEPARTMENT OF TRADE 1 VICTORIA STREET LONDON SWI1H OET Telephone O1-215 7877

Fromthe Secretary of State

CONFIDENTIAL

Clive

Private ‘arret ay
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v ng otreev
Yalata 1

AU I 9 MW

TER FLIGHTS FOR THE OLYMPICS

My Secretary of State was grateful for the Prime Minister's agreement
that he could raise this matter at OD this afternoon.

The background is as follows. Aeroflot have sought the approval

of my Department to operate 18 special charter services between
[ondon and Moscow and Inninn?gq to carry visitors to the Olympic
Games. These are spectators: the competitors and their officials
are travelling by scheduled British Airways services. To refuse
approval my Secretary of State would have to use powers available
under the Air Navigation Order 1976: but the Attorney General has
reservation about the use of these powers on which he will speak

at OD. Since BA are not operating any charter services to the
Olympics (and, contrary to press reports, this Department did not
seek to influence their decision) and since no other British airline
operates regular charters to the Soviet Union in the Summer, the
tour operator, David Dryer Sports Travel, is most unlikely at short
notice to find another airline to carry his clients.

In my Secretary of State's view, this is a difficult political
decision, but one which, with the start of the Olympics only three
weeks away, needs to be taken quickly.
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Fromthe Secretary of State
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Secretary of State would be glad to hear the views of his
this afternoon on a matter where in his view the
are much the most important.

the Aeroflot charters are refused, he thinks it essential that

the Government should be ready to make available funds to recompense
11d-be travellers to Moscow for their lost deposits, provided that
is no other basis on which they can recover their money.
wever, it might be undesirable to make that fact known in public
this stage. The best estimate we can make is that the

s ALl

maximum
iability would be of the order of £100,000.

copying this letter to the Private Secretaries to the other
nembers of 0D, as well as to Beckett (Attorney General's Office),
Y
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Vi rd [ ~ 5
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(Chief Whip ffice) and David Wright (Cabinet Office).
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London SWIA 2AH
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Hurd CBE ME 1 July 198C
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On the other hand, I accept that civil aviation has hitherto
been excluded from the range of post-Afghanistan measures against
the Soviet Union, and that charters of this kind would normally be
granted. It would therefore be difficult to claim that a refusal
had been taken on economic grounds, and the introduction of:
politics into our bilateral civil aviation relations with the
Soviet Union might make it harder to bring about & smooth transi-
tion to a restricted London/Moscow end-to-end service when the
notice of termination of the Protocol to the ASA runs out in
October.

/In practical

[
-

()
o O

v . m o +
man Tebbit

smentarv
mencary
g s
+ o ro

cary Ol

b
s I'D
n

)




terms I understand that it would probably not
the British tourists already booked for Moscow
arters by the British tour operator, (fo]lowjn?
] ] harters) to be rebooked
other
take

0

ose their
+
o

4

the onl

have t

]
» |
r

1

1€ PIELO

[inister, the Chief




39 = FCO
Paymaster General
CSD
MOD
HMT
10 DOWNING STREET o

DOE
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From the Private Secretary 30 June, 1980

Charter Flights for the Olympic Games

The Prime Minister has seen Mr Tebbit's letter of 27
June to Mr Hurd on this subject. The Prime Minister is not
convinced that it would be right to give permission to Aeroflot
to proceed with special charter services between London and
Moscow to carry visitors to the Olympic Games. She considers
that if the Government were to do so its policy would appear
inconsistent.

I am sending copies of this letter to Murdo Maclean (Chief
Whip's Office), the Private Secretaries of MISC 39 and David
Wright (Cabinet Office).

Miss S M Haird
Department of Trade
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8 special chart er services between London and Moscow

carry visitors to the Olympic Ganmes. The question arises
what attitude we should adont towards these charter flights.
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We know that these fours cost £400 per person and that
fundable deposit is required at the time of booking.

The charter flights are however a potential source of sharp
criticism for the Government, and no doubt whichever decision
we take there will be no lack of critics and advocates of the
pposite course.

should add that, after discussion with Aeroflot, British Airways
flights
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I spoke to BA's Chief Executive about this and he told me that
they had aWrnadJ dec1de€ not to go ahead wi a contract with

™M — - ~ ~ hooes ad ey A v - i
r Dryer. his is the decision which has attracted some notice

Al

T +tAadavle manara
v o " M _Je

we need to tal a decision fairly quickly
you would let me have a response as soon
to the Prime Min
. aay gty .
yertt Armstrong.

cc PSS
ﬁyﬂﬁ7‘
& )/ - L
r Clunes
MrSkeelke
Mr Dick
Mir Roberfs
Mréc ;(/;’raa
Mre Gearrad

—

frime thiriskey

Crugflinup
PMevibersS Y '}J/}
S Rededt fraskiag




'DAILY EXPRESS'

g g VI : getting ready for the
AV’ Y7 2{,]{WN

v""q/ // ",A() ”.)f(:

!

Olympics. A lick of iere, a bit r1e:

in Moscow 1980 that

i somewhere els f cours

Trar ey 'M"'Y

not enough. ready for the Olympics means

ing ZEN ¢ ' Russians w 1ig have something to

g=

arrest
to the athletes and spec e means warning
hundreds of others t

are over

airliners which unti he 1: S e have been
taking Russian reinforcements to Kkill and bomb in
Afghanistan. Never before in the history of the Olympic
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the argument : : : 1 ] itics as: in everything
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ake a different line, say to our competitors
'Don't worry, go to Moscow, we pretend the Olympics
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of the Moscow Olympics is necessary. Every spectator

or athlete who comes tTO the Olympics will be giving

indirect support to Soviet military policies

but take it out on the

Ah,

some people say, why

athletes? about trade and the other

contacts which we have Russians? But it is simply

not  trueito that we nothing about trade

say

There are firms and workers in today who are

worse off because of what has The generous
i

1

credit agreement which Harold ith  the

Russians has been allowed to lapse. We have tightened

the restrictions on selling strategic goods which might

useful for the Soviet war machine. The British Government

would have liked to go further, Peter Walker has throughout

sa of subsidised

argued for stopping the nonsensical les

butter to the Soviet Union. But stopping all ordinary trade

with the Soviet Union would not make sense. Would it

i which would simply transfer

1

t restric ns

make sense ) impose

contracts to our compet itors? Would make sense to take

measures which would hurt us more than the Russians? Anyway,

a
1

ordinary trading contacts gi no 1»1'4)‘:»:);f:'nd;1

weapon with their own people or with the outside world. They

g something else - oOn the

are pinning their political hopes on

special jamboree which they are organising in Moscow next

month. The Jjamboree might have been a great World Trade

r Festival. The same

nerhaps a World Theatre

ments. . ..




arguments would then have applied. is desperately

ba k for the athletes Moscow's political

ret Thatcher ter C gton are working

rga
have

P

chanistan. This

‘ril'(",‘/ll“ desperate

own peace and security. nce aggression is
no-one -is safe. S we aven't arn that
haver any is why the
on Afghanistan at their summit
in Venice. That is why Peter Carrington put forward
for the withdrawal cof Soviet troops and for a
nd non-aligned Afghanistan. f the Alliance had
more spunk on asions Afghanistan
have been invaded. If we can make the Russians
Afghanistan, then next ime they
may decide to stay at home. But
ive pressure - and because the Games are

)

an Olympic boycott is part of that pressure.

are quite clear that it is against British
interests for British competitors to ¢ to Moscow.
know that we are asking them to do something very difficult

Sofen STV

for Britain. Competitors who /intend to go to M

MOSCOW
have built their lives round their event. They have trained,
they have made sacrifices, they have thought of little.else
for months, probably years. But the same is true of the

British competitors who have decided to accept our advice

/and stay

D 107991 400,000 7/76 904 953
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and stay a he strians, e yachtsmen, the hockey
players, some Ol » fencers an § All credit
should go ; ‘he i 18 true * Canadian, German,
Japanese, | 7ealand and American cCOmMpP¢ titors. | 'They
too have in the end dec ided that it is right to stay

In so doing they have already made the boycott
effective. Who is going to CTOSS the road to see a
swimming medal won at Moscow, when the W rld's best

2

swimmers will not take part

this country we pay great attention 1O those who
in sport. We are notl lavish with facilities oOT
training at public expenst as they are in Eastern Europe.
But no-one who reads a newspaper Or
»an doubt the honour which sportsmen
of our tradition. But they belong 1in
same world as the ragtiofng i the dangerous world
in which aggression is ing committed and unless
checked could be committed again. They have a part to
play 1 aking that world a bit safer. The Bri ish
have not usually lagged behind or sought excuses when
of courage 1is required. In July 1980 that act
of courage means staying away from the scramble for

Moscow's medals.

D 107991 400,000 7/76 904 953




- 0,
/%\WL ﬁtuﬂs LA

SAVING TELEGRA M) (e /Q““ 6) /2«4/\/9/
4

s HC
Q,/l\ O s 1 i S P f_
‘\b 3 - ) < L-

Vi
SCOW 1809002 ' ‘ N

AR A \V"]

- g /
FCO TELNO 10 SAVING 1%6. :

UKDEL NAT

CONFIDETIAL

AN

") %

v -

OUR TELEGRAHM KO SAVING: PREPARLITION FOR TEE OLYIPICS

As the opening day nears, the Soviet press has been devoting nore

space to articles about 1l )1ympics, 211 telling
story of successful preparati
rer""an themselves [or
boycott has virtually dropped from view, and
the Olympics will be both a triun

unsurpassed festivegl of sporting achievenents,
Russian can take full pride.

emotive appeal to Soviet patriotism, cinema newsreels have shown members

of the Soviet Olympic : akingtheir oath in the Volg o*:ad (ex
<

Stalingr&d) War Memorial Complex.

2e Many of the physical preparations now seenm to be complete, and Moscow

~

towi ‘centre is in good shape. The new (and architecturally’i
international airport, Sheremetievo-2, is also finished, although

GCerman maintenance team remains on site to put righ
o L R T
arise, and the airport is presently working well below

a few airlines having transferred from the old airport. There have been

long delays to the processing of incoming flights on occasion, with both

jmmigration and customs f s taking their time %o examine pazsengers
the new Z-ray equipment wi extensive physical
exzamination of lugzga Most of the Clynpic sites are now clained to be

ready, and although there i3 evidence that ssveral are in fact running

/slightly
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schedule, ghock work

|

by the apoointed day.
only remains to ftidy up. Pravda of 7 June noted that the of

eny areas had declared June a month of campaign for prepari anenities,
.

hotnik" - a da; . 3 fvoluntary!

J

and Saturday 28 June a tdvn-wide "sub!
work, which will presumably be devoted largely to clearing up, cleaning,

‘touching up paint, planting flowers eic. Other workers,

academics have already been drafted in to work on last minute

and polishing. This should ensure that everything is neat and
- o v o
tidy well before the main groups of lourisis arrive.

e The round-up of dissidents is also continuing:

Helsinki Monitoring Group, Yuri ¥ v, was det

weeks ago and ordered to emigrate by the opening of the Olympics.

frial of another Group merber, Viktof Hekipelov, opened on 11 June.

six members of the ﬁosco# Helsinki Fonitoring Group now re

they are understandably demoralized and expecting arrest at

although, given the a bitrhriness of Soviet actions in this field, it is

hard to predict what will happen. The same aim of 'shielding' foreign
visitors from any unfavourable i ssion of Soviet society continues
to affect other fields as well: the long-awaited stockpiled goods have yet

to appear but out-of-town visitors are now.refused entry to MHoscow

éndﬂbuges<hage\§qgn commandeered to take many Sf‘Qh;-éhii&;éﬁwoﬁf in

convoyss .

4. It is increasingly obvious these preparations are being made

for the sake of what may be a disappointingly small number of foreign

visitors. The Italian Travel Agency which secured the Olympic

concession is for example being told by the Soviet authorities it nmust
purchase the tickets for 15,000 people it originally coatracted to buy

" /(54,000)
y
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ssion the Agency has been told

Italians actually couinge

There are even rumours
Intourist is driving too hard a bargain and although some

that increased interest from Latin America and India will mzke up sone

of the shortfall it is evident enough the Games will not b

anything like the hard currency income the Soviet Union expected.

Se The Soviet authorities will clearly continu
resent the Games in the most glowing colours

have aroused.

Committees will be sending

Governments of those couniries, end have even Sugges:

flags of all members of the International Olympic Committee, including the
Stars and Stripes. It must in any case be doubtful whether the

L
ordine.y Soviet citizen will draw clear conclusiochs from the official

positions of countries whose Governments have urged a boycoit, but are
represented by teaxs.sent by National Committees, whose athletes they

will therefore tend to regard as composing national teams in the full

sense. The picture has meanwhile been further blurred by what appear

to be officially encouraged stories that major boycotiting na ions

Japan may after all send teams.
6. The Russians are experts at making illusion appear

proved with the fake villages he showed to Catherine the Greatf, and the

——
p—

a3

Soviet authorities showed more recently during President Yizon's visit.

They may well enjoy a considerable degree of

3
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But the:Soviet public remain well aware of w
\

CONFIDENTIAL

own public that the G=mes are well up to standard and foreign visitors

B .
that the Soviet Union is a clean and orderly, well provided for, societye.

jdespread oprosition to the

Olympics, the shortfall in foreign visitors cannot be totzlly ignored,

end there will be a markéd decline in ¢

Olympics will not be the triumph the Soviet
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THE PRIME MINISTER 16 June 1980

Thank you for your letter of 27 May about British participation

in the Olympic Games in Moscow.

It is unfortunate that the Olympic Games happen to be
scheduled at this time. I understand and sympathise with the
feelings of the athletes who have trained for years with the object
of participating. But we know that for the Soviet Union sport is -
a branch of politics and 1 would like to draw your attention to the
extract from a recent Soviet publication quoted in the attached memo-
randum. If is clear from this and other evidence that the Soviet
authorities will claim participation in the Olympics as endorsement
of their aggression in Afghanistan and their propaganda machine will
make use of this, both within the Soviet Union and abroad. From
this, we have concluded that a boycott of the Olympics by citizens
of the Free World would be one of the most effective measures to
bring home to the Soviet Government and the Russian people the

abhorrence in which their actions in Afghanistan are held. That

is why I have advised British sportsmen and women and their.sporting

federations that it would be against British interests and wrong

for them to compete in Moscow.

I see no evidence of antagonism towards athletes by the
Government in this. None of the parallels you have drawn can be
compared with the unprovoked Soviet jnvasion of a small and non-
aligned neighbour in massive force. Nor were those you criticise
hosts for the Olympics. Indeed, never in the history of the modern
Olympics has the host country at the time of the Games been commit-
ting agression in another country. There is no question of double

standards. We believe that it 18 essential for the future peace

/ of the world
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of the world that the Soviet Union should be convinced that it

has misjudged the firmness of the Western response.

We have tried to work out a sensible range of measures
to bring home to the Soviet authorities and people our strong
opposition to their continued actions in Afghanistan.
Unilateral action designed to curtail world trade with the
Soviet Union would serve no useful pﬂ%bose. It would not hurt
the Soviet Union which could find alternative suppliers, but

it would hurt British firms and put British people out of worﬁz

We have, therefore, not cut off all trade and other contacts.
We have acted against special events and special arrangements,
such as the low cost credit terms made available by the last

Government to the Soviet Union.

There is now more fighting in Afghanistan than there was
immediately after the Russian invasion. The only difference
is that the Western media are no longer allowed there to cover
ijt. Occasionally an exceptionally vile event like the recent

killing of schoolchildren in Kabul reaches our press.

Athletes have the same rights and the same responsibilities

towards the maintenance of peace as other citizens of this country.

Our advice not to compete stands. It is up to athletes 1O
decide in the light of that advice. They must ask themselves
whether it is right to go to Moscow while the killing and maiming
continues in Afghanistan. They must consider the overwhelming
evidence that they will be assisting the Soviet Union's propaganda
machine. It is not their fault, but it is their misfortune, that
Moscow was chosen for the 1980 Olympics and that the Olympic
authorities refused to change the site when asked to do so. As
a result our competitors are being asked to do something difficult

for their country and for the peace of the worid. As you point

Jout others




s, 7
out others have been asked to do this before in our history
and have usually responded. As the facts become clearer day

by day, and the various excuses fall away, 1 hope that the
athletes too will respond.

(SGD) MARGARET THATCHER

Kenneth Short, Esq.

\

Hraadew,s. boxn... Hssx




10 DOWNING STREET
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16 June 1980

Thank you for your letter of 27 May about the Olympic
Games in Moscow.

I am sorry that you consider that the Government has

taken no practical steps to underline how seriously it
regards the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. This is often
stated by those seeking excuses fbr going to Moscow, and

I am not surprised that you should hﬁve been misled; but

it really is not so. In the field of trade, we bave ended
the low cost credit arrangements made available by the last
Government to the Soviet Union. We are curtailing the
supply of high technology and other material of special
value to the Soviet Union. We have not taken unilateral
action to halt all trade with the Soviet Union because we
believe that this would not be effective, in the abserce

of a general agreement by all potential suppliers, which -
regrettably - it would not be possible to achieve. Such
action on our part alone would have little impact on the
Soviet people as orders would go elsevhere. The only effect
would be to damage our own firms and risk throwing some

of our own people out of work.

I enclose .. memorandum which sets out in more detail
what action we have taken. We are keeping our Ambassador
in Moscow because it is in our own interest that he can
report to us on Soviet policies and developments there and
put our views to the Soviet authorities. We are not doing

the Russians a favour by keeping a man in Moscow.

7 %« LAy




- »
I fully realise that we are calling on British sports-
men to do something difficult for their country and for

world peace.  That is @hy we wanted to move the Games from

o
Moscow. It is a great pity that the Olympic authorities

refused. For the Russians the Moscow Olympics are a major
political event, which they will use to show that the worf%
does not care about their bombings and killings in Afghanistan.
It is in quite a different category from ordinary trading

or diplomatic contacts. That is why we have advised all
British athletes and sporting federations that it would be
both wrong and against British interests to compete in Moscow.

Athletes have the same rights and responsibilities
towards the maintenance of world peace as other citizens
of this country. Unlike athletes in totalitarian countries,
those -in Britain are free to decide individually what to do,
and I ask you to consider carefully what I have said in
this letter and enclosed memorandum.'

(SGD) MARGARET THATCHER

W. R. Johnson, Esq.
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1. LEDSKY (STATE DEPARTMENT) -TOLD US TODAY YHAT THE US ATHLETIC
FEDERATION ARE ABOUT TO INVITE ATHLETIC FEDERATICNS I OTHER
UNTRIES TO TAKE PART IN THE TRACK AND FIELD MEETING wilCH THE
FEDERATION 1S PLANNING TC CRGANISE IN THE US [N AUGUST. THE
FEDERATION ARE SOMEWHAT NERVCUS ABOUT SENDING INVITATICNS TO
FEDERATIONS IN OTHER COUNTRIES WHICH STILL INTEND TO 50 TO MOSCOW,
ALTHOUGH THEY ARz oBVICUSLY ANXIOUS TO SECURE AS WIDE A GEQGRAPHICAL
SPREAD OF PARTICIPATION AS POSSIBLE, LEDSKY ASKED FOR CUR VIEWS O
THE ADVISARILITY CF INVITING THE BPITISH FEDERATION, WE SAID THAT
IN VIEW OF YOUR FORTHCOMING MEETING WITH THE BRITISH SPORTING
FEDERATIONS (T MIGHT BE AS WELL TC ASK THE US FEDERATICN TG HOLD
FOR THE TIME BEING, AS THE DESPATCH OF AN INVITATION JUST BEFORE
YOUR MEETING MIGHT BE CONSTRUED AS FURTHER EVIDENCE OF QUOTE GANGING
. UP UNQUOTE BY GOVERNMENTS. LEDSKY wILL ADVISE THE US FEDERATICN
\ ACCCRDINGLY,

o, THERE WCULD OF COURSE BE NO OBJECTION |F YOU THOUGHT IT USEFUL
T0 TELL THE BRITISH SPCRTIRG BODIES ABCUT THE PLANS FOR THIS MEZTING,
MD FCR THE OTHER EVENTS REFERRED TC IN SQUTAR’S LETTER OF 12 JUNE

YO SHARLAND.

HEN DER SON
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10 June 1980

Vewr Mt /‘

Olympic Games

The Prime Minister will wish to know that Lord
Carrington has decided to hold a meeting on 17 June with
the Chairmen of the Governing Bodies of Olympic Sports
which at present intend to go to Moscow. The idea of
the meeting between a Government Minister and the sporting
bodies was mooted in my letter of 15 May. At the proposed
meeting, Lord Carrington will attempt to bring the Chairmen into
his confidence on Government policy on Afghanistan and will
try to show how the Olympics form a necessary part of that
policy.

I enclose copies of the letters of invitation which
have been sent to the Chairman of the Joint Shooting Committee,
the other Chairmen of Olympic sports bodies and to Sir Denis
Follows.

I am sending a copy of this letter with enclosures

to Geoffrey Needham (Department of the Environment) and to
David Wright, (Cabinet Office).

\tﬁwjg<gﬂa
ANZS §

(P Lever)
Private Secretary

M O'D B Alexander Esq
10 Downing Street
LONDON




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

10 June 1980
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I am today writing to the Chairmen and Presidents
of those sports Governing Bodies still intending to send
teams to Moscow, inviting them to meetings at my office
at 3.00 or 4.30 pm on 17 June. I enclose a copy of the
text of that letter.

I am grateful to you for having taken the trouble
on two earlier occasions to discuss the Olympics with me,
and I know you have exchanged a number of letters on this

subject with the Prime Minister. I do, however, feel that

your presence at one of the proposed meetings on 17 June

would be valued both by your colleagues in sport and indeed by
me. I hope therefore you will be able to find the time at this

rather short notice to join us.

Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know,
on 01-233-4650, whether you will be able to attend.

jd.qib
(' Cruna \LA

( CARR INGTON/

/

Sir Denis Follows CBE




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

10 June 1980

My Qe Gevecl

I enclose a copy of the text of a letter I am
sending to each of the Chairmen of those sports bodies

that still intend to be represented at the Moscow Olympics.

1 was gratified to learn some time ago that your
Committee decided not to send teams and that that decision
has since been endorsed by your two Olympic associations.
I understand, however, that there will be an extraordinary
meeting of the Joint Shooting Committee on 21 June when
the question of the Olympics will be discussed again. If
you think it may help you to prepare for that discussion
you, Or your representative, are welcome to attend the

meeting I am having on 17 June.

Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know on

01-233-4650 what you decide.

CeunQ o

(CARRINGTON)

Major-General R B Loudon




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH
10 June 1980

Q'Cc‘,. ,)\-' \J&CSL

\\’ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the
Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to
me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views; particularly as they
affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is
an important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 3.00 pm on 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues. I
hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents of the
other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps

you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone (01-233 4650)

fu;c(,dj

ey

whether you will be able to come.

(CARR 7NGT0N

H I Jacob Esq OBE




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

10 June 1980

KV/ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the
Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to

me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularly -as they affect
the Olympic Games. .

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a team or
teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that the
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is an
important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That 'is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 3.00 pmon 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues. I
hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairman and Presidents of the
other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps
you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone (01-233 4650)
whether you will be able to come.

\{ /k Ju)Cu(Lb
<u

( CARR 7:0’1‘0}1%

K Clark Esq
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10 June 1980
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. Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But: i is clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise
nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly

they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our
response to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part,
but it is an important one. I know that some of you feel
that we ought to have pursued a policy in which sport did not
feature at all, or, indeed that we might have taken additional,
even harsher, measures in other fields. I know that some of
you certainly feel that sportsmen have been called on to make
a disproportionate sacrifice. That is why I should very much
like an opportunity to explain personally to you the strategy

which we have been following since the Russians occupied

Afghanistan and to set the Olympics issue in the context of

this wider policy. At the same time I should like to assure
you that we have been trying to understand the feelings of those
athletes we have asked to sacrifice so much for what we consider
to be the security interests of this muntry.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your
representative, could join me at my office at 3.00 pm On " 17

June, when I hope we can have a frank exchange of views on these

/important

Mrs M Glen Haig CBE




important issues. I hope you will find the time for this

discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents
of the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis
Follows. Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know

by telephone (01-233 4650) whether you will be able to come.

(CARRINGTON)
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Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise
nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly as

they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a

team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our

response to events in Afghanistan. It ds not: the only part,

but it is an important one. I know that some of you feel

that we ought to have pursued a policy in which sport did not
feature at all, or, indeed that we might have taken additional,
aven harsher, mzasuses in other fields. I l:now that some of
you certainly feel that sportsmen have been called on to make

a disproportionate sacrifice. That is why I should very much
like an opportunity to explain personally to you the strategy
which we have been following since the Russians occupied
Afghanistan and to set the Olympics issue in the context of

this wider policy. At the same time I should like to assure
you that we have been trying to understand the feelings of those
athletes we have asked to sacrifice so much for what we consider

to be the security interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your
representative, could join me at my office at 3.00 pm on 17

June, when I hope we can have a frank exchange of views on these

/important

Mrs E Gray OBE
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\~ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the
Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to
me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularl& as
they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that the
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it
is an important one. 'I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed, that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set
the Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to’
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 3.00 on 17 June, when I hope
we can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues.
I hope you will find time for this discussion at such short notice.
I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents of
the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows.
Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone
(01 233 4650) whether you will be able to come.

[ Seceda,

L?;,u;c§‘SL

K Short Esq (;ﬁRRIN@TON)




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH

10 June 1980

| VAL~

Kv/ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the

Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to
me that misunderstandings still exisp about the précise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularly as they
affect the Olympic Games.
As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is
an important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.
I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative
could join me at my office at 3.00 on 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues. I
hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short notice.
I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents of the
other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps
you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone (01-233 4650)

whether you will be able to come.
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\\/ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularly as they
affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a team
or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that the
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response to
events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is an
important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought to
have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all, or,
indeed, that we might have taken additional, even harsher, measures
in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel that
sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate sacrifice.
That is why I should very much like an opportunity to explain
personally to you the strategy which we have been following since
the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the Olympics issue
in the context of this wider policy. At the same time I should
like to assure you that we have been trying to understand the
feelings of those athletes we have asked to sacrifice so much for
what we consider to be the security interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 3.00 on 17 June, when I hope
we can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues,
I hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short
notice. I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents
of the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows,
Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone
(01 233 4650) whether you will be able to come.

Sv;c@dt«a

e
] Co un Tl
O

A McAllister Esq / (CARRINGTON)




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

10 June 1980

Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise
nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly

as they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a team
or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that the
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but 1t 18
an important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed,that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set
the Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 4.30 on 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues.
I hope you will find the time for this discussion at such
short notice. I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and
Presidents of the other affected Governing Bodies and to
Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know
by telephone (01 233 4650) whether you will be able to come.
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K'/ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the
Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to

me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularly.as they affect
the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a team or
teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that the
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is
an important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature 2t akl;
or , indeed that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a.disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representafive,
could join me at my office at 4.30 on 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues. I
hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents of the
other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps
you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone (01-233 4650)

whether you will be able to come.
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K/ Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the

Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to
me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularly as they
affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is
an important one. 1 know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. 1 know that some of you certainly feel &
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative
could join me at my office at 4,30 on 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues. I
hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents of the
other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps
you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone (01-233 '4650)
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whether you will be able to come.
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Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise
nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly

they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our
response to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part,
but it is an i1mportant one. I know that some of ycu feel
that we ought to have pursued a policy in which sport did not
feature at all, or, indeed that we might have taken additional,
even harsher, measures in other fields. I know that some of
you certainly feel that sportsmen have been called on to make
a disproportionate sacrifice. That is why I should very much
like an opportunity to explain personally to you the strategy
which we have been following since the Russians occupied
Afghanistan and to set the Olympics issue in the context of
this wider policy. At the same time I should like to assure
you that we have been trying to understand the feelings of those
athletes we have asked to sacrifice so much for what we consider

to be the security interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your
representative, could join me at my office at 4.30 pm on-17
June, when I hope we can have a frank exchange of views on these

/important

F Edmonds Esq OBE




important issues. I hope you will find the time for this

discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents
of the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis
Follows. Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know

by telephone (01-233 4650) whether you will be able to come.
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R Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. 3ut 1t+1s clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise
nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly

they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our
response to events in Afghanistan. 1t is not the only:part;
but it is an important one. I know that some of you feel
that we ought to have pursued a policy in which sport did not
feature at all, or, indeed that we might have taken additional,
even harsher, measures in other fields. I know that some of
you certainly feel that sportsmen have been called on to make
a disproportionate sacrifice. That is why I should very much
like an opportunity to explain personally to you the strategy
which we have been following since the Russians occupied
Afghanistan and to set the Olympics issue in the context of
this wider policy. At the same time I should like to assure
you that we have been trying to understand the feelings of those
athletes we have asked to sacrifice so much for what we consider

to be the security interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your

representative, could join me at my office at 4.30 pm on 17

June, when I hope we can have a frank exchange of views on these

/important

D Dingle Esq




important issues. I hope you will find the time for this

discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents

of the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis

Follows. Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know
(01-233 4650) whether you will be able to come.
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4 Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. Ut 2t is cleay
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise

4

nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly as

>

they affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our
response to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part,
but it is an important one. I know that some of you feel
that we ought to have pursued a policy in which sport did not
feature at all, or, indeed that we might have taken additional,
even harsher, measures in other fields. I know that some of
you certainly feel that sportsmen have been called on to make
a disproportionate sacrifice. That is why I should verv much
like an opportunity to explain personally to you the strategy
which we have been following since the Russians occupied
Afghanistan and to set the Olympics issue in the context of
this wider policy. At the same time I should like to assure
you that we have been trying to understand the feelings of those
athletes we have asked to sacrifice so much for what we consider

to be the security interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your
representative, could join me at my office at 4.30 pm on 17

June, when I hope we can have a frank exchange of views on these

/important




important issues. I hope you will find the time for this
discussion at such short notice
I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents
Sir Denis

the other affected Governing Bodies and to
Private Secretary

able to come.
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Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the
Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to me
that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature and
extent of the Government's views, pgrticularly as' they affect the

Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send
a team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
the Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our
response to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part,
but it is an important one. I know that some of you feel that
we ought to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature
at all, or indeed, that we might have taken additional, even
harsher measures in other fields. I know that some of you
certainly feel that sportsmen have been called on to make a
disproportionate sacrifice. That is why I should very much like
an opportunity to explain personally to you the strategy which we
have been following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and
to set the Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy.
At the same time I should like to assure you that we have been
trying to understanding the feelings of those athletes we have
asked to sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the

security interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 4.30 on 17 June, when I hope
we can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues.
I hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short
notice. I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents
of the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows.
Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone
(01 233 4650) whether you will be able to come.
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10 June 1980

\\)Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since
the Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear
to me that misunderstandings still exist about the precise
nature and extent of the Government's views, particularly as they

affect the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a
team or teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is an
important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought to
have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all, or,
indeed, that we might have taken additional, even harsher
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly
feel that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked
to sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security

interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representative,
could join me at my office at 4.30 on 17June, when I hope
we can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues.
I hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short
notice. I am writing similarly to the Chairmen and Presidents
of the other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows.
Perhaps you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone
(01 233 4650) whether you will be ahlie to come.
Ciuih
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\\/Much has been said and written about Afghanistan since the
Soviet invasion at the end of last year. But it is clear to me
that misunderstandings still exist about the precise nature
and extent of the Government's views, particularly.as they affect
the Olympic Games.

As the head of a sports body still intending to send a team or
teams to the Olympics you will need no reminding that the
Government's attitude to the Games forms part of our response
to events in Afghanistan. It is not the only part, but it is an
important one. I know that some of you feel that we ought
to have pursued a policy in which sport did not feature at all,
or, indeed that we might have taken additional, even harsher,
measures in other fields. I know that some of you certainly feel
that sportsmen have been called on to make a disproportionate
sacrifice. That is why I should very much like an opportunity
to explain personally to you the strategy which we have been
following since the Russians occupied Afghanistan and to set the
Olympics issue in the context of this wider policy. At the
same time I should like to assure you that we have been trying
to understand the feelings of those athletes we have asked to
sacrifice so much for what we consider to be the security
interests of this country.

I should therefore be very glad if you, or your representétive,
could join me at my office at 4.30 on 17 June, when I hope we
can have a frank exchange of views on these important issues. I
hope you will find the time for this discussion at such short notice.

I am writing similarly to the Chairman and Presidents of the
other affected Governing Bodies and to Sir Denis Follows. Perhaps
you could let my Private Secretary know by telephone (01-233 4650)

whether you will be able to come.
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Olympic Games

Thank you for your letter of 5 June. We will send
you the translations which you requested as soon as
possible. In the meantime the Prime Minister may like to
know that we had already arranged for the information
about the unsavoury preparations in Moscow to be fed to
the press both here and overseas (and that we are doing
the same for information about Soviet brutality in
Afghanistan). We have also asked our Embassy in Moscow
to let us have a regular supply of any similar material
during the run up to the Moscow Games.

Huds O

Séquv
LT ¢ PN—"
\r Lever’)
Private SoﬂrotftL

Michael Alexander Esq
10 Downing Street
London
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5 June 1980

Olympic Games

The Prime Minister has seen a copy of
Moscow telegram number 9 saving of 28 May
about the preparations in Moscow for the
Olympic Games. She would like to see
translations of some of the articles referred

to in paragraph 5 of that telegram. I should
be grateful if you could arrange this,

MICHAEL ALEXANDER

Paul Lever, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




THE PRIME MINISTER - 1980

you for your letter of 21 ) about British pa

in the Olympic Games.

I assume that your letter represents your views and those
individual sportsmen and women who have approached you rather
those of the Opposition. When the motion of 17 March urging
not > the Moscow Games was debated in the House
was supporte y a majority of members from both sides of
the Opposition Front Bench advised abstention.

I notice that you are critical of editors who take a different
view from you. But political editors in this country, unlike those

Union, are free ) express their own views. If any have
chosen to support the Government's cy on the Olympics, they are,
after all, only expressing an opinion shared by a majority of the

House of Commons.

reac letter carefully and see nothing in

not been debated very 111y in the House and elsewhere. You

raise the questior of trade with the Soviet Union. Unilateral
designed to curtail trade with the Soviet Union would serve no use
purpose. They do not hurt the Soviet Union but would hurt British
firms and British people. That is why, as Ian Gilmour made clear to
the House on 17 March, we have not tried to stop ordinary trade nor
, including sporting contacts. We have acted
)yecial events and special forms of trade, and artificial
rates of credit. We have made plain manv times our
rio
consisteatly o} all

dised butte:




i;¥ind Jt 1t to understand your unwillingness to accept
that there are times when rts and politics cannot be separated.
The Soviet invasion of / hanistan has created such an occasion.
the very time when they are playing host to the Olympic Games,
Russians are cynically and brutally waging war on a neighbour.

last week reports appeared in the press of the killing of more

schoolchildren and the IICI‘d;H.": of others with electric cattle prods.
¢ )
I

Moreover, as am sure you know, the Soviet Union has never regarded
sport and politics as separate. There, sport is an arm of government
policy, and the Olympic Games in Moscow is seen by the Russians as a
political event of major importance. I am also sure that the value
the Soviet Government places on success in sport is well understood
by athletes in this country. Even as early as January, there were
those, including another public critic of my last letter 1o the
Olympic Association, who complained that drug-taking and 'shamat

in Soviet sport were destroying the Olympic movement.

I offer no apology for pressing the Government's case with
sporting organisations and athletes. We feel very strongly that
Soviet Union is not an appropriate host for the Olympics in
circumstances. Nor do I consider it wrong for the Government
public its opinions about sporis matters. It is not only the sportsm
and sporting federations who have freedom of action and the right to
free speech. Valuable as the Olympic Games are, they cannot take plac
without regard to the real world about them. The absence of the Unit
States and the Federal Republic of Germany, and now Japan, undoubteuly
reduced the true value of the competition this year in sporting terms
Athletes from these countries and from the many others expected to be
absent from the Olympics, won over a third of all the medals in 1976.

I understand they could have been expected to do as well in 1980.

The Government has not campaigned against the Olympic movement.
It is the Soviet Union that is cynically disregarding and devaluing

Olympic principles by hosting the Games in present circumstances.

you say, the Olympics represent the highest in sporting achievement

But the Soviet invasion of ghanistan stands in complete antithesis

)] v

|

to this high ideal of the free pursuit of human excellence by the
individual. / oycott by individual countries -~ mostly, as

from Africa - © the 1976 Olympics did not destroy the Olymj




it this year.

1ally, I have advised British sportsmen and women and their
sporting federations that it would be against British interests and
wrong for them to compete in Moscow. Athletes have the same rights
and the same responsibilities towards the maintenance of peace as
other citizens of this country. Our advice will not change; it is

up to athletes to decide in the light of that advice. They must

themselves whether it is right to go to Moscow against a background of

bombed and burning villages in Afghanistan. Nor can they Jjustify

participation by pointing to alleged Government inaction in other areas
This is a decision which they alone can make and for which they alone

3

must be responsible to their consciences in the future.

Honourable Denis Howell, MP

i




10 DOWNING STREET
June 1980

AR A/‘z’v.

Many thanks for your letter of 28 May about participation

he Moscow Olympics.

As you say, many countries have now not to participate

in the OClympic Games in Moscow and their must diminish the

value of the event.

I very much regret that the British Olympic Association (BOA)
decided at their meeting on 25 March to confirm their acceptance of
the invitation to go to Moscow. Neither the individual governing
bodies which constitute the BOA, nor individual sportsmen and wome
a~e bound by this decision. At the meeting, the Britis ckey
Board resolved not to send a team and they have since been joined
the Royal Yachting Association, the Joint Shooting Committee and

British Equestrian Federation.

We too remain firmly in favour of a .boycott of the Summer Gam
and will continue to advise sporting bodies and individual athletes
accordingly. As in the case of your Government, I and my Ministers
have been urging sportsmen and women, through meetings, letters and

broadcasts, not to go to Moscow. The House of Commons has supported

a boycott by a large majority. I myself have now written four letters
he

O+t Chairman of the BOA on this subject. My latest letter to him
on 20 May, which was copied to the Gov« rning Bodies of Olympic Sports
set out once | again the Government's views and informed him that
British attendance at Moscow could on

1

interests of Britain. We have at

meet




meeting between a senior Cabinet Minister and the relevant sporting

federations in another effort to persuade them to change their minds.

I am encouraged to see that your and your Ministers' efforts have
been recently rewarded by significant individual resignations from
sporting bodies and teams and the resolve of the Men's and Women's Hockey

Teams the Equestrian Federation and the Yachtsmen not to go. Their

action must further discredit the Moscow'Games and give cause for

reflection among

5

athletes in this country as well.

I share your hope that the actions we are taking in our respective
countries will convince our sports people that they have the same rights
and the same responsibilities towards freedom and its maintenance as

every other citizen.

The Right Honourable Malcolm Fraser CH




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

3 June 1980

jxud ﬂﬂuk@

Thank you for your letter of 28 May enclosing the
text of one from the Prime Minister“of Australia to the
Prime Minister about the Olympic Games.

As requested, I attach a draft reply.

I am sending a copy of this letter and enclosure to
Geoffrey Needham at the Department of the Environment.

76ua¢ S
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(P Lever)
Private Secretary

M A Pattison Esq
10 Downing Street
London
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In Confid
1 Many thanks for your letter of 28 May about

_ CAVEAT....coocnnnnnnninennens participation in the Moscow Olympics.

As you say, many countries have now decided not
to participate in the Olympic Games in Moscow and their

absence must diminish the value of the event.

I very much regret that the British Olympic
Association (BOA) decided at their meeting on 25 March
to confirm their acceptance of the invitation to go to
Moscow. Neither the individual governing bodies which

constitute the BOA, nor ind¢vidual sportsmen and women,

are bound by this decision. At the meeting, the

British Hockey Board resolved not to send a team and
they have since been joined by the Royal Yachting
Association, the Joint Shooting Committee and the

British Equestrian Federation.

We too remain firmly in favour of a boycott of
the Summer Games and will continue to advise sporting
bodies and individual athletes accordingly. As in the
case of your Government, I and my Ministers have been
urging sportsmen and women, through meetings, letters

and broadcasts, not to go to Moscow. The House

Jof Commons
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of Commons has supported a boycott by a large
majority. I myself have now written four letters
to the Chairman of the BOA on this subject. My
latest letter to him on 20 May, which was copied

to the Governing Bodies of Olympic Sports, set /out
once again the Government's views and informed/ him th
British attendance at Moscow could only servé to
frustrate the interests of Britain. We have at
present under consideration a meeting between a
senior Cabinet Minister and the relevant/ sporting
federations in another effort to persuade them to

change their minds.

am encouraged to see that your and your Ministq(
efforts have been recently rewarded by significant
individual resignations from spoyting bodies and teamf
and the resolve of the Men's and‘Women's Hockey
Teams, the Equestrian Federatign and the Yachtsmen

not to go. Their action musf further discredit the

Moscow Games and give cause for reflection among

athletes in this country as/well.

I share your hope that the actions we are
taking in our respective countries will convince our
sportspeople that they have the same rights and the s
responsibilities towards freedom and its maintenance

as every other citizen.




10 DOWNING STREET

THE PRIME MINISTER 2 June 1980

Dear Mr. Paisley,

Thank you for your letter of 30 April enclosing one from
Mr. George Montgomery of 66 Orkney Street, Belfast about
competitors from Northern Ireland attending the Olympic Games

in Moscow.

No Government funds are being used to send competitors to
the Olympic Games in the Soviet Union and there is no question of
the Sports Council for Northern Ireland cperating a scheme to
assist competitors in this way. The grant schemes operated by
the Council are designed to help governing bodies in Northern
Ireland develop sports there. Although high level training is
eligible for assistance under these schemes this is principally
intended to help those with talents to achieve their full potential
and is part of a broadly based coaching scheme. As in Great Britain,
it is not feasible to prevent would-be competitors taking.advantage
of these schemes, but their purpose is by no means intended to

assist them to participate in the Games.

I am aware that there are Ulster branches of Irish sporting
bodies which in some sports such as rowing, boxing and hockey have
Northern Ireland team members and compeie at international level.
Such people are of course dealt with by the Irish Sports Council
based in Dublin. I am therefore glad that the attitude of the

Government of the Republic of Ireland is also to recommend

competitors to stay away from the Olympics in the Soviet Union.

/ I hope that




»

that a strict contrel is being exercised over Government funds

I hope that you will be able to reassure Mr. Montgomery

both in Great Britain and Northern Ireland to prevent these

being used to send competitors to the Games in the Soviet Union.

Yours sincerely,

MT

The Reverend Ian Paisley, MP
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British Museum: Olympic Games Exhibition

On Thursday next week the British Museum are to open an
Exhibition on the ancient Olympic Games, They wanted you to be
aware of this, and of the fact that they have devoted much thought
to the question of going ahead with this Exhibition or cancelling
it. They say that the Trustees have discussed the question three
times over the last few months, and that they concluded that
since the Exhibition is confined to the ancient Games, and makes

no reference to the modern Games, there is no reason to call it off.

The Director of the Museum telephoned me himself about all of
this, and is clearly concerned that what they are doing should
not be interpreted as in any sense a political act. I said that
I would report the facts to you but that it did not seem to me to
be an issue which you yourself would want to take up directly with

the Museum.

I\AS

30 May 1980
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Our Ref:

The British Olympic Association

Patron: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN
Vice Patron: THE MARQUESS OF EXETER, K.CM.G., LLD
President: LORD RUPERT NEVILL, CV.O

Chairman: SIR DENIS FOLLOWS, C.B.E

%J
Vice Chairman: C. S. PALMER, O.B.E 222 General Secretary: R. W. PALMER

$ Tel: 01-408 2029

4
(V-
Hon. Treasurer: LT-COL. J. INNES Q&‘_ Appeals Secretary: G. H. J. NICHOLSON

(2\,&‘ Tel: 01-408 2055

1-2 JOHN PRINCE’S STREET, LONDON W1M ODH PV\ - /\/’LW

Cables: Bolempic, London W1 3‘-5 '80

29th May 1980.

The Rt. Hon. Margaret Thatcher, M.P.
10 Downing Street
LONDON SW1

—
b W24

!

Olympic Games - Moscow

I have now heard from sufficient members of the National
Olympic Committee to justify my responding to your letter
of 20th May in connection with the above.

I have to say that none of the members reports any change
in the position of his governing body as already declared.




10 DOWNING STREET

PRIME MINISTER

Here is another letter
from Malcolm Fraser about the
Olympics. Since he wrote it,
you will have heard from the
radio of his success in twisting
the arm of some individual
Australian sportsmen. We will

let you have a draft reply.

/7

29 May 1980
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PREPARATION FOR THE OLYMPICS

1. The Soviet authorities are putiing on as confident a face as they

can in the period leading up to the Moscow Olympics. This morning's
Prevde recorded with satisfaction the IOC's announcement of 27 May that
85 countries have said they will attend, commenting that this was despite
insistent pressure from the United States in favour of a boycott, and
concluding: "May the 1980 Olympics give a new impulse to the development
and strengthening of the Olympic movement, reflecting meankind's will to
peace on earth.” A recent article in Sovietskiy Sport presented the
boycott campaign as a flop, claiming that +the Americans have long since
lost their leadership in world sport, and that the vast majority of the
most successful teeams in Montreal would also be represented in Moscowe.

2e It will however take a sustained effort by the Soviet propaganda
machine to put the gloss back on the Olympics for the Soviet peop{g: The

knowledge thet a boycott was being widely canvassed probably did more than
any other single Western gesture to bring home to the man waiting for the

Moscow omnibus the degree of Western concern over the Soviet Union. Many

will have realised that the boycott movement had something to do with
Afghanistan, although the connection was only made occasionally by the

Soviet media. The extent of public anxiety has been evident for example

even to the casual British visitor, who is frequently questioned as to

whether & British team will come. The fact that important sporting nations
like the United States, Japan and West Germany will not be here in July will
2lso obviously detract from the sporting value of the events themselves.

Fe Ordinary Soﬁiet citizens have had to make sacrifices for the
Olympics, and blamed shortages on the nesd to stockpile for theme. Many

goods have disappeared from the markets for long periods: for example,

bed and table linen were recently unobtainable, and rumour said that supplies
were being diverted to the new hotels. Meat recently disappeared from sale
in Kiev, where it is normally widely available, and the general assumption
was that it was being stockpiled. The same has been true, at other times,
and other places, of many other foodstuffs. Other goods have subsequently
reappeared stamped with the Olympic symbol - and at a higher prices.

[4e
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4o There will be further disruptioﬁs to normal life in a number of Sov!!!

cities during the Games themselves. Many people will not be allowed into
Moscow at alls thus most of the children will be dispatched to summer camps,
students will leave the universities early so that their accommodation can

be used for towists, and ordinary cut-ofmtown:people are already finding it
hard to travel to Moscowe There are reports that owners of old or

battered cars will not be able to drive them in Olympic cities so as not to
spoil the view.

Se Tt is difficult at this stage to predict whether the Soviet public will
eventually judge the Olympics worth the coste. If the Games can plausibly be
USZSEEZéd’As a general success, and if large numbers of foreigners = especially
Westerners - attend, Soviet citizens will probably take a patriotic pride in
the achievement. Many, however, are bound to feel aggrleved at what they
will see as Western attempts to wreck ttheir' Games and to take this as proof
of generzl anti-Soviet feeling in the West at least as much as discontent

over Afghanistan in particular. They may be encouraged in such a mood by

the warnings that are being jssued before the Games of the dangers of
ideological - or even physical - contamination arising from contact with

foreigners. Stern articles have appeared in the press werning Soviet
AN

people in general terms of the dangers of ideological contamination by

F
forelgners' others, more specifically, have recently claimed that the CIA,

w1th the cooperation © oF olher nestern countries, is busy training groups of

“rovocate1rs To stage suobversive activities during the Olymplcs. The
ofTicizl warnings O of ideological contamination are being reinforced by crude
warnings of the danger of physical contamination. The local authorities

(police, administrators of hostels etc) have sgread scare stories about the
diseases that foreigners will bring with tﬂZ;: and on the papers, cigarettes
etc they carry. According to this story, the children are being sent away
to protect them from diseasea. Teenage girls are being warned that it is
strictly forbidden to have sexual relations with foreigners, with reference
back to the 1957 World Youth Conference which was followed by a sharp rise in
both the birth rate and the incidence of VD.

6o The Soviet authorities have teken steps to restrict the ability of
dissidents to use the presence of large numbers of foreign journalists here
this summer to advance their views. Their exiling of Sakharov in January

was the most famous, but ﬁot the only, example of this attempt to silence

unwelcome voices. There hove been a number of other trials as part of a
g%ﬁEFEI—;gEid-up. More then 50 people have been arrested since October 1979,

oL
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jincluding Malva Landa, Tatyana Velikanovae and other Helsinki Monitoring

Group members. The arresis continued throughout.April with the

re-sentencing of Ukrainien pnationalist V Chornovil (about to complete a
three year sentence) and the detention of three other long standing human
rights activists, 4 Lavut, M Niklus and J Dyadkin. A number of other
dissidents and Jewish refuseniks have voluntarily left Moscow, or promised to
do so before mid-Julye. Checks are still being made of houses and flats to
ensure thet no unregistered people are still in town. Spot checks are being
made in the street of personal documents. Habitual drunks are also being
removede

Te Physical preparation of the city has proceeded apace. Many
buildings of architectural merit in the city centre have been repainted:

some dilapidated churches have been restored. The latter is true not only
in Moscow, but also along the '0lympic road' to the Finnish bo;der where
more then sixty years of state-inspired neglect is now being frantically
repaired: towers rebuilt, domes restored, crosses placed back on top.

Less exalted objects are also being siruced up: even the Moscow park

benches are getting & coat of paint - from a high pressure spray which covers
bench, grass, tarmac, and all. Since this is sprayed directly onto the

old peeling layer it will soon fall off again - but the aim is presumably that
it should last until August.

8. As far as can be judged, preparation of the sites themselves

is proceeding on schedule, and the Soviet authorities say that everything
will be ready on time., The Russians have made it easier for themselves

by using as the main stadium one which already existed, rather than building
anews. There are however doubts about the additional sports complex at
Prospekt Mira, which is said to be having problems due to unexpected land

subsidence.

THIS TELEGRAM
WAS NOT,
ADVANCED

Brooke Turner

Feo/ WHITEHARK DISTN
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AUSTRALIAN HIGH COMMISSION - LONDON
%‘QUSTRALIA#

THE HIGH COMMISSIONER

28 May 1980

Dear Mr Alexander,

I have been asked by the Australian Prime Minister,
the Rt Hon. Malcolm Fraser, to convey the attached text of a
letter dated 28 May from him to your Prime Minister, the
Rt Hon. Margaret Thatcher.

I should be grateful if you could bring this
letter to Mrs Thatcher's attention as soon as possible.

I shall pass the original to you when it arrives.

Yours sincerely,

,/

A
l/ : |
| o i k& OA- /

|

\

(J. Plimsoll)

Mr Michael Alexander

Private Secretary (Overseas Affairs)
to the Prime Minister

Prime Minister's Office

10 Downing Street

LONDON SWi1
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I enclose the
the Prime Minist t1
Prime Minister abo he Olympic

er - AUStraris
I A
was delivered this afternoon under

a letter from the ‘ommissioner,

I should be grateful if you could

us have a suitable reply in due course
I am sending a copy cf this let

enclosure to Charles Humfrey in Mr. I

office and to Geoffrey

of the Environment

Needham a2t

>aul Lever, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office




TEXT OF A LETTER OF 28 MAY FROM THE
PRIME MINISTER OF AUSTRALIA,
THE RT HON. MALCOLM FRASER,

TO THE RT HON. MARGARET THATCHER

Begins:

My dear Margaret, 1"'9/70

Since our conversations earlier this year and our
recent correspondence on the Olympic Games, most countries
have declared their position on participation in the Moscow
Games. Many countries have decided not to participate and it
now appears that an effective boycott is in place.

It is however a matter of very great regret to
myself and my Government that the Executive of the Australian
Olympic Federation decided last Friday by a very narrow six
to five majority that an Australian team should participate
in the Moscow Olympic Games.

As you know, I and my Ministers have consistently
urged the Australian Olympic Federation that, in the national
interest, an Australian team should not participate in the
Moscow Olympic Games.

A number of significant community interests in
Australia have deplored the decision and this reaction is
likely to become more widespread as the implications of the
Executive decision become widely known in the community.

We remain firmly of the view that an Australian team
should not participate in the Moscow Games and I and my Ministers
shall do all that we can to persuade the Executive to reconsider
its decision. We shall also call upon individual sporting
bodies and sportsmen and women to make their own decisions not
to participate in the Moscow Games.

I understand that this approach is consistent with
that being taken by yourself and your Ministers in seeking to
get the British Olympic Association and individual sporting
bodies to think again. It is my sincere hope that we can both
succeed in bringing home to our sports leaders and sportsmen and
women that they should put their responsibilities to the national
interest ahead of their responsibilities to sport.

My very best wishes.
Yours sincerely,

(Malcolm Fraser)




PRIME MINISTER

CANBERRA

28 May 1980

Since our conversations earlier this year and
our recent correspondence on the Olympic Games, most
countries have declared their position on participation
in the Moscow Games. Many countries have decided not to
participate and it now appears that an effective boycott
is in place.

It is however a matter of very great regret to
myself and my Government that the Executive of the
Australian Olympic Federation decided last Friday by a
very narrow six to five majority that an Australian team
should participate in the Moscow Olympic Games.

As you know, I and my Ministers have consistently

urged the Australian Olympic Federation that, 10, the
national interest, an Australian team should not participate
in the Moscow Olympic Games.

A number of significant community interests in
Australia have deplored the decision and this reaction
is likely to become more widespread as the implications
of the Executive decision become widely known in the
community.

We remain firmly of the view that an Australian
team should not participate in the Moscow Games and I
and my Ministers shall do all that we can to persuade
the Executive to reconsider its decision. We shall also
call upon individual sporting bodies and sportsmen and
women to make their own decisions not to participate in
the Moscow Games.

I understand that this approach is consistent
with that being taken by yourself and your Ministers in
seeking to get the British Olympic Association and




individual sporting bodies to think again. It is my
sincere hope that we can both succeed in bringing home

to our sports leaders and sportsmen and women that they
should put their responsibilities to the national interest
ahead of their responsibilities to sport.

My very best wishes.

Yours sincerely,

\

(Malcolm Fraser)

The Rt Hon. Mrs Margaret Thatcher, P.C
Prime Minister of Great Britain,

10 Downing Street,

LONDON

ik

UNITED KINGDOM




I have just learned that Hoover have decided not
supply the Olympic Village in Moscow with 200 washing
machines and 200 tumble driers for the use of the athletes.
Although they were naturally pleased to be asked to fill

this order by the Olympic authorities some time ago and

were planning to make extensive use of it in their PR/

advertising campaign, the Board now feels that it would be
improper to £i11 the order in the light of the Prime Minister's
public statements on the Olympics. Mr. David Housden (997-
3311) is the Hoover PRO who has given details of the Board
decision to both the Daily Telegraph and the Press Association.
I have told the Telegraph, by the iy South Wales office,

that no doubt the Prime Minister would be ercouraged to hear

of the Hoover decision.

ANDY _WOOD




10 DOWNING STREET

THE PRIME MINISTER 27 May 1980

e Tile: Gl W,

Thank you for your letter of 14 May about the relationships
between the Government and the voluntary bodies responsible for

the control of sport.

I welcome your re-affirmation of the spirit of co-operation
evident when we met on 4 February to discuss this year's Summer
Olympics. I sincerely hope the differences of opinion over
this one particular issue will not be allowed to alter the
normally excellent relationship between Ministers and sports
organisations. Certainly it is not our intention that they

should do so.

Sport in this country generally operates with the minimum
amount of interference from Government. But very occasionally -
particularly in international affairs - sport and politics come

together, and decisions have to be made for political reasons.

The Summer Olympics and the Gleneagles Agreement are two such

cases, On these occasions, it may be difficult, e.g. because

of lack of time to extend consultations beyond Ministers and
their officials. However, we have a Minister with special
responsibility for sport and with a considerable range of

expert official advice available to him. Moreover, he is in
constant touch with the world of sport and with sportsmen and
women and can represent their interests if circumstances preclude

full consultation.

/It follows that




It follows that I think the points of principle and of

detail you make in your letter are best addressed to Hector

Munro for discussion with you and consultation within Government
as he considers necessary. I am, therefore, copying your letter

and this reply to him.

Mrs. M.A. Glen Haig, CBE.
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QUEEN. ME WAS OBVIOUSLY GRATEFUL,

2. THE QUESTION OF THE BOYC OTT CONTINUES TO ATTRACT
HEADLI4E TREATMENT,

e HE GOVERNMENT 1S EXERTING PRESSURE ON THE AOF TO
REVERSE THEIR DECISION, IN MIS WEEKLY ELECTORATE
ADDRESS YESTERDAY, MR FRASER DESCRIBED A 30YCOTT AS

A MATTER OF THE HIGHEST IMPORTANCE, TOUCHING OH
THE MATIONAL INTSREST AND AFFECTING THE FUTURE SECURITY
OF THE HATIOK, THE AOF DECISION, HE SAID, WAS WRONGs
IN ASSERTING THEIR INDEPENDCNCE OF THE GOVERNMENT
THEY WERE PUTTING THEIR RESPONSIBILITIES AS OLYMPIC
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AND CARRY A COMNOTATION ALL OF THEIR OwNs WINMNERS
COULD COME TO REGRET THEIR ATTEMDANCE AND WISH THEY
HAD HOT wOM, HOW MANY LIVES WAS A MEDAL WORTH?
THE PRIME MINISTER URGED THE AOF TO THINK AGAIN,
THERE 1S 3TILL TIME, HE SA1D,

4 MR ELLICOTT HAS REITERATED THE GOVERNMENT'S
OFFER OF FINANCIAL AID TO SPORTS ORGANISATIONS WHO
DO MOT PARTICIPATE AT MOSCOW, BUT WHO WiSH TO TAKE
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EYPECTED TO FOLLOW SUIT,

€. THE WOMEN'S HOCKEY TIZAM AND THE EQUESTRIA
FEDERATION HAVE INDICATED THEY WILL NOT 20 70
MISCOW AND THE YACHTSMEN ARE TO RECONSIDER (14Y
TELND 2556, PARA S)e ALTHOUGH MOST INDIVIDUAL
ATHLETES ARE EXULTANT AY THE AOF DECISION, IT IS

POSSIBLE THAT THEY MAY MAVE SECCOND THOUGHTS,
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JNFO SAVING BRUSSELS, UKREP BRUSSELS, THE HAGUE, BONN, PARIS,
COME, COPENHAGEN, DUBLIN, MOSCOW, ,AVH!RGTON

MY TELMNO 153r OLYMPIC GAMES

1. THE LUXEMBOURG NCC DECIDNED ON.THE EVENING OF 22 MAY RY 8 VOTES
JO & THAT LUXEMEOURG ATHLETES SHOULD TAKE PART 1IN THE GARMES,

2, THE PRESIDENT OF THE NOC SUBSEQUENTLY STATED THAT THE COMMITTEE
HAD TAKEN ACCOUNT OF THE AFGHANISTAN SITUATICM AND THE GOVERNMENT'S
VISHES AND HAD THEREFCRE ARGUED THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:

(n) RO ATHLETE OR MEMBER OF THE DELEGATION WILL TAKE SART
OPENING CEREMONY.

(B) THE PRESENCE OF THE LUXEMBOURG DELEGATION ¥ILL BE STRICTLY
l. :._L'!Tr.n ™ Q:PQRT“.'.: U(ICAS'O’\'
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2, THE PRESIDENT OF THE NOC QURSEGUENTLY STATED THAT THE COMK

HAD TAKEN ACCOUNT OF THE AFGHANISTAY SITUATICH AND THE GOVERMMENT
WISHES AMD HAD THEREFCRE ABEGUED THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS: :

(n) NWO ATHLETE OR MEMBER OF THE DELEGATION WILL TAKE PART It THE
OPENING CEREMONY. o

(B) THE PRESENCE OF THE LUXEMBOURG DELEGATION WILL BE STRICTLY
LIMITED TO SPORTING OCCASIONS.

(C) THE ACTIVITIES OF THE LUXEFEO ATHLETES WILL BE LIMITED
TO WHAT 18 STRICTLY

(n) o LUXEMBOURGER WILL TAKE PART I THE YOUTH CANP

CE)  THE LUXEMBOURG FLAG WILL MOT RE RAISED AT ARY TEME
THE O‘..r“;-’!(, FLAG,

9, THE PARALLEL BETWEEN TRE LUXEMEOURG AHD UK POSITIONS

{N THAT THE NOC "iul“-l"zl: WAS TAKEN IN THE FACE OF STRONG
GOVERLMENTAL PRESSURE AND A LARGE MAJORITY IN THZ CHAMBER OF
DEPUTIES WHO HAD VOTED IN FAVO R OF A ROYCCTT ON 21 MAY BY 39
VOTES TC 15

FCO PAS

& SAVING BRUSSELS, UKREP BRUSSELS, THE HAGUE, BOUN,
PARIS, ROME, COPENHAGER, DUBLIK, NOSCOW, WASHINGTON

THOMAS
RETH

NSENT/RECD AT 2313572 DH/MY
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TELNO 179 OF 23 MAY 1280

OUR TELKO 177 8 OLYMPIC GAMES

4, DESPITE THE SPANISH  GOVERNMENT?S STATEMENT IN FAVOUR OF A BOYCOT
(1*¥ TUR) THE cPANISH OLYMPIC COMMITTER HAS DECIDED TO PARTICIPATE
IN THE OLYHPIC GANES ALTHOUGH WITHOUT THE OLYMPIC INGIGNT A

'
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AUSTRALTAN OLYMPIC FEDERATION VOTEZD TODAY 6 ~ 5 N
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FAVOUR OF ACCEPTING INVITATION TO ATTEND GAMES,
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TELNO 234 OF

INFO PRIORITY f”‘¢’ﬁn.

My TELNO 231= OLYMPIC GAMES

£, THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS ANNCUNCED TRIS "mw' AT THEY HAD
DEC IDED THAT TURKISH ATHLETES SHOULD NOT PARTICIPATE.

5, THE NOC MEETS 0N 23 MAY BUT 15 UNL n;cu TO CONTEST THE GOVERYN~
VENT?S DECISION, MY US COLLEAGUE HAS BEEN TOCLD BY THE MFA PLAINLY
THAT TURKEY WILL NOT BE REPRESENTED, -

LAURENCE

NNNY




@ The British Olympic Association
Patron: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN
Vice Patron: THE MARQUESS OF EXETER, K.C.M.G., LL.D.
President: LORD RUPERT NEVILL, C.V.O.

Chairman: SIR DENIS FOLLOWS, C.B.E.

General Secretary: R. W. PALMER

Vice Chairman: C. S. PALMER, O.B.E.
Tel: 01-408 2029

Appeals Secretary: G. H. J. NICHOLSON

Q%; Tel: 01-408 2055

1-2 JOHN PRINCE’'S STREET, LONDON W1M ODH
Cables: Bolempic, London W1

Hon. Treasurer: LT-COL. J. INNES

22 May 1980.
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This will acknowledge receipt of your letter

of 20 May. 1@%

I note that you have sent copies of your letter
to the representatives on my Committee of the Governing
Bodies of Olympic Sports and when I have their

comments I will communicate them to you.

/

< < oa &uACL/eé%(‘

|

(/ /"& G -AL—D '&rC' 'Z/\/Q
/ \-& <

The Rt. Hon. Margaret Thatcher, M.P.,
10 Downing Street,
London SW1




DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
2 MARSHAM STREET LONDON SWi1P 3EB
01-212 3434

My ref:
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Senior Ministers
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they are wri
something wh
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Minister felt it bes .y nowever, to advi
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make ;he oint that the Government cannot
about purely pa?jiiﬂwW deci
fully competent to make without SU(‘,;A
ake up the points of detail made
>h sh 3 not raising Vwr the first time. The "C ’eﬂejf‘;;
A*voeﬂe ; course under the previous Administrat ilon,
and the were purely political decisions, on the
latte certainly been consultation cwnce.ﬁﬁep
0pcning ’es were mad The Vemoraﬁdum of Unders t-yu!“g w??f the
USS gain signed und@r the previous ﬁdM_n 5t ; and s g
nerely a document facil itating sports exchanges be wwf” our country
and the Soviet Union. T‘, ,wR and the Sports Council were in
anOIVed in the on of this Memorandum bn They ?ofh
now complain about it bec: it could involve them in financial
outlay.




In fact we have told them both that for the

they should do nothing under the Memorandum
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TRATT DT'DT 'ROM THE PRIME MINISTER
DRAFT REPLY FROM THE PRIME IINISTER

Thank you fo * letter of 14 May about
between the Government and the voluntary

the control of sport.

L{\ﬂvv
I welcome the re-affirmation sou-~mske of the spirit of c -operation
evident when we met on 4 February to discuss this year's Summer

x

Olympics. I sincerely hope the differences of opinion over this

one particular issue will not be allowed to alter the normally

relationship between Ministers and sports organisations.
A
tiske is not our intlention /il /&] ShndS bo

country generally operates with the minimum amount
from Governgpent. But very occasionally -
internationgl affairs - sport and

and decisions have to be made for

s and the Gleneagles Agreement are two such
R D1 fhut 24 fecaunt
£ on 43 I 2 4ol

On these raxre occagions i

Mp-,)?- /M A axlonS A%W&«/M
o o o > time 2 kevnn@ Ministers and their
e e /M o/ (/wv\z.'/\ l\ G/x’u,\f, QLA%\H«\A Mjﬂ ({v» /)\r\/l/ GMS
Herﬂ“*ﬁerﬂ“~“’?~ i e se a

constant touch with the world of sport and with sportsmen and
women and can represent their interests if circumstances preclude

full consultation.

nts O¢N€Z; e and of detail you make in your
letter are best addressed to kim P or discussion with you and
consultation within Government as he conside necessary. 1 am,

therefore, copying your letter and this reply to HecbRrQiondon AMw\‘




PMG NOTE 29/80

%

SPEAKING NOTE: OLYMPIC GAMES

On 20 May Prime Minister wrote again to Sir Denis
Follows of the British Olympics Association asking

him to think again about sending a team to Moscow.

This was the Prime Minister's fourth letter to

Sir Denis. The Prime Minister made clear that

without the West Germans and Americans the Games

will be a sham, the ceremonials a charade and the

medals won will be valueless. By attending the

Games British athletes will be condoning the Soviet
invasion and occupation of Afghanistan and frustrating
British interests. Nothing has changed in Afghanistan
to alter the Government's advice to athletes and
spectators, No recent moves contain a clear commitment
to withdraw Soviet forces. Only after such a withdrawal
will the killings and atrocities end. A reduction in
ceremonial at the Games is to be welcomed in itself but
it is no substitute for a boycott. A boycott will bring
home to Russian people and government the abhorrence felt

about the Soviet action in Afghanistan.

Even though several European National Olympic Commitpees
have recently decided to send teams to Moscow, the boycott
is effective. ‘The USA and West Germany came second and
fourth overall in the unofficial medals table of the 1976
Games., Their sportsmen and women are among the current
leaders in athletics, swimming and equestrianism. Kenya
and Canada, who are also boycotting the Games, are leading
nations in athletics and swimming respectively. Other
boycotters, such as China and Pakistan, would have been
able to send strong teams in gymnastics and wrestling.
Almost 30 other NOCs will be joining the boycott.

In these circumstances those British sportsmen and women
who still intend to go to Moscow should have every reason
toithink again.




10 DOWNING STREET

THE PRIME MINISTER ‘ or 20 May 1980

’Cc.» $o ?wk.

I last wrote to you on 19 March after the debate in the

House of Commons when, as you will remember, a large majority

supported the Government's view that Great Britain should not
take part in the Olympic Games in Moscow. I was therefore
sorry that, at their meeting on 25 March, the British Olympic
Association decided to confirm their acceptance of the invitation
to go to Moscow.

Since then, condemnation of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan
has continued to grow. As you know, the Olympic Committees of
the United States and the Federal Republic of Germany have now
decided not to send teams to Moscow. Whatever other National
Olympic Committees may decide, absence of these teams robs the
Moscow Games of much international competitive significance.
Their athletes are among the world leaders in many events and have
won a high proportion of medals at recent Games. Witpout the
Americans and West Germans and the other sporting countries who
have also decided to stay away, the Games will not be worthy of
the name Olympic, and medals won at Moscow will be of inferior

worth and the ceremonies a charade.

A number of National Olympic Committees have still not decided
on attendance. They will be strongly influenced by the German
decision and I have no doubt that many will also decide against

going to Moscow.

|/ Nothing has happened




Nothing has happened to cause the Government to alter its
advice to British athletes. Soviet troops still occupy Afghanistan
and cruelly oppress the Afghan people. Despite the strict censor-
ship, there are continuing reports of atrocities. Only the
complete withdrawal of Soviet troops will end them, and it is
essential that the pressure on the Soviet Union should be maintained.
None of the recent initiatives from Kabul and Moscow includes a :

clear commitment to end the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan.

The Games will serve the propaganda needs of the Soviet
Government. There is no effective palliative, such as cutting
out the ceremonies. I remain firmly convinced that it is neither
in our national nor in the wider Western interest for Britain to
take part in the Games in Moscow. As a sporting event, the Games
cannot now satisfy the aspirations of our sportsmen and women.
British attendance at Moscow can only serve to frustrate the
interests of Britain.

I am copying this letter to the representatives on your

Committee of the Governing Bodies of Olympic Sports and to the

Chairmen of those Bodies.

Sir Denis Follows, C.B.E.
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1.

ROWING

BOXING

CANOEING

CYCLING

FENCING

GYMNASTICS

) 1 ¢ s 8! DOANMA
.4(; OF OLYI'.PT_(J SI\,\"U,A

DENT LEVEL CONTACTS

Grand National Archery Society
National Agricultural Centre
Stoneleigh

Kenilworth

Warwickshire CV8 21LG

British Amateur Athletics Board
70 Brompton Road

houn)

London SW3 1EE

A

Amateur Rowing Associa
6 Lower Mall
Fammersmith

London W6 9DJ

&4

bl oo
LALVLL

British and Irish Basketball
Federation

Calomax House

Lupton Avenue

Leeds LS9 7DD

Amateur )
70 Brompton

London SW-

British Canoe Union
Flexell House

L5/L47 High Street
Addlestone

Cycling Federation
70 Brompton Recad

T

- ‘ - ot rs
Londoa SW3 1EN

] o Te i
Amateur Fencing
83 Perham Road
West Kensington
TLondon W1l 98P

British Amateur Gymnastics
Aascciation

95 High Street

Slough

Berkshire

SL1 1DH

Chairman:
Mr A McAllister

President:
Mr C J V Davidge

Chairman:
Mr K G Charles

Presgident:
Mrs M Glen

President:
Mr F Edmonds 0BE




10. TGHTLIFTING

11. HANDBALL

HOCKEY

WRESTLING

SWIMMING

MODERN PENTATHLON

EQUESTRIANISM

(Showjumping and
3 Day Eventing)

SHOOTING

British Amateur Weight Lifters!
Association

31ftley Turn

Oxford

British Handball Association
90 Penrhyn Avenue

Fishermead

Milton Keynes
Buckinghamshire

MK6 2BG

Great Britain Hockey Board
70 Brompton Road
London SW3 1HE

British Judo Association
70 Brompton Road
London SW3 1DR

British Amateur Wrestling
Association

13 Kay Park Terrace
Kilmarnock

Aryshire

Amateur Swimming Association
Harold Fern House

Derby Square

Loughborough

The Modern Pentathlon
Association of Great Britain
14 Godstone Road

Purley

Surrey

CR2 2DH

The British Equestrian Federation
British Equestrian Centre
Stoneleigh

Kenilworth

Warwickshire CV8 2IR

Joint Shooting Committee of
Great Britain

Lord Roberts House

Bisgley Camp

Brookwood

Woking

Surrey GUl 1EQ

President:
Mr H W Hartnall

Chairman:
Mr B J Rowland

Chairman:

Mrs D Crisp (combined)

President:
Mr C Palmer OBE

President:
Mr H I Jacob OBE

Pregident:
Mr J H Zimmermann

Pregident:
Mr K Clark

Vi
Director General: &
.Major General
J R Reynolds CB OBE

President:

Major General R B Loudon
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19.

20.

/21.

SATILING

VOLLEYBALL

FOOTBALL/

Royal Yachting Association Chairman:
Victoria Way Mr B L Southcott
Voking

Surrey GU21 1EQ

Amateur Volleyball Association Chairman:
128 Melton Road Mr D Dingle
West Bridgeford

Nottingham NG2 6EP

An Olympic Sport, although Britain does not compete.
Football Association CHAR MAN -

16 Lancaster Gate Sw: Naso\d -(\,\Qwﬁisgﬁ :
London W2 3LW
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NAL OLYMPIC COMMITTEE - Rep

AMATEUR FENCING ASSOCIATION

Mrs. M.A. Glen-Haig, CBE Command.er B-A Boo#h,
66 North End House The De B€aumgnt Cenire,
FitzJames Avenue 83 peéTham Road,
London W14 ORX /Mfﬁon,W149SY.

AMATEUR ROWING ASSOCIATION

C.G.V. Davidge

Little Houghton Grange

Northampton

AMATEUR SWIMMING FEDERATION OF GREAT BRITAIN
A.H. Turner, OBE N W &Hﬁflgﬂflm
19 Ingthorpe Avenue Harold Fern Hou
Bispham

Blackpool FY2 OEL

BRITISH AMATEUR ATHLETIC BOARD
A.A. Gold, CBE
49 Friern Mount Drive

London N20O 9DJ

BRITISH AMATEUR BOXING ASSOCIATION

Mr. L. Mills
70 Brompton Road
London SW3 1HA

BRITISH AMATEUR GYMNASTICS ASSOCIATION

Mr: W. Stuart
g5 . Bigh Street
Slough

Berks SL1 1DH

BRITISH AMATEUR WEIGHTLIFTERS' ASSOCIATION

H.W. Hartnall

4 Merlin Court
off Bulow Avenue
Canvey Island
Essex

BRITISH AMATEUR WRESTLING ASSOCIATION

H.I. Jacob, OBE
2 Huxley Drive
Bramhall
Stockport
Cheshire

E§;£l§g*§QBSLEIGH;QSSOQiAE%ON

H.R.H. Primee Michael of Kent
Kepsifigton Palace
Tomrdonr—-W.8.

yresentatives of Olympi«



BRITISH & IRISH BASKETBALL FEDERATION

M.D. Welch

B b el
Calomax House
Lupton Avenue
Leeds

Yorkshire LS9 7DD

BRITISH CANOE UNION

R.W. Emes

147 Gravelly Hill
Erdington
Birmingham B23 7NR

BRITISH CYCLING FEDERATION

Mrs. Eileen Gray, OBE L Unwin, ~

129 Grand Avenue WJBSWQtO oad,
Surbiton Img&m1s 1EN.

Surrey
BRITISH EQUESTRIAN FEDERATION

Maj.Gen. J.R. Reynolds, CB, OBE
National Equestrian Centre
oneleigh

Kenilworth

Warwickshire CV8 2LR

BRITISH HANDBALL ASSOCIATION

J.D. Timmins

68 Penryn Avenue
Fishermead
Milton Keynes
Bucks MK6 2BG

BRITISH ICE HOCKEY ASSOGI

E.J. Ramus

12 Martlet J¥6dge
Oak HilldPark
Lon@sdn NW3 7LE

e

BRITISH JUDO ASSOCIATION

G. Perkins

12 Kings Garden
Tlfora

Essex IGl 4AJ

BRITISH-RACING TOBOGGﬁﬁ’ASSOCIATION

Dr. R.L. Ljiwv€rsedge
Oak Cottdage
Flauwnrden

He®ts HP3 OPB
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ENGLISH VOLLEYBALL ASSOCIATION

D.W.J. Anthony Miss E Praj#,
15 Elm Road ROz
Sidcup TiggT ’
Kent DAl4 6AF \ i 2 6EP.

FOOTBALL ASSOCTATION
EiA. Croker

16 Lancaster Gate
London W2 3LW

GRAND NATIONAL ARCHERY SOCIETY

”

S. Patterson J J Bray, -~

15 St. Mary's Terxrrace Nationg&/ﬂ fculture Centre,
East Boldon Stmnﬂzkgé?

Twne & Wear Kend lwgfth, Warwicks, CV8 2LG.

GREAT BRITAIN HOCKEY BOARD

Y
.J. Watson R J W Strwthers,
6 Chatsworth Way y}Leg;ééydﬁhrt,
,ondon SE27 9HN Londefh Redd, Brighton, BN1 6UL.

JOINT SHOOTING COMMITTEE FOR GREAT BRITAIN
A.ds  Elaxrk

36a Burlesdon Road

Hodge End

Southampton SO05 9HX

MODERN PENTATHLON ASSOCIATION OF GREAT BRITAIN

K, Clark .

Flint Meadon e Road,
Little Hill Yo Surrey, CR2 2DH.
Heronsgate

Rickmansworth

NATIONAL—SKATING- ASSOCIATION OE. GREAT BRITAIN

L.C. Seagrave,.-OBE
22 Kenton—ROad
laPrrOw

Middx HAl 2BW

NATIONALSKT FEDERATION OF—GREAT “BRITAIN

Brig. V.A,.P+Budge, CBE, MVO
6 _.Grolucester Sguare
LondomrW?2

ROYAL YACHTING ASSOCIATION

Jasporye
Victoria Way
Woking
Surrey




Ref: A02206

CONFIDENTIAL

e 2%
MR AMDER /‘W/’/Z‘M Dned

B A /4/6/\

You copied to the Cabinet Office your 1etter of 16th May to Paul Lever

reporting the Prime Minister's decision to wr1te once more to Sir Denis Follows.
S c— -

I now attach a draft which Mr. Hurd dlscussed w1th hlS colleagues 'on MISC 39

today.
2o There are three points on which the Prime Minister may find it useful
to have some further comment. First, it was the strong view of the members
e ——
of MISC 39 that it would be desirable for the points which the Prime Minister
might make in her letter to Sir Denis Follows, together with authoritative

briefing on the situation in Afghanistan and Soviet attitudes, to be put in person
o e i

to the Chairmen of the British Federations for the various Olympic sports.

The Group felt that this presentation could most effectively be made by a

senior Minister, such as the Foreign and Commonwealth Secretary. Mr. Hurd

RER—

is mentioning this to Lord Carrington, s

S, Secondly, you will notice that the draft letter asks that the British
Olympic Association should withdraw their acceptance of the invitation to go to
Moscow. In fact, the Olympic Charter rules do not provide any clear procedure
for withdrawal, But, so far as they say anything on the subject, they are
designed to discourage such action. The procedure is that a National Olympic
Committee must submit to the organising committee (in Moscow) at least eight

weeks before the Games (i. e, before 24th May) a list of sports and events in

which the country will participate. We understand that the British Olympic

Association (BOA) has submitted this list. The next key date is 9th July, or

10 days before the formal opening, by which time the organising committee must
ey

have received details of the numbers and names of competitors, Withdrawal of

R,
an entered team or individual without the International Olympic Committee's

prior approval may be subject to disciplinary action (though the International

Olympic Committee took no action against the 24 countries which boycotted

the Montreal Olympics, nor against Canada for refusing to admit a team from

Taiwan). It is possible therefore that Federations which can be persuaded to

change their mind about going can best make their decision known by the simple

expedient of not nominating competitors,

7
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4, Thirdly, Mr., Hurd, with Mr. Monro's support, recommends that the

Prime Minister should send copies of the text not only to other members of the

a——

BOA but also to the heads of the British governing bodies for the Olympic sports
S A
concerned, This is because these bodies' nominees on the BOA in many cases

m—

have little discretion about the line they should take.

s I am sending copies of this minute to Paul Lever and Charles Humfrey
(Foreign and Commonwealth Office) and Geoffrey Needham (Department of the

Environment.

(D.J. Wright)

19th May 1980

a e
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DRAFT LETTER FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO
SIR DENIS FOLLOWS, CBE, Chairman, British Olympic
Association, 1-2 John Princes Street, London, WIM ODH

I last wrote to you on 19th March after the debate in the
House of Commons when, as you will remember, a large
majority supported the Government's view that Great Britain
should not take part in the Olympic Games in Moscow, I was
therefore sorry that, at their me eting on 25th March, the
British Olympic Association decided to confirm their acceptance
of the invitation to go to Moscow,

Since then, condemnation of the Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan has continued to grow. As you know, the Olympic
Committees of the United States and the Federal Republic of
Germany have now decided not to send teams to Moscow.
Whatever other National Olympic Committees may decide,
absence of these teams robs the Moscow Games of ey inter -
national competitive significance. Their athletes are among
the world leaders in many events and have won a high proportion
of medals at recent Games, Without the Americans and West
Germans and the other gporting countries who have also decided

fO WV v MUS Y herosmrrttbetde U Vo Olg v R
to stay away t.he Games will tnedals won at Moscow
v~ »
will be of H worth and the ceremonies a charade,

A number of National Olympic Committees have still not

decided on attendance. They will be strongly influenced by the

German decision and I have no doubt that many will also decide
against going to Moscow,

Nothing has happened to cause the Government to alter
its advice to British athletes, Soviet troops still occupy
Afghanistan and/cruelly oppress the Afghan people. Despite
the strict censorship, there are continuing reports of
atrocities, Only the complete withdrawal of Soviet troops will
end them, and it is essential that the pressure on the Soviet

Union should be maintained. None of the recent initiatives

-]l




from Kabul and Moscow includes a clear commitment to end
the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan,

The Games will serve emiy the propaganda needs of the
Soviet Government, There is no effective palliative, such as
cutting out the ceremonies. I remainfirmly convinced that
it is neither in our national nor in the wider Western interest

for Britain to take part in the Games in Moscow., Fhereis=

DO aAb-efieetive-boyeutt—rTirere-ts-omty-ome CONCIUSION wirtech
~Aibe-the facls. i from th
Maoseew-GmrresT As a sporting event, the Games cannot now

satisfy the aspirations of our sportsmen and women. British
attendance at Moscow can only serve to frustrate the interests
of Britain,

'Itam copying this letter to the representatives on your

Committee of the Governing Bodies of Olympic Sports¢- A

o

I, GFrtmsran 452, fire Kodus,




16 May 1980

I enclose a copy of a letter the Prime
Minister has received from the Central Council
of Physical Recreation about a possible
meeting between her and the Council, I
sbould be grateful for the text of a draft

reply which the Prime Minister might send in
reply to this letter and if this could be
with me by Thursday 22 May,.

MICHAEL ALEXANDER

Geoffrey Needham, Esq.,
Department of the Environment.




16 May 1980

I am replying on the Prime Minister's
bebhalf to your letter to her of 14 May about
a possible meeting between her and the CCPR.
Your letter is receiving attention and a

reply will be sent to you as soon as possible.

MICHAEL ALEXANDER

Mrs, M.A., Glen Haig, C.B.E,
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10 DOWNING STREET

From the Private Secretary 16 May 1980

The Olympic Games

The Prime Minister has seen your letter to me of
15 May in which it is argued that the Prime Minister might
not pursue the correspondence with Sir Denis Follows
any further. The Prime Minister has decided that she

should write once more to Sir Denis and would like to do

sOo as early as possible next week. The Prime Minister

sees no conflict between the despafch of such a letter

and the organising of a meeting between a Government
Minister and representatives of the main sporting

organisations.

You may think that, as was the case with the Prime
Minister's letter of 19 February, any new letter should be
copied to all the sporting federations considering particir

pation in the Olympic Games.

I am sending a copy of this letter to Geoffrey
Needham (Department of the Environment) and Nigel
Wenban-Smith (Cabinet Office).

Paul Lever, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

15 May 1980

Deas  Mithadt,

Olympics

Following the decision of the German Olympic Committee
in favour of the boycott the Prime Minister might like to
know at once how we propose to take matters forward.

One possibility would be for the Prime Minister herself
to write again to Sir D Follows inviting the British Olympic
Association to reconsider their previous decision. She
could certainly use powerful arguments and there would be
maximum publicity. However we know from a reliable source
that the Prime Minister's last letter was never properly
considered by the BOA. Sir D Follows himself is probably
impervious to argument. The Prime Minister might wish to
close her correspondence with Sir D Follows by placing the new
facts before him: but it might be better for her not to
make a further appeal which would probably be rejected.

An alternative approach therefore would be for a
Government Minister to hold a meeting with representatives of
the main sporting organisations which at present intend to go
to Moscow. It is the sporting organisations, rather than
the BOA itself, which make the actual decisions sport by sport.

Mr Monro at the Department of the Environment, sees merit
in an approach of this kind. MISC 39 is meeting on Monday
morning 19 May to consider these and other possibilities with
a view to making an urgent recommendation.

I am sending a copy of this letter to Geoffrey Needham
(DOE) and N Wenban-Smith, Cabinet Office.

Youns

i

(P Lever)
Private Secretary

M O'D B Alexander Esq
No 10 Downing Street
London
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The Rt Hon Margaret Thatcher MP
The Prime Minister

10 Downing Street

London SW1

e G 5, R A%

I am sure you will understand the great distress within
British sports organisations at the apparent rift that has
developed between the voluntary bodies responsible for the
control of sport in this country and Her Majesty's Government.

It has been and remains our firm intention to co-operate with
the Government of the day as we believe that only through
partnership and understanding can real success in our field
of interest be achieved.

Naturally recent events have highlighted the problem of
co-ordinating the actions of sports bodies with the policies

of Government and the CCPR has been particularly concerned that
such important developments as the Gleneagles Agreement, the
UK/USSR Memorandum of Understanding and indeed the proposal to
boycott the Olympic Games were decisions which Government
reached without any reasonable consultation with the voluntary
sporting bodies affected by these decisions.

I am writing to ask therefore if at a convenient time it might
be possible for you to receive a small delegation from the CCPR
in order that we can discuss the principles involved and hopefully

reach a situation where Government and sport can be seen to be
working in harmony.

\/ Q‘L&f n CCM;C,,V
)\

MARY A GLEN HAIG
Chairman

A Company limited by guarantee: No. 474512 Registered in England




12 May 1980

Q(a» Q QMJ Ld,('

Thank you for your letter of 25 April, enclosing one from
your constituent, Miss J. Lowe of 3 Woodall Buildings, Foundry
Lane, Knottingley, West Yorkshire, who has paid £700 to go to

the Olympic Games in Moscow this summer.

I understand Miss Lowe's problem. Indeed the Government
took this aspect into account in discussions about our attitude
to the Games in the wake of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan.
I1f the International Olympic Committee (IOC) had agreed to hold
the Games outside the Soviet Union when we first urged a move,
the money already deposited at that time by your constituent
and many other people would have been legally returnable.

"It would then have been open to them to make arrangements to
travel to the new location, if they so wished. Regrettably,
the IOC decided to go ahead with the Olympic Games in Moscow.

It is not we but the Soviet Union which has introduced

politics into sport. They regard it as an arm of Government

policy. In particular, the Russians have turned the Olyﬁpics

in Moscow into a propaganda event of major importance. Their
advance briefing makes this clear. We have made our attitude
about this plain. We have advised British athletes that for
them to take part in the Games would condone the Soviet invasion
of Afghanistan. We also feel it right to discourage spectators

from going to Moscow and we hope that they will take this advice.

|/ We are




We are of course only advising and the decision about going
to Moscow must be taken by the people concerned themselves. In
these circumstances, we do not believe that there is an obligation

for the Government to compensate Miss Lowe, or others like hér,

who sustain financial loss.

The truth is that those who chose Moscow long ago as the
site for the 1980 Olympics took a gamble, which has failed. They
assumed wrongly that the Soviet Union would abstain from the kind
of action which would disrupt the Games. But the continuing
invasion of Afghanistan is such an action. Only last week,
according to press reports, girl students were shot dead in the
streets of Kabul. Never in the history of the Olympic Movement
has the host state been committing aggression against another
state at the time of the Games. We all have an interest in
checking aggression and so helping to preserve future peace. By
not going to Moscow Miss Lowe would help Britain in this task.

signed

Dr. Edmund Marshall, M.P.




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH
9 May 1980

M O'D B Alexander Esq
10 Downing Street
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= Mr Hurd has asked me to send you,
for your background information, a copy
of his enclosed letter of today's date

to Mr Monro.
L

OlreA Crsey

C T W Humfrey
PS/Mr Hurd

Nigel Wenban-Smith Esq
Cabinet Office
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May 1980

Douglas Hurd CBE MP

OLYMPIC GAMES

I attach a record of a meeting I have had with
Lt Col Innes of the BOA.

It would be worth encouraging press interest in the fund-
raising contacts with left-wing groups which he reports. !
have considered his proposal for a meeting with the Chairmen
of the governing bodies of sporting federations still intending
to send people to Moscow, and I must say I find it attractive.
Obviously timing will be important. So would any offer or hint
we could drop about money. My instinct is to wait and see what
the Federal German Olympic Committee decide on 15 May and its
effect on waverers. If the BOA finds itself isolated in the
West and among leading sporting nations, a meeting could be
persuasive - more so perhaps than another letter from the
Prime Minister.

For maximum effect I think the meeting should be chaired
by Peter Carrington. I have not asked him before having your
views, but doubt if he would do it. If that is so, you and I
could possibly act as co-Chairmen.

I should welcome your views before we meet in MISC 39 on
19 May to review the situation.

s A

L DESYL &'. [
L' ‘h f?uA e
e{_ <
(approved by Mr Hurd and signed =
in his absence by his Private
Hector Monro Esq MP Secretary)
Parliamentary Under-Secretary

of State
Department of the Environment
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RECORD OF MEETING BETWEEN THE HON DOUGLAS HURD CBE MP, MINISTER
OF STATE, AND LT COL J INNES, HONORARY TREASURER OF THE BRITISH
OLYMPIC ASSOCIATION (BOA), HELD IN THE FCO AT 1530 ON 7 MAY 1980

o After being welcomed by Mr Hurd, Lt Col Innes referred to
a number of recent events relevant to the Moscow Olympics. He
mentioned press reports on the meeting of Western European
National Olympic Committees in Rome on 3 May and their
recommendation to reduce ceremonial: he himself was not at the
meeting and had no further information on it. He had also just
heard that Lord Killanin had seen President Brezhnev: he did
not know what had been said, but if the Soviet leader favoured
the reduction of ceremonial, Lt Col Innes expected Lord Killanin
to try and argue to President Carter that the Russians had made
a major concession and that the US Government should reverse
its Olympic policy.

A Lt Col Innes then referred to a meeting of the BOA last

week. Mr Anthony Tuke had stopped asking for funds from commerce
and industry. There was enough money in the kitty to send

203 competitors and 68 officials to Moscow, but not enough to

cover administrative expenses much beyond the Games. Sir D Follows
had started writing to County Councils and trades union bodies of

known left-wing persuasion in an effort to raise more money.

Lt Col Innes thought this action most unwise: the BOA had
claimed to be above politics, but was now introducing a political
element into fund-raising. Such action could adversely affect
fund-raising in the future. The Association's action had not so
far been reported in the press.

3 8 Lt Col Innes was also upset by the BOA's cavalier attitude
towards the letters from the Prime Minister to Sir D Follows.
The letters were never properly discussed in committee: copies
were circulated at the meeting that decided to accept the

Moscow invitation: that decision was very quickly reached after
a forthright speech by Lord Exeter, which was immediately
followed by a resolution in favour of going to Moscow.

4. Lt Col Innes went on to suggest that in the absence of
proper presentation of the Government's views to the BOA it

might be useful if a senior Minister could meet the Association
to explain the Government's attitude to the Olympics. Association
members could also ask questions. Vice-President Mondale had
spoken to athletes in America to good effect. Lt Col Innes
thought the pill would be sweetened if the Government could offer
money to help set up a 'preparation fund' for the future. Such a
fund had been established with the proceeds of previous appeals;
it had been extremely useful, particularly for athletes who
required special equipment or training. He recognised that the

/Sports Council
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Sports Council already helped with travel expenses: the fund

he had in mind was different since the BOA would control it
themselves. He was sure that such a carrot and stick approach
made directly to the Association would be effective. Only a
hard core of the athletes held strong views about going to
Moscow, namely the boxers, wrestlers and weight-lifters: he

did not think the majority of the remainder would mind very much
if they did not. go,

S. Mr Hurd wondered if a meeting would be helpful. The
hardliners could say that the ground had been covered before.
Consideration was being given to further action by the Government,
particularly if the German National Olympic Committee decided on
15 May to support the boycott. The idea of a meeting would need
careful thought. The proposal to offer money was a little
worrying. It could be interpreted as a bribe. Moreover it might
not persuade the athletes to change their minds.

6. Lt Col Innes then argued that the BOA's appeal had failed
because the Government had advised people not t0 .0, There.was
enough money for administrative expenses for 1980 and possibly
1981, but there was not enough to cover expenses in 1982, 1983

and the run-up to the 1984 Games, if they were to take place.

¥ Mr Hurd said that the idea of a meeting was well worth
thinking about, especially as the Prime Minister's letters had
had such little impact. Lt Col Innes stressed that the idea was
his own: he had not discussed it with colleagues in the
Association. But he was sure that a personal meeting would be
persuasive: it would be nice if Lord Carrington could take it on.
Mr Hurd concluded by saying he would discuss the idea with

Mr Monro, but he pointed out that the Secretary of State
currently had great demands on his time and was unlikely to be
able to host a meeting of the sort Lt Col Innes proposed.

(8. Lt Col Innes telephoned after calling on Mr Hurd. He had
had second thoughts about a meeting between a Cabinet Minister
and the BOA, since he felt on reflection that Ministers would get
nowhere with the BOA. It would be better if a Minister could
meet the Chairmen of those sporting bodies still intending to
send participants to Moscow. )

Foreign & Commonwealth Office
9 May 1980
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