
Anatoly Manakov on 
L.A. & THE USSR 

Much has been said in the Western press about the Soviet 
boycott of the Summer Olympics in Los Angeles. Despite 
thisindeed because of it-Worldview thought it worthwhile 
to solicit a Soviet perspective on the withdrawal, The fol- 
lowing was prepared by the New York-based U S .  corre- 
spondent of Literaturnaya Gazeta.-The Editors 

On May 8 the National Olympic Committee of my country 
declared that "participation of Soviet athletes in the Games 
of the Xxlll Olympiad in Los Angeles is impossible." Ex- 
plaining its motives, it stated: "the practical deeds by the 
American side show that it does not intend to ensure the 
security of all athletes, respect their rights and human dig- 
nity, and create normal conditions for holding the games." 

The U.S. administration seemed openly surprised by that 
decision and called the Soviet complaints about American 
preparations for the Olympic Games "a classic case for 
complete distortion and twisting of facts to fit a particular 
Soviet line." President Reagan said at a news conference 
that the Soviet charges that the administration was con- 
spiring to endanger the Soviet participants were "absolutely 
false." 

"This is a great day for America," gloated Anthony Majeika 
of the Ban the Soviets Coalition upon hearing of the USSR's 
decision not to attend the Games. The coalition of emigres 
from socialist countries and other right-wingers claimed credit 
for forcing the Soviet Union to take that decision. I know 
that Majeika doesn't represent the American people or even 
the smallest part of this nation, but by his remark he man- 
aged to shed additional light on the reasons for my country's 
abstention. 

In other words, I see a combination of different factors 
that led to the decision not to participate. Nonparticlpation 
in unfortunate, and not only for the Soviet athletes. It would 
be difficult to find a sane and reasonable human being who 
would say proudly: "This is a great day." Any honest and 
peace-loving man or woman would feel that something is 
really going wrong, dead wrong. In my view, that "something" 
is quite specific. 

The intemational climate in which the 1984 Olympic Games 
will be held is worse than at any time since the Second 
World War. I guess in many ways it can be attributed to 
such provocative statements and actions as "evil empire" 
and the by far more serious deployment of Euromissiles. It 
can be attributed directly to the U.S. administration's vicious 
anti-Communist hysteria-building and to its fakery with re- 
gard to negotiations for nuclear disarmament. The Reagan 
administration has gone through the motions of negotiating, 
while holding positions that make it impossible for the Soviet 
Union to negotiate. The same has happened in sports. 

It's certainly unfortunate that such policy made it impos- 
sible for the Soviet Union to take part in the Olympic Games. 

". . .represenring 1111 eigtrr;v-rwo percent irrcreose in tier sin 
over Itre some period lasr yeur." 
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who can slander and threaten his neighbor for three years 
and then expect him to come and play ball? This is real life 
in the real world. While formally accepting Soviet partici- 
pation, the U.S. Government was simultaneously tolerating, 
if not sanctioning, the threats of hate organizations about 
keeping the Soviet Union from participating-all of which 
received wide media coverage. There were threatening let- 
ters to the Soviet Olympic Committee and people wearing 
'Kill a Russian" lapel badges in Los Angeles. In an atmo- 
sphere in which these kinds of actions were not disapproved 
by officials at the highest levels of power, there was the very 
serious possibility of a violent incident or even terrorist act 
aimed at Soviet athletes. For them at least and for the 
athletes of many other countries, the climate surrounding 
the Los Angeles Olympic Games became one that clearly 
violated everything the Olympics stands for: sportsmanship, 
fair play, friendly competition, international cooperation, in- 
tegrity. 

The Soviet Union was justifiably concerned that its sports 
representatives would have been subject to considerable 
harassment, insult, and even danger in Los Angeles. As an 
example I can cite our participation in a track and field meet 
in New York City in late February and early March this year. 
On the second day of the meet a bomb was exploded outside 
the buildings where Soviet diplomats and their families live. 
Hardly a friendly gesture. 

A sense that the Soviet athletes were not exactly welcome 
in Los Angeles was given at the very beginning of prepa- 
rations for the Games, when the US. Olympic Committee 
and the State Department placed specific restrictions on 
Soviet athletes and our representatives, restrictions un- 
precedented in the history of the Games. It seems logical 
to suppose that the U.S. administration may never have 
intended the Los Angeles Olympics to include the Soviet 
athletes. And considering the longstanding ties between the 
anti-soviet groups and U.S. intelligence agencies, the Soviet 
delegation had good reason to be skeptical about the mas- 
sive security measures planned for Los Angeles. In view of 

THE BIG TEN 

The following are the ten biggest stones of 1983 
as named by Associated Press newspaper and 
broadcast member editors. 

1. Marines Massacred in Beirut 

2. Soviets Down KAL Airliner 

3. U.S. Invades Grenada 

4. American Economy 
5. Missiles Deployed in Europe 

6. European Nuclear Protests 

7. Lech WalesdNobel Peace Prize 

8. Menachem Begin Resigns 

9. Weather 

10. James Watt Resigns 

Washington's refusal to admit the Soviet officials assigned 
to review security, the Olympic Committee of the USSR was 
unconvinced about the ability of the U.S. to protect the 
athletes from terrorism. 

The violation of the very spirit of the Olympics is also 
demonstrated by the commercialization of the '84 Games. 
In Los Angeles, U.S. corporations have turned the Olympics 
into a big business venture. It's worth remembering how the 
Los Angeles Olympic Committee responded to the demands 
of the Govemment of Greece that Olympic torch ceremonies 
not be commercialized; the selling by U.S. corporations of 
the right to carry the torch was also a central concern for 
Greek officials. To protest the commercialization, Greece 
held no Olympic ceremony of its own. There was and prob- 
ably still is a collision between those who want to preserve 
the Olympic ideals and those who are going along with 
American business and politics. 

Maybe I am wrong, but it seems to me that the American 
people would like to see the Soviet athletes compete. Life, 
unfortunately, dictates its own laws. The people and athletes 
of the world have already paid a high price for a policy of 
cold war and confrontation, harsh rhetoric, and irresponsible 
actions. Everybody is sorry about not having full-fledged 
Olympic Games. Because of the absence of the socialist 
countries' top athletes, the Olympic gold medal will be dras- 
tically diminished in its real value and there will be lost profits 
for the TV networks and other commercial interests. Who 
knows, there may be a certain justice in this, given the US. 
role in organizing the Western boycott of the 1980 Olympics 
in Moscow. 

Revenge? Not at all. Just playing fair. And reminding 
some people in Washington that this is real life in the real 
world. 

EXCURSUS 2 

Rafael Suarez, Jr., on 
FOOD FOR PEACE?. 

This summer U.S. officials will mark the thirtieth anniversary 
of the Food for Peace program, or Public Law 480. A creation 
of the Eisenhower administration, Food for Peace was con- 
ceived as a way of disposing of burgeoning American farm 
surpluses while helping the United States not only to meet 
its humanitarian obligations overseas but to stave off rev- 
olution in newly emerging countries. The government official 
responsible for PL480 today is M. Peter McPherson, ad- 
ministrator of the Agency for lntemational Development (AID), 
who noted recently that Food for Peace has provided 656 
billion pounds of food to more than a hundred countries in 
the last three decades, making it a major instrument of U.S. 
foreign policy. 

McPherson's audience, the Newspaper Farm Editors of 
America, was also told that the program has helped create 
markets for U.S. farm products, resulting in 'an enormous 
retum on investment." He offered the example of Korea, the 
recipient of $1.6 billion in PL480 food over the years but 
now buying a similar amount each year from American farm- 

14 


