


The tours t o  South ~ f r i c a  by the two international football team, on 
Rueby Fooitbatl and the other Aaaociation Football. each comprised of 
significant numbers of British players, following the tour by leading 
Engliah cricket playera t h i s  Spring, are ample evidence of the need 
for the strengthening and s t r i c t  enforcement of the Glenewles Agreeuient 
by the British Government. Indeed, these tours are theinselms only the 
t i p  of the iceberg i f  one coneidere the f u l l  extent of continuing B r i t  
sporting relations with South Africa. We pnderstand, for example, that 
there are two touring cricket teams i n  Britain currently, thÃ Kingmead 
Siynahs and the second from Namibia. South Africans ale* competed 
reewtly  i n  both the Henly Regatta and a t  Wimbledon. South African 
disabled athletes are  also due to compete i n  the International Stoke 
Mandeville Games th i s  month. It is now over five years since the 
Commonwealth Heads of Gotenu~ent adopted the CleMagles Agreement in 
which, in ter  a l t a ,  they: 

'accepted it as the urgent duty of each of thei r  Governments 
vigorously t o  combat the evi l  of apartheid by withholdng any 
of support for, and by taking every practical step to  diacourbg 
contact or  coiapoti.tioii by thei r  nations with aporting organisat 
teams or aportamen tram SQU& Africa or from a* other country 
marts are organised on the basis of face, colour or ethnic or 

Moreover, and of even greater significance, the British Government, as 
a signatory to the Gleneaglea Ameanient, gave an undertaking that: 

"there were unlikely to  be future aporting contracts of any 
sieflificance between CoinmcniweaUh countries or their  nationals an<1 
South Africa wfcile that country continues t o  pursue the detestable 
policy of avartbeid." 

The fai lure of the British Coverrnaent effectively t o  implement the 
Cieneeglee Agreement has led to  growing &ceptÂ£cisi concerning the real  
o b j ~ t i v e  of British policy and it is increasingly threatening British 
participation in international sport. 

We believe that t 
adopt a l l  necesaa 
South Africa. 

Coraaionwealth leaders are itlcreaaingly questioning the extent to  which 
Britian is seriously committed t o  Gleneagles Aereeiaent, It is worth 
recalling the statement made by the Vice President of Nigeria, H i s  
Excellency D r  Ales Ekwueme, i n  addressing an Anti-Apartheid Moveant 

r i e s  of the  Coimaonwealth met -and 
e problems created for the Conmanwealth by apartheid 
r of sporting relations. Coneiatent with the noble 
f the GcHWionwealth a condensus was reached remlt ing 
aeles A&reeiaent Chat raerobet countries of the C m -  

t n t s  with South Africa. 



w 
cont!. . . . 

" k t i n g  South Africa o f f  from international 8wrtSJig contests 
would a t  leas t  %m&ee her moral ieoUtion and could induce her to  
take the f i r s t  steps towards the abolition of apartheid which had 
made her a pariah i n  the international commmity, We are not 
sat isf ied that Britian has t r ied  hard enough to  discourage eportittg 
links with South Africa. Today, as w e  deliberate on apartheid, 
top British cricketere, some of whom have represented England 
i n  wn-ld-ciast cricket, are giving succour and entertaining the 
white apostles of apartheid on the cricket test grounds of South 
Africa! HCTÃ w i l l  history r d r  Glen@a@es? Is it a venue into 
the coffin of apartheid; or  i a  i t  a venue where some 'smart* 
inegibera of the Camnonwealth used a form of words t o  deceive their  
c o i ~ u e a  and t o  buy time fog apartheid?" 

The Gowmatent has given owaercma simls which have been interpreted 
as a desire t o  normalise sporting relations with South Africa. These 
included the Sports Council's Fact-finding Mieuion to South Africa 
and the ambiguous nature of its report, the Prime Minister's 
refusal to condemn the cricket tour t o  South Africa i n  the Spring 
and the Goverata^~C's opposition to  the Halted Nations Sports 
Reglater. 

These development!), i n  particular, have created an ataoBphere i n  w i c h  
it i e  perceived by ~ a w  i n  &&fin ssS in South Africa that thÃ Brit ish 
Government's opposition ta 8pot?t$w iWSpaefcff is aimed sole7 a t  
deflecting I~~raationaI cri~ieiam, rather than at securing the effective 
implementation 06 tliÃ ffleneaglet Agreement. This ha8 had the effect  
of detracting from the efforts  which have been wade on occasions by 
Miniatera and off ic ia ls  of the Department t o  prevent pmticular  
sporting vlaif to  or f m  South ~ t r i c a .  We baton th i s  situation must be 
wgent1y rectif ied by a ouch clearer explanation of British Government 
policy and firm action t o  enforce it. 

iea to Britian 

I l r r e  eantinuei to  be a large nuriiar of sporting tea@ vis i t ing ~ r i t a i n  
from South Africa. Such v i s i t s  have been organised clandestinely, 
creating deep divisione in sporting organiaationa a t  local and national 
level, and can promote racial  conflict within Britain. It is clear 
that the Governsient'a policy of refuoing grant a id  to  competitions i n  
&:$#I South African's are participating has not i n  i t s e l f  been a 
sufficiently effective meaaure. 
The Hovement believes that  the Government should wake use of the legal 
controls which fa luÃ§ by terminating the "no visa agreemant" 
between the Waited K i - n g h  a&& the Repoblic of South Africa, and by 
pursuing a policy of refusing visas t o  mseQsera of South African sport 
team or bodies, as  well ss individual sportsmen and women from South 
Africa or Kamibia who are %nearing the United Kingdom to compete in 
sporting ewott. This vould represent the most effective means by 
which the @omrraaet could enforce the Gleneaglea Agreeaent i n  relakioti 
to  spor t ingv i s i t s  t o  Britain. The British Government would be 
following the e-1s already s e t  by the Netherlands and Prance, ufao 
have recently terminated "no viaa agreements" with South Africa, a d  
i e  wmld Be conalstane with the policies of many Western Governments, 
e.g. Denmark, Ifland, Japan etc. 



British Sporting V i e  t o  South Africa 

It is recognised that ,  short of fundainentÃ§ change of Britidh policy 
towards South Africa, i t  is more di f f icul t  f o r  the Government i t s e l f  
t o  control viaif by Britieh sportsmen and wonen to  South Africa. 
However, most international and national sporting bodies operate 
their  own rules and regualtions and have a range of sanctions which 
they can enforce against players who breach these rules and 
regulations. Thus, national and international sporting orgnnisationa 
are in a position t o  discipline thexr players i f  they s o  wish. 
There have beee several well-publicised cases i n  Ich such disciplinary 
measures have been taken or threatened. l"' 
The Government, i f  it believes it haa'khe urgent duty" "viaoroualy"' 
t o  take "every practical step" should seek the endorfteoast of the 
CleneagXes Agreement by every national sporting organisation i n  
the United Kingdom and the introduction of diwiplinary powers i n  
relation t o  any breach of the Gleneaglee Agreement by individuals o r  

of players belonging t o  that  national arganiaation. Should 
my national sporting organisation refuse to adopt such maasures, then 
;he Government slp!ald, through the Sports Council andfor otherwise, 
rtthdwm rwgnifioa and a l l  fo rm of finanCla1 aM to that  Ã§port 
both nationally an& locally. We ere 
have a major impact" on- s@t.t&ng ffrga 
welcomed by those natioqe&>p^yti~g 
history of refusing to  c ~ l l a B ~ r Ã ˆ t  Ã ‡  

the riek of international isolation 
minority and, finally, w0sIi-I deinoifStrate very clearly the seriousness 
of the Govenuaont'u c d t i a e n t  to  the Glenea&es Agreemant . 
In addition, the Government should give serious consideration to  t h e  
ac t iv i t ies  of South African corporations and others who are deliberately 
lacking t o  undermine Government policy. We hel ime that such act iv i t ies  
reprÃˆÃˆÃ a serious threat t o  democracy within Britain and therefore 
c a l l  for effective reipoo-ea. In  particular, we believe that i n  the cafe 
orf South African Breweries. the sponsors of both the cricket and soccer 
touts, the Government should coniider banning the importing of thei r  
products into Britain and should seek the support of other Member States 
of the EEC for similar action. 
Finally, we believe that  the television and broadcasting authorities 
have a r e s p ~ ~ r i b i l i t y  t o  ac t  within the a p i ~ i t  of the 6leneagles 
Agreement. Whilst respecting the independance of both the BBC and IBA, . 
we believe the GoverUBBst should discuss with them thei r  role i n  
promoting breaches of the Gleneaglea Agreement by televising or 
broadcasting them, especially when t h i s  involves financial contracts. 
There have been instances i n  which it could be argued that the BBC and 
IBA companies ftaans actually ei.8isted i n  financing breaches of the 
Gleneaglea Agreeinact. 

eonclu~ion 

We believe that a very serious situation now exis ts  i n  relation t o  
the Gisneaglea Agreemet. Failure by the British Government to take 
effective action a t  t h b  &age could w e l l  lead to  B r i t a i n ' ~  
exclusion from future Commonwealth G8mea and other internatiQftal 
nporting arena. I f  it is tflipoaaible for the people of the CoTimonwealtb 
t o  sathftr togath<rtf to eois&ot+ in &tin% activttee, this  arffely doe* 
ftuftur well for  the Cncaao~wealth as a whole. 



4 signing the Olenea~les Asr-t, =ho then t-.bev- -----t 
accapted 8 Â¥~rioa raspomibiliW; by i.o.iiciving the GlenÃ§agle ~graaraÃ§n 
at the Melbourne Summit, the Conrervative Government re-affirmed its 
ÃˆeceptÃ§n of this responeibility. We therefore hope that your 
Gov-nt will give serious conaideration to the recom~endatlons listed 
below. 

(a) The Prima Mtnister, on behalf of the GoverniMnt, should mike 
a clear and unequivocal stateoent endorsing the Gleneagles Asraownt 
m d  Government Ministers should be seen to be much mure active 
in aecuring its strict enforcement. 

(b) The Government should i~aadiately terminate the "no visa agreement" 
between the United Kingdon and the Republic of South Africa, and 
then pursue a policy of refueing visas tosouth African Sports teams 
end individual Â¥portme and women visiting Britain to participate 

circulate ill national iportiW orga&at& to advise ther of 
the Govemaent's commitment to the Gleneagles Agreement, recalling 
previous advice which has been circulatedand, in particular, 
requesting national epertin& organisation0 theaselves to endorse 
the ~lene&lee Agrmfloiit end toadopt effective aeÃ§6ure against 
their players who are in breach of thÃ Glonwles Agreement. 

(d) Government funding and other forms of recognition and assistance 
should be withdrawn from national sporting organitations which 
refuse to endorse the Gleneagles Afreaioent andlor refuse to 
take effective ueasures against their players who act in breach . . - 
of the Agreement. 

(a) The Government should investigate the activities of South African 
Corporations end Nationals which seek to undermine British 
Government policy in aupport of the Gleneanleo Agreement and, 
in particular, should consider the possible banning of products of 
South African Breweries end its subsidiaries and discus# with EEC 
cowtries similar measures. 

t should discuss with the BBC 
tea in relation to the Gleneag 

(g) The Government tfhould review its opposition to the United 
Nations Sports Register with a view to co-operating with the 
United Nation6 Special Committee against Apartheid. 

<h) The Government should wore actively seek support for the 




