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ABSTRACT

In this study, which aims to investigate and discuss the boycotts in the modern Olympic Games in
the historical process, the review model, which belongs to the qualitative research methods, was
used. Looking at the Olympic Games from a sporting perspective, they are the most comprehensive
and broadest set of activities in the world. The Games have important social, cultural, political and
economic significance. The Summer Olympic Games are designed to enable nations to compete
within the framework of universal values such as peace, brotherhood and equality. However, when
analyzing the historical process of the modern Summer Olympic Games, the state to which the
Olympic city belongs sees the Olympic Games as part of national politics. At the Olympics and
beyond, the most basic form of political contestation is protest. Protest is a broad term that refers
to a range of actions aimed at showing disapproval and/or persuading or forcing others to change
their behavior. From peaceful demonstrations to hunger strikes, boycotts, and political violence,
there is a range of protest forms. State actors primarily used the Olympics for political contestation
during the World War and Cold War periods, which were dominated by great power politics. From
all this, it can be concluded that the Olympic Games brought together all the countries of the world
in accordance with the philosophy of Olympism, which led to the development of international
relations and allowed each of the participating countries to act in accordance with their own
interests in the political, economic and even social spheres. On the other hand, this situation shows
that politics and interests exist even in areas of countries that are thought to be outside of politics.
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INTRODUCTION

Sport is not only inseparable from education in creating modern communities and raising healthy generations in
the future, but also has a significant impact on individual health, moral structure, education, productivity,
production, and labor force (Mumcu et al., 2021). It is also known that there are many psychological effects in
sports, especially the resistance of individuals and feeling good (Yaylaci and Unlii, 2021). Also it can be said that
sports have positive effects on power, and for these reasons, individuals are directed to sports (Turgut, 2022).
Sports and athletic activities occupy an important place both in people's daily lives and in their future plans. At
the same time, they also have a great influence on the policies of political powers to increase their power, on the
political paths they take, and on strengthening their position on the international stage. Successes in sporting
activities, competitions and Olympic Games provide a positive image both within the country and on the
international platform, supporting the longevity of current governments. For this reason, there is always an effort

to maintain sports activities (ince, 2016).

The main purpose of sporting activities is to bring together states with different ethnic characteristics. Thus arose
the function of sporting activities to integrate states. In later times, however, this purpose was replaced by an
instrument that enables nations to demonstrate their superiority over others. However, it is recognised that
sports have the advantage of making not only athletes but also ordinary people develop national feelings

(Coskun, 2009, p.239).

From a sports point of view, the Olympic Games are defined as the most comprehensive and broadest range of
activities in the world. It is stated that the Games occupy an important place socially, culturally, politically and

economically (Nikfitrat, 2020, p.3).

Looking at the historical process, we find that even societies or states that are politically and economically at
enmity with each other have developed international relations and friendships thanks to such sports
organizations, and as mentioned earlier, the Games have a politically important place both in terms of the social,
political and economic interests of countries and in terms of their prominence on international platforms within

the framework of the universality of sport (Korylrek, 2003, p.13).

The goal of the Olympic Games is for nations to compete within the framework of universal values such as peace,
brotherhood, and equality. However, if we analyze the modern Summer Olympic Games in the historical process,
we find that this purpose has changed. This is because the state to which the Olympic city belongs accepts the
Olympic Games as part of its national policy (Crowther, 2004). One of the most important events that determine
the place of nations in the global world is major sporting events; the other is the Olympic Games. In this sense,
major sporting events are considered general and the Olympic Games are considered specific (Horne &

Manzenreiter, 2006).
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International sporting events, i.e. the Olympic Games, are a breeding ground for international political conflict.
For example, the Olympics allow people to protest against something. In this case, the Olympic Games become
a structure where a number of actors from different societies can demonstrate political power. The protest or
demonstration of power can be called an Olympic protest. But it is not only carried out by local groups or
transnational activists. This is because the Olympic Games is a space where states protest the work and actions
of other states, and furthermore, it is a space that allows an international state to historically coerce and even
punish different societies or political actors (Cottrell & Nelson, 2010). This situation is somewhat reminiscent of
a boycott. According to some interpretations, a boycott can be defined as a short-term response compared to
war that involves a "diplomacy of recognition and non-recognition" and is aimed at achieving a specific goal in
international relations. The term is related to the concept of "sanctions," which is used to describe decisions

against states (Doxey, 1995).

Boycotts undermine the economic, political, and socially inclusive role of the Olympics among nations. Religious,
racial, or ideology-centered political events, i.e. boycotts, practiced in Olympic history overshadow the
philosophy, spirit, and purpose of the Olympic Games (Gliven Karahan, 2015). Although boycotts are possible in
many sporting activities, political boycotts are most common in the Olympic Games. This is because the Olympic
Games reach a much larger audience. In terms of process, there have been political situations and boycotts at
many Olympic ceremonies since 1896 (Hill, 1992). Indeed, state administrators and political actors have been
seen to use the Olympics for political confrontations during the World War and the Cold War (as cited in Cottrell

& Nelson, 2010).

It has been observed that Olympic boycotts affect both athletes and states. According to some commentaries on
this topic, diplomatic boycotts have less adverse effects on international relations but can cause significant

psychological problems, such as stress, among athletes (Su et al., 2021).

Our study aims to analyse the evolving role of sport in international relations. In particular, it analyses the
transformation of major sporting events, such as the Olympic Games, from platforms for political expression and
national rivalry, from their original purpose of promoting international unity and understanding. By analysing
historical examples of boycotts and protests within the Olympic Games, this study will facilitate our
understanding of how sport's initial purpose as a unifying force has been shaped by political motivations and
how these dynamics impact on both nations and athletes. By analysing historical and contemporary examples of
boycotts and protests within the Olympics, our study will contribute to our understanding of how they affect
international relations, diplomatic strategies and the mental well-being of athletes. By understanding this shift
in the role of sport, the study can contribute to illuminating a deeper aspect of the complex relationship between

sport, politics and international cooperation.

It contributes to the existing literature by revealing a less-studied aspect of international relations and sport. By

examining how international sporting events, especially the Olympics, have evolved from symbols of global

1945



I.I OE E C (International Journal of Eurasian Education and Culture) Vol: 8, Issue: 22 2023

cohesion into instruments of political expression and competition, our study contributes to the understanding of
the complex relationship between sport, diplomacy and national interests. It also emphasises the psychological
effects of political disruptions in sporting events on athletes, an aspect of this aspect that has not been widely

addressed in previous studies.

This study is of great importance as it reveals a less explored aspect of international relations and sport. By
examining how international sporting events influence and are influenced by political agendas, it can be said that
it will contribute to a broader understanding of the complex relationship between sport and diplomacy. At the
same time, it brings to the fore again how important it is for athletes to prioritise their mental health in dynamic
processes. In this study, it can be said that using sport as a diplomatic element will contribute to our
understanding of the various effects of using sport as a diplomatic element and the reflections of these effects

on countries and athletes.

METHOD

In this study, conducted to investigate and discuss the boycotts in the modern Olympic Games in the historical

process, the review model, which belongs to the qualitative research methods, was used.

BOYCOTTS AT THE MODERN OLYMPIC GAMES

If we look at the course of the modern Olympic Games in the historical process, we see that many boycotts have
taken place. For example, the first boycott we come across in this context was at the 1908 London Olympics. All
the competitions at these Olympic Games were officiated by British referees. However, these referees made
some wrong decisions. During the competitions, an American athlete was disqualified from the 400-meter race
because he had committed a foul and was out of the game. Because of this, all other American athletes boycotted
the games and did not participate. As a result of the boycott, the British athlete finished first in the last race by
running alone (Segilmis, 2004, p.32). This boycott in 1908 was not politically motivated, but rather ethically
motivated. However, there were also Olympic Games where politics intervened in the athletic competitions,
political boycotts and nations' own propaganda took place. The first of these was the 1936 Berlin Olympics (Balci,

2003).

It can be seen that the 1936 Berlin Olympics had more remarkable features compared to the previous games,
both in terms of preparation with remarkable showmanship and the participation of a large number of athletes
and spectators. They also became a political spectacle in which Hitler tried to prove his ideology of 'Greater
Germany' and the superiority of the Aryan race' (Bozkurt, 2014). Hitler's government not only agreed to support
the Olympics financially and organizationally, but also promised to allow athletes of all races, such as Jews and
Blacks, to compete, moving away from Nazi attitudes (Large, 2012). However, despite all of these promises and
expressions of support, the 1936 Berlin Olympics went down in history as the Games that foregrounded and

supported the Nazi philosophy and carried out the propaganda of Hitler's current government (Paker, 1980, as
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cited in Yaman, 1989, p.36). This attitude of Hitler worried all other countries participating in the Olympic Games
and especially the Jewish community living in America. For this reason, after the International Olympic
Committee announced that the Games would be held in Berlin, the United States wanted to boycott the Games,

but the International Olympic Committee (IOC) convinced the United States and refused (Paker, 1990).

Another Olympics where political propaganda was involved was the 1956 Melbourne Olympics. There, too,
politics was involved in sports. The Netherlands, Switzerland and Spain boycotted the Games because of the
Soviet Union's invasion of Hungary; Egypt, Iraq and Lebanon boycotted the Games because of the Suez Crisis.
The People's Republic of China, disagreeing with the admission of the Republic of China to the Games, withdrew

two weeks after the opening of the Olympics (Terciiman Spor Ansiklopedisi, 1983, p.987).

South Africa was excluded from the 1964 Tokyo Olympics because of its racist behavior. However, it was allowed
to participate in the 1968 Olympics in Mexico City. This decision led to a boycott by 40 countries, mainly from
the African continent. In protest of South Africa's reinstatement readmission, 40 African countries declared that
they would not participate in the competitions. Russia also joined this boycott. To overcome the boycott crisis,

the Olympic Committee decided to exclude South Africa from the Mexico City Games (Felek, 1976).

The 1972 Munich Olympics were marked by a political boycott and terrorist attacks. The International Olympic
Committee's decision to allow Rhodesia back into the games caused other African countries to boycott the
games. The reason was the racist activities in Rhodesia (TMOK, 1973, as cited in Secilmis, 2004, p.76). In addition
to this incident, the Olympic village was attacked by terrorists during the Games and 2 Israeli athletes were killed.
Other athletes were held hostage by terrorists for 36 hours. As a result of this conflict, 9 Israeli athletes, 5
terrorists, and 1 policeman were killed (Giritli, 1983, p.84). The goal of the Palestinian guerrillas who perpetrated
this incident was to obtain the release of 200 Palestinian citizens who were held captive in Israel. For this reason,
they made political propaganda for their cause at the Olympic Games, which attracted the attention of the whole

world (Koéni, 1982, as cited in Yaman, 1989, p.42).

At the 1976 Montreal Olympics, racism was the main reason for the boycott. Before the Games, New Zealand
traveled to South Africa, a country considered racist, for rugby matches. African countries therefore requested
that New Zealand not participate in the Montreal Games, but this request was rejected. After this decision, 20-
22 countries did not participate in the Games in Canada. In addition, Nationalist China in Taiwan did not
participate in the Olympics because the organizing committee did not recognize it as the Republic of China

(Korytrek, 1996, p.66).

The 1980 Olympics were not only the first Olympics for a socialist state, but also the first Olympics held in a
totalitarian country since 1936 (Kanin, 1980). After USSR attack on Afghanistan in 1979, the U.S. National Olympic
Committee, under the influence of U.S. President Jimmy Carter, boycotted the 1980 Moscow Olympics and

decided not to send athletes (Hill, 1992). According to some interpretations on this topic, America reacted most
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strongly to the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan (Sarantakes, 2011). As support grew for the American-led boycott

of the Moscow Games, many countries boycotted the Games and did not participate (Jefferys, 2012).

As you can see, the influence of the Olympics has grown considerably on the political scene as well. In particular,
President Carter's boycott of the Olympics in 1980 and the use of this situation as a diplomatic weapon have led
to a decrease in the unifying and integrative nature of the sports games and their involvement in political
competition on the international stage. Therefore, a similarly politically motivated decision by the Soviet Union
to boycott the following Olympic Games was not a surprise (Guttmann, 1988, as cited in Yilmaz, 2021). In 1982,
Moscow launched a propaganda campaign directed against the organizational preparations for the 1984 Summer
Olympics, stating that this instruction was directed at all Eastern bloc countries. In response, Soviet authorities

declared a boycott of the Olympics on May 8, 1984 (Pasko, 2020).

In 1988, North and South Korea, known to be enemies, wanted to co-host the Seoul Olympics. However, as a
result of the dispute between the two countries, North Korea boycotted South Korea and did not participate in

the Olympics (Ha, 2000, p.12).

It becomes clear that some decisions were made to prevent boycotts that were believed to cast a shadow on the
Olympic Games as a peaceful, holistic, and unifying element. According to Koryirek (2003, p.71), the
International Olympic Committee, believing that boycotts would stop, announced that countries that boycotted
the Games after the 1988 Olympics would be expelled from the I0C and would not be invited to any subsequent

Olympics.

After this decision of the International Olympic Committee, the situation of boycotting and not participating in
the Olympic Games for any reason (political, economic, racial, religious, etc.) was ended. Nevertheless, countries
have continued to politically criticize the countries hosting the Olympic Games even without an official boycott
decision. For example, after the decision to hold the 2008 Games in China, Taiwan and Tibet heavily criticized
and defamed China. In response to these actions, China censored some Tibet-related websites as well as the

Hong Kong and Taiwan newspapers Apple Daily and Liberty Times (Hartley, 2010).

CONCLUSION and DISCUSSION

One of the best-known goals of the modern Olympic movement, as stated in the Olympic Charter, is to educate
young people in the spirit of understanding and friendship through sport, and to communicate with each other
through sport. This will help create a more unifying, inclusive and peaceful world (Olympic Charter, 1980).
However, despite the fact that it is well known how important sport is and that it has a positive impact on young
people, societies and even international relations, there are still those who want to eclipse these organizations
and see them as a means of political propaganda. The most obvious example of this situation is the various

boycotts of the Olympic Games.
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The boycotts were the first time politics was indirectly introduced into the Olympic arena, using sport to build
peaceful relations between nations. The display of fervent nationalism, even at the first Olympics of the modern
era, is indicative of the political problems that would persist at the Games. Even though the 10C was created to
ensure the separation of sport and politics, that separation has never really been achieved. This is because the
fact that the Olympic Games were founded to promote international peace means that politics are inextricably

linked to the Games (Sykes, 2017).

At this point, it does not seem possible to view the Olympics as just an athletic activity (Matheson & Baade,
2004). Those who participate in the Olympics, those who host or even want to host them, and those who watch
the Games should not forget that they are in fact navigating the labyrinths of global politics (Sahin, 2010).
Similarly, Kanin (1980), for example, argued that politics cannot be considered as a separate part of sports. For
this reason, it is even argued that if the IOC does not take significant sanctions, political events will take an

important place alongside athletes' performances in the years to come.

For example, the exclusion of Russia from the Olympics due to the Ukrainian invasion is a reflection of the
complex interaction between international relations and sports. This event underscores how political tensions
and conflicts can infiltrate even the most prestigious sports events, demonstrating how the Olympic Games can

become tools in the arena of politics.

Russia's intervention in Ukrainian territory, deemed a violation of international law, has raised serious concerns
within the international community. Given that this conflict encompasses political and territorial integrity issues,
it inherently carries strong political dimensions. Consequently, international sports organizations can't avoid

reflecting this political tension.

While sports are often seen as promoters of peace, friendship, and understanding, the deep entanglement of
political rivalries in the international arena means that major sports events can become part of political
propaganda or demonstrations of power. This reality highlights how the purpose and spirit of events like the

Olympics can be shaped by political dynamics.

The exclusion of Russia from the Olympics is a political decision, a response from the international community
to the situation in Ukraine. This situation underscores the political dimensions of the Olympic Games and
illustrates how even the innocence of sports can be influenced by political tensions. Moreover, such actions
demonstrate that international sports organizations and countries can use these platforms as significant tools to
reflect their political stances and values. In conclusion, the impact of the Ukrainian invasion on Russia's
participation in the Olympics exemplifies how international political tensions and conflicts can permeate the
realm of sports. This serves as a reminder that the Olympics aren't merely a representation of sports but also a
reflection of international politics, showing how major sports events can extend into the domain of political

arenas (Diodato, E., & Strina, V. (2023); Tariq, 2023).
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In summary, the relationship between sport and international politics is not simple and many paradoxes are at
the heart of this relationship. The Olympic Games represent one of the most heated and intense forms of
international competition, but they are also used as a symbol to promote peace. Olympic sports attempt to be
apolitical, but are constantly politicized. The Olympics are conceived and organized within the framework of a
state-based international system, but activist groups and institutions like the 10C can wield unusual power in
these events. It is precisely these paradoxes that make the Olympics much more than a sporting event, but an
important political, social, economic, and cultural phenomenon (Cottrell & Nelson, 2010). National politicians
and governments use the Olympics to achieve their individual or national goals. One reason that politics is central
to governments' relationship with the Games is that the Games cost a lot of money but provide little economic

benefit (Berg, 2008).

From all this, it can be concluded that the Olympic Games brought together all the countries of the world in
accordance with the philosophy of Olympism, which led to the development of international relations and
allowed each of the countries participating in the Olympic Games to act in accordance with their own interests
in the political, economic and even social spheres. On the other hand, this situation shows that politics and

interests also exist in areas of countries that are thought to be outside of politics.

This study underscores the intricate interplay between sports and international politics, revealing that the
Olympic Games, originally intended to promote understanding and friendship through sport, have become
arenas for political maneuvering. Despite efforts to separate sport from politics, politics have consistently
intersected with the Games. The study highlights that the Olympics, while symbolizing global competition and
peace, also serve as platforms for political agendas. This study provides insights into the complex relationship
between sports and politics, particularly within the context of the Olympic Games. It sheds light on how the
Olympics, which strive to be apolitical, are inherently entwined with politics due to their historical foundation
promoting international peace. The study's findings emphasize that while the Olympics celebrate athletic

achievement, they simultaneously reflect and influence international political dynamics.

This study contributes to the literature by delving into the paradoxes surrounding the relationship between
sports and international politics, with the focus on the Olympic Games. It enriches our understanding of how the
Olympics, despite their aim for neutrality, have become arenas for political expression. The study also highlights
the economic and symbolic significance of the Olympics in political contexts, filling a gap in existing literature and

encouraging further exploration of this multifaceted relationship.

Boycotts within the modern Olympics have emerged as a stark illustration of the intersection between sports
and politics. These boycotts represent instances where political motivations override the spirit of international
unity that the Olympics were designed to foster. Nations, often to express grievances or advance political
agendas, leverage the global stage of the Games. This phenomenon shows that even in spaces seemingly

distanced from politics, such as sports, political interests can shape and influence actions.
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In essence, this study has brought to the forefront the complex nature of the Olympic Games and their role in
international relations. It reveals that while the Olympics were intended to transcend politics and promote global
understanding, they have become sites where political aspirations are articulated and agendas advanced. This
realization deepens our understanding of the Olympics as a multidimensional phenomenon that reflects not only
athletic prowess but also political motivations. The study encourages a nuanced perspective on the Games,

underscoring that they are not merely sporting events but intricate instruments intertwined with global politics.
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MODERN OLIMPiYAT OYUNLARI TARIHINDE BOYKOTLAR

0z

Tarihsel siireg icerisinde modern olimpiyat oyunlarinda yapilan boykotlari incelemek ve tartismak
amaciyla yapilan bu g¢alismada niteliksel arastirma yontemlerinden biri olan derleme modeli
kullanilmigtir. Olimpiyat oyunlari, sportif bir agidan degerlendirildiginde diinya genelinde en
kapsamli ve en genis igerige sahip faaliyetler bitinu olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Oyunlarin sosyal,
kultirel, siyasi ve ekonomik agidan 6nemli bir yere sahip oldugu goriilmektedir. Yaz
olimpiyatlarinda uluslarin barig, kardeslik ve esitlik gibi evrensel degerler ¢ergevesinde yarigmalari
amaglanmaktadir. Fakat modern yaz olimpiyatlarinin tarihsel slreci incelendiginde olimpiyat
kentinin ait oldugu devlet, olimpiyat oyunlarini ulusal siyasetin bir parcasi olarak gérmektedir.
Olimpiyatlarda ve Otesinde, en temel siyasi cekisme bicimi protestodur. Protesto, onaylamadigini
gostermeyi veya baskalarini davranislarini degistirmeye ikna etmeyi veya zorlamayi amaglayan bir
dizi eylemi ifade eden genis bir kavramdir. Bariscil gosterilerden aglik grevlerine, boykotlardan
siyasi siddete kadar protesto sayilabilecek bir dizi eylem tiri bulunmaktadir. Devlet aktorlerinin,
blyiik glg siyaseti tarafindan yapilandirilan Diinya Savasi ve Soguk Savas donemlerinde olimpiyat
oyunlarini 6ncelikle siyasi ¢ekisme icin kullanildiklari gérilmektedir. Batin bunlardan hareketle
olimpiyat oyunlarinin, diinyadaki tim dlkeleri olimpizm felsefesine uygun sekilde bir araya getirmis
oldugu; bu sayede ise hem uluslararasi iliskilerin gelismesine hem de olipiyatlara katilan tlkelerin
her birinin siyasi, ekonomik ve hatta toplumsal alanda kendi menfaatleriyle ortiisecek sekilde
hareket etmelerine imkan sagladigi sonucu gikarilmaktadir. Diger yandan bu durum, Ulkelerin
politika digsinda kaldigi dusiinilen alanlarinda bile aslinda siyasetin ve ¢ikarlarin var oldugunu
gostermektedir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Boykot, olimpiyat oyunlari, olimpizm.
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GiRiS

Spor, modern topluluklarin ortaya ¢ikmasinda ve gelecekte saglikli nesiller yetistirilmesinde egitim ile ayrilmaz
bir butlin olarak kargimiza gikmasinin yani sira; bireylerin saglik, ahlaki yapi, verimlilik, Uretim, is glict gibi
durumlarini 6nemli bir sekilde etkilemektedir (Mumcu vd, 2021). Spor faaliyetleri bireyin 6zgliven, kendini iyi
hissetme basta olmak {izere bircok psikolojik etkisinin oldugu da bilinmektedir (Yaylaci ve Unlii, 2021). Ayrica,
sporun kuvvet lzerinde de olumlu etkilerinin oldugu ve bu nedenlerden dolayi bireylerin spora yonlendigi
soylenebilir (Turgut, 2022) Spor ve sportif faaliyetlerin insanlarin hem glndelik hayatlarinda hem de gelecekle
ilgili planlarinda muhim bir yeri vardir. Ayni zamanda siyasi iktidarlarin kendi glclerini artirmaya yonelik
politikalarini olusturmalarinda, izledikleri siyasi yollarinda ve uluslararasi arenadaki konumlarini ylikseltmede de
etkisi buyuktir. Spor faaliyetlerinden, miisabakalardan, olimpiyatlardan elde edilecek basari hem (ilke icinde hem
uluslararasi platformda pozitif bir imaj saglayacak ve mevcut yoénetimlerin uzun 6murli olmasini

destekleyecektir. Bu nedenle spor faaliyetleri hep elde tutulmaya calisiimaktadir (ince, 2016).

Sportif faaliyetlerin 6ncelikli amaci farkli 6zelliklere sahip devletlerin bir araya gelmesini saglamaktir. Boylece
sportif faaliyetin devletleri butlinlestiren islevini ortaya gikacaktir. Fakat ilerleyen zamanlarda bu amag yerini
uluslarin birbirine Gstiinliik géstermelerine olanak sunan bir ara¢ olmasina birakmistir. Halbuki sporun yalnizca
sporculara degil siradan bireylere de ulusal duygulari benimsetmede avantaj sahibi oldugu kabul edilmektedir

(Coskun, 2009, s.239).

Olimpiyat oyunlari, sportif bir agcidan degerlendirildiginde diinya genelinde en kapsamli ve en genis icerige sahip
faaliyetler biitiinii olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Oyunlarin sosyal, kiiltiirel, siyasi ve ekonomik agidan 6nemli bir yere

sahip oldugu gorilmektedir (Nikfitrat, 2020, s.3).

Tarihsel sirec icerisinde incelendiginde siyasi ve ekonomik anlamda birbirleriyle ters diisen toplumlarin ya da
devletlerin bile bu tarz spor organizasyonlari sayesinde uluslararasi iliskilerinin ve dostluklarinin gelistigi
gorilmekte olup daha 6nce de belirtildigi Gzere hem dlkelerin sosyal, siyasal ve ekonomik anlamda cikar
saglamalari hem de sporun evrenselligi cercevesinde uluslararasi platformlarda 6n plana ¢ikmalari bakimindan

oyunlar siyasi anlamda 6nemli bir yere sahiptir (Koryilrek, 2003, s.13).

Olimpiyatlarindaki oyunlarin amaci, milletlerin baris, kardeslik ve esitlik gibi evrensel degerler gercevesinde
yarismalaridir. Ancak 6zellikle modern yaz olimpiyatlari tarihsel siireg icinde incelendiginde bu amacin degistigi
goriilmektedir. Clinkd olimpiyat kentinin ait oldugu devlet, olimpiyat oyunlarini kendi ulusal siyasetinin bir pargasi
olarak kabul etmektedir (Crowther, 2004). Kiresel diinyada uluslarin yerlerini belirleyen en 6nemli olaylardan
biri buyik spor oyunlari; digeri de olimpiyatlardir. Bu anlamda buyiik spor olaylari genel, olimpiyatlar ise 6zel

olarak degerlendirilmektedir (Horne & Manzenreiter, 2006).

Uluslararasi spor etkinlikleri, yani olimpiyat oyunlari uluslararasi siyasi ¢ekismelerin yasanmasina zemin

hazirlamaktadir. Ornegin, olimpiyatlar, kisilerin herhangi bir seyi protesto etmelerine olanak saglamaktadir. Bu
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durumda ise olimpiyatlar, farkh toplumlardaki bir dizi aktoriin, adeta siyasi olarak gii¢ sergiledikleri bir yapi haline
gelmektedir. Yapilan protesto veya gi¢ gosterisi olimpik protesto olarak nitelendirilebilir. Ancak bu, yalnizca
yerel gruplar ya da ulusotesi aktivistler tarafindan gergeklestirilmez. Cinki olimpiyatlar devletlerin baska
devletler tarafindan yiritilen calismalarin, eylemlerin protesto edildigi ve bu duruma ek olarak uluslararasi bir
devletin farkh toplum veya siyasi aktorleri tarihsel olarak zorlamasi hatta cezalandirmasina olanak saglayan bir
mekandir (Cottrell & Nelson, 2010). Bu durum bir nevi boykotu ¢agristirmaktadir. Bazi yorumlara gore boykot,
uluslararasi iliskilerde 6zel bir amaca ulagsmak i¢in planlanmis, “tanima ve tanimama diplomasisini” igeren,
savastan daha kisa siireli tepki olarak tanimlanabilir. Bu terim, devletlere karsi olarak alinan kararlari tanimlamak

amaciyla kullanilan “yaptinnm” kavrami ile iliskilidir (Doxey, 1995).

Boykot, olimpiyat oyunlarinin devletlerarasindaki ekonomik, siyasi ve toplumsal bakimdan butiinlestirici gorevini
zedelemektedir. Olimpiyat tarihinde uygulanan dini, irk¢i ya da ideoloji merkezli politik olaylar, yani boykotlar
olimpiyatin felsefesine, ruhuna ve amacina golge diisirmektedir (Gliven Karahan, 2015). Her ne kadar birgok spor
faaliyetinde boykot yapilabilir olsa bile, siyasi boykotlar en ¢ok olimpiyatlarda yapilmaktadir. Clinki olimpiyatlar
¢ok daha fazla kitleye ulagiimaktadir. Stireg olarak bakildiginda 1896 yilindan itibaren birgok olimpiyat téreninde
birtakim politik durumlar, boykotlar meydana gelmistir (Hill, 1992). Hatta devlet yoneticilerinin, siyasi aktorlerin
diinya savasi ve soguk savas donemlerinde siyasi ¢ekisme icin Ozellikle olimpiyat oyunlarini kullandiklar

gorilmektedir (Akt. Cottrell & Nelson, 2010).

Olimpiyatlarda yapilan boykotlarin, devletlerin yani sira sporculari da etkiledigi gézlemlenmektedir. Konu
hakkindaki bazi yorumlara gore, diplomatik boykotlar uluslararasi iligkiler tizerinde daha az zararli etkiye neden

olabilirken sporcularda stres gibi 6nemli zihinsel birtakim saglik sorunlarina neden olabilir (Su et al., 2021).

Calismamiz uluslararasi iligkilerde sporun evrilen roliinii incelemeyi amaglamaktadir. Ozellikle Olimpiyat Oyunlari
gibi buyik spor etkinliklerinin, uluslararasi birlik ve anlayisi tesvik etme amacindan, siyasi ifade ve ulusal rekabet
platformlarina doniisimind ele almaktadir. Olimpiyat Oyunlariicinde boykot ve protestolarin tarihsel 6rneklerini
analiz ederek, bu galisma sporun baslangi¢ta birlestirici bir glic olma amacinin nasil siyasi motivasyonlarla
sekillendigini ve bu dinamiklerin hem uluslara hem de sporculara nasil etki ettigini anlamamizi kolaylastiracaktir.
Calismamiz, olimpiyatlar icindeki boykot ve protestolarin tarihsel ve ¢cagdas orneklerini inceleyerek, uluslararasi
iliskileri, diplomatik stratejileri ve sporcularin zihinsel refahini nasil etkiledigiyle ilgili fikir sahibi olmamiza katki
saglayacaktir. Sporun roliindeki bu degisimin anlasiimasiyla galisma spor, siyaset ve uluslararasi isbirligi

arasindaki karmasik iliskinin daha derin bir yoniiniin aydinlatiimasina katki saglayacagi distnulebilir.

Uluslararasi iliskiler ve sporun daha az incelenmis bir yonini ortaya koyarak mevcut literatire katki
saglamaktadir. Uluslararasi spor etkinliklerinin, 6zellikle Olimpiyatlarin, kiiresel uyumun sembollerinden siyasi
ifadenin ve rekabetin araglarina nasil dénistigini inceleyen galismamiz spor, diplomasi ve ulusal gikarlar

arasindaki karmasik iliskinin anlasilmasina katkida bulunur. Ayrica, spor etkinliklerindeki siyasi kesintilerin
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sporcular tizerindeki psikolojik etkilerini vurgulayarak, bu yéniin 6nceki ¢alismalarda genis dlgtide ele alinmamis

bir yoniine vurgu yapmaktadir.

Bu ¢alisma, uluslararasi iliskiler ve sporun daha az kesfedilmis bir yonini agiga gikardigi icin blyik 6neme sahip
oldugu sdylenebilir. Uluslararasi spor etkinliklerinin nasil siyasi glindemlere etki ettigini ve hangi olcide
etkilendigini inceleyerek, spor ve diplomasi arasindaki karmasik iliskinin daha genis kavrayisina katki saglayacagi
soylenebilir. Ayni zamanda sporcularin dinamik siirecler icerisinde zihinsel sagligini 6ncelikli tutmasinin ne kadar
onemli oldugu sonucunu tekrar 6n plana ¢ikarmaktadir. Bu ¢alismada, sporu diplomatik bir unsur olarak
kullanmanin gesitli etkilerini ve bu etkilerin tlkeler ve sporcularin lizerindeki yansimalarini gérmemize katki

saglayacagi soylenebilir.

YONTEM

Tarihsel siire¢ icerisinde modern olimpiyat oyunlarinda yapilan boykotlari incelemek ve tartismak amaciyla

yapilan bu arastirmada nitel arastirma yontemlerden biri olan derleme modeli kullaniimigtir.

MODERN OLIMPIYAT OYUNLARINDA BOYKOTLAR

Modern olimpiyat oyunlarinin tarihsel siireg icindeki seyri incelendiginde birgok boykot olayinin gergeklestigini
gdrmekteyiz. Ornegin bu konuda karsimiza cikan ilk boykot 1908 Londra olimpiyatlarinda yapilmistir. Bu
olimpiyatlardaki yapilan biitiin miisabakalar ingiliz hakemler tarafindan yénetilmistir. Bu hakemler pek ¢cok hatali
karar vermistir. Miisabakalar sirasinda Amerikali bir atlet, 400 metre yarisinda faul yaptigi icin yarismadan
diskalifiye edilmis ve oyun disi kalmistir. Bu nedenle diger tiim Amerikali atletler oyunlari boykot etmis ve katilim
saglamamistir. Bdylece boykot sonucunda ingiliz atlet final yarisinda tek basina kosarak birinci olmustur (Segilmis,
2004, s.32). 1908 vyilindaki bu boykot olayl siyasi degil daha cok etik iceriklidir. Ancak siyasetin spor
misabakalarina girdigi, siyasi boykotlarin ve uluslarin kendi propagandalarinin yer aldigi olimpiyatlar da vardir.

Bunlardan ilki, 1936 yilinda Berlin’de gergeklestirilen olimpiyat oyunlardir (Balci, 2003).

Berlin'de 1936 yilinda yapilan olimpiyat oyunlarinin gerek dikkat g¢ekici gosteris iceren hazirlik siireciyle gerekse
blyiik sayida sporcu ve seyirci katilimiyla daha 6nce yapilmis olan oyunlara oranla daha fazla dikkat ¢ekici 6zellige
sahip oldugu goérilmektedir. Ayrica Hitler’in ‘Biiyiik Almanya’ ve Aryan Irkin Ustiinligli’ ideolojisini ispat etmeye
calistigi siyasi bir gosteri haline dontusmistir (Bozkurt, 2014). Hitler yonetimi olimpiyatlardaki oyunlar icin mali
ve Orgltsel destek vermeyi kabul etmesinin yani sira, Nazi tutumundan uzaklasarak, Yahudi ve siyahi gibi tim
irklardan sporcularin miisabakalara katilmasini memnuniyetle karsilayacagina dair s6z vermistir (Large, 2012).
Ancak bitin bu s6z ve destek agiklamalarina ragmen 1936 Berlin Olimpiyatlari, Nazi felsefesinin 6n planda
tutuldugu, desteklendigi ve mevcut Hitler yénetiminin propagandasinin yapildigi oyunlar olarak tarihe ge¢mistir
(Paker, 1980, akt. Yaman, 1989, s.36). Hitler’in takindigi bu tavir, olimpiyata katilan diger tiim Glkeleri ve 6zellikle

de Amerika’da yasayan Yahudi toplulugunu rahatsiz etmistir. Bu nedenle Uluslararasi Olimpiyat Komitesinin
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oyunlarin Berlin’de yapilacagini agiklamasindan sonra ABD oyunlari boykot etmek istemistir fakat Uluslararasi

Olimpiyat Komitesi (I0C), ABD’yi ikna ederek bu dislincesinden geri ¢evirmistir (Paker, 1990).

Siyasi propagandanin dahil oldugu olimpiyatlardan bir digeri 1956 Melbourne Olimpiyat oyunlaridir. Orada da
sporun igine politikanin karigtigi gorilmektedir. Sovyetler Birligi'nin Macaristan’i isgal etmesinden dolayi
Hollanda, isvicre ve ispanya; Siiveys krizi nedeniyle ise Misir, Irak ve Liibnan bu oyunlari boykot etmistir. Cin
Cumhuriyetinin oyunlara kabul edilmesinden rahatsizlik duyan Cin Halk Cumbhuriyeti de olimpiyatin agilisi

yapildiktan iki hafta sonra oyunlardan geri ¢ekilmistir (Terciman Spor Ansiklopedisi, 1983, 5.987).

Gliney Afrika 1964 Tokyo Olimpiyatlarinda sergiledigi irk¢i tutum nedeniyle olimpiyatlardan gikarilmigtir. Ancak
1968 Mexico City olimpiyatlarinda ise yarismaya kabul edilmistir. Verilen bu karar, cogunlugunu Afrika kitasinin
olusturdugu 40 ilkenin boykot etmesine neden olmustur. Gliney Afrika’nin yarislara tekrar kabul edilmesini
protesto eden 40 Afrika kitasi Ulkesi, yarismalara katilmayacaklarini belirtmistir. Bu boykota Rusya’da katilmistir.
Olimpiyat Komitesi ortaya cikan boykot krizinin Ustesinden gelebilmek igin Gliney Afrika’nin Mexico City

oyunlarindan gikartilmasina karar vermistir (Felek, 1976).

1972 yihinda Munih’te yapilan olimpiyatlar, siyasi boykot ve teror saldirisiyla kayda geg¢mistir. Uluslararasi
Olimpiyat Komitesi'nin Rodezya’yi tekrar oyunlara kabul etmis olmasi diger Afrika Ulkelerinin boykot karari
almasina yol agmistir. Bunun sebebi ise Rodezya’da yasanan irkgilik faaliyetleridir. (TMOK, 1973, akt. Secilmis,
2004, s.76). Bu olayin yani sira oyunlarin devam ettigi sirada, olimpiyat kdyii teréristlerce basiimis ve 2 israilli
sporcu dldirilmustar. Diger sporcular ise terdristler tarafindan 36 saat rehin tutulmuslardir. Cikarilan bu gcatisma
sonucunda 9 israilli sporcu, 5 terérist ve 1 polis 8ldirilmistir (Giritli, 1983, s.84). Bu olayi gergeklestiren Filistinli
gerillalarin amacinin israil’de esir bulunan 200 Filistin vatandasinin serbest birakilmasini saglamaktir. Bu nedenle
tim diinyanin dikkatini verdigi olimpiyat oyunlarinda kendi davalarinin siyasi propagandasini yapmislardir (Koni,

1982, Akt. Yaman, 1989, s.42).

1976 Montreal olimpiyatlarindaki yasanan boykotun temel sebebi de irkgiliktir. Oyunlardan 6nce Yeni Zelanda
rugby magclari icin irk¢i oldugu kabul edilen Giiney Afrika’ya gitmistir. Afrika tlkeleri bu nedenle Yeni Zelanda’nin,
Montreal’e katilmamasini talep etmistir fakat bu istek reddedilmistir. Bu kararin ardindan 20-22 sayisinda ulke
Kanada’da yapilan oyunlara katilm saglamamistir. Bunun yani sira Taiwan’daki milliyet¢i Cin, organizasyon
komitesinin kendilerini Cin Cumhuriyeti olarak tanimadiklarini 6ne strerek olimpiyatlara katilmamistir (Korydrek,

1996, 5.66).

1980 Olimpiyat Oyunlari yalnizca Sosyalist bir devlete verilen ilk Olimpiyatlar degil, ayni zamanda 1936'dan beri
totaliter bir tlkede diizenlenen ilk Olimpiyatlar olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir (Kanin, 1980). Ancak 1979 yilinda
SSCB’nin, Afganistan’a saldirmasi lizerine Amerikan baskani Jimmy Carter’inda etkisiyle Amerika Milli Olimpiyat
Komitesi 1980 Moskova olimpiyatlarini boykot etmis ve sporcu géndermeme karari almistir (Hill, 1992). Konu

hakkindaki bazi yorumlara gére Sovyetlerin, Afganistan’i isgal etmesine en sert tepkiyi Amerika vermistir
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(Sarantakes, 2011). Hatta Moskova oyunlarinin Amerikan liderligindeki boykotuna verilen destek ise git gide

arttigi icin bircok Glke oyunlari boykot etmis, katilim saglamamistir (Jefferys, 2012).

Gorildigi gibi olimpiyatlarin siyasal alandaki etkisi de oldukca artmistir. Ozellikle Baskan Carter’in 1980’de
Olimpiyatlar’’ni boykot etmesi ve bu durumu adeta diplomatik bir silah gibi kullanmasi, spor oyunlardaki
birlestirici ve butunlestirici karakterin yozlasmasina; uluslararasi arenada siyasi rekabete dahil olmasina yol
acmistir. Ornegin, daha sonraki olimpiyatlarda Sovyetler Birligi'nin aldigi benzer bir siyasi igerikli boykot karari
saskinhk yaratmamistir (Guttmann, 1988, akt. Yilmaz, 2021). 1982 yilinda Moskova, 1984 Yaz Olimpiyatlari'nin
orgltsel hazirliklarina itiraz etmeyi amaclayan bir propaganda kampanyasi baglatmistir ve bu talimatin tiim Dogu
Bloku devletlerine yonelik oldugunu ilan etmistir. Bunun (izerine Sovyet yetkililer 8 Mayis 1984'te Olimpiyat

oyunlarini boykot ilan etmistir (Pasko, 2020).

1988 yilinda Seul’de yapilacak olan Olimpiyat oyunlarina birbirleriyle diisman oldugu bilinen Kuzey ve Gliney
Kore, ortak ev sahipligi yapmak istemistir. Fakat aralarindaki anlagsmazlik sonucu Kuzey Kore, Giiney Kore'yi

boykot etmis, olimpiyat oyunlarina katilim saglamamistir (Ha, 2000, s.12).

Olimpiyatlarin bariscil, bitlncil ve birlestirici unsur olmasina golge distirdigline inanilan boykotlarin éniine
gecebilmek igin birtakim kararlar alindigi gértilmektedir. Koryiirek (2003, s.71)’e gore Uluslararasi Olimpiyat
Komitesi, boykotlarin sonunun gelmesine inanarak, 1988 olimpiyatlarindan sonra boykot ederek oyunlara
katilmayan ulkelerin 10C’den gikarilacagini ve bunun yani sira sonra gergeklestirilecek hicbir olimpiyata davet

edilmeyeceklerini agiklamistir.

Uluslararasi Olimpiyat Komitesi’'nin aldigi bu karardan sonra herhangi bir olayi (siyasi, ekonomik, irkgi, dinsel vb.)
One slrerek olimpiyatlari boykot edip katilmama durumu son bulmustur. Ancak buna ragmen ilkelerin resmi
boykot karari almadan da olimpiyatlarin yapildigi tlkelere yonelik elestirileri siyasi olarak devam etmistir.
Ornegin, 2008 yilindaki oyunlarin Cin’de yapilmasina karar verilmesinin ardindan Tayvan ve Tibet Cin’e kars!
yogun elestiri, karalama gibi eylemlerde bulunmustur. Cin kendisine yapilan bu eylemlere karsilik Tibet’le ilgili
bazi internet sitelerine, Hong Kong ve Tayvan gazetelerine Apple Daily ve Liberty Times’a sansir uygulamistir

(Hartley, 2010).

TARTISMA ve SONUC

Olimpiyat TizlUgu'nde belirtildigi gibi modern olimpik hareketin en bilinen amaclarindan biri, genglerin spor
sayesinde ve spor yoluyla birbirleri arasindaki iletisimin anlayis ve dostluk ruhu iginde egitilmesidir. Boylece
birlestirici, btlnlestirici ve daha bariscil bir diinya insa etmeye yardimci olunacaktir (Olympic Charter, 1980).
Ancak sporun bu denli énemli oldugu, gencleri, toplumlari ve aslinda uluslararasi iliskileri pozitif manada
etkiledigi bilindigi halde, yine de bu organizasyonlara golge diislirmek isteyenler, siyasi propaganda araci olarak

gorenler olmustur. Bu durumun en belirgin érnegi olimpiyat oyunlarinda yapilan gesitli boykotlardir.
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Boykotlar ilk kez uluslararasinda bariscil iliskiler kurmak igin sporu kullanarak, siyaset dolayli sekilde Olimpiyat
alanina sokulmustur. ilk Modern Olimpiyat Oyunlarinda bile atesli milliyetciligin sergilenmesi, oyunlarda devam
edecek siyasi sorunlarin gostergesi olarak karsimiza gikmaktadir. I0C, spor ve siyasetin ayrilmasini saglamak igin
kurulmus olsa bile, bu ayrim higbir zaman gergekten yapilamamistir. Clinkl olimpiyat oyunlarinin uluslararasi
barigi kolaylagtirmak icin kurulmus olmasi, siyasetin oyunlarla ayrilmaz bir sekilde iligkili oldugu anlamina

gelmektedir (Sykes, 2017).

Buglinkli bulunulan noktada olimpiyat oyunlarinin sadece bir sportif faaliyet olarak gorilmesi miumkin
gbzikmemektedir (Matheson & Baade, 2004). Olimpiyatlara katilanlar, ev sahipligi yapanlar hatta yapmak
isteyenler ve oyunlari izleyenler de aslinda kiiresel siyasetin labirentlerinde dolastiklarini unutmamalidir (Sahin,
2010). Ornegin benzer sekilde Kanin (1980)'in yapmis oldugu calismada, siyasetin spordan ayri bir parca olarak
gorulemeyecegi belirtilmistir. Hatta bu nedenle I0C'nin énemli bir yaptirrmda bulunmadig takdirde gelecek

yillarda sporcu basarilarinin yani sira politik olaylarin dnemli bir yere sahip olacagi ileri siiriilmektedir.

Ornegin Ukrayna isgali ve buna bagh olarak Rusya'nin Olimpiyat Oyunlari'na katilma yetkisinin kisitlanmasi,
uluslararasi iligkiler ve sporun karmasik etkilesiminin bir yansimasidir. Bu olay, siyasi gerilimlerin ve ¢atismalarin
sporun en prestijli etkinliklerine bile sizabilecegini ve Olimpiyat Oyunlari'nin siyasi arenalarda nasil birer arag

haline gelebilecegini gbstermektedir.

Rusya'nin Ukrayna topraklari Gzerindeki miidahalesi, uluslararasi hukuka aykiri bir eylem olarak gorilmekte ve
uluslararasi toplumda ciddi endiselere neden olmaktadir. Bu gatisma, siyasi ve toprak bitlnlGga konularini
icerdigi icin dogrudan siyasi boyutlara sahiptir. Bu nedenle, uluslararasi spor organizasyonlari da bu siyasi gerilimi

yansitmaktan kaginamaz hale gelmektedir.

Sporun genellikle barisi, arkadashgi ve anlayisi tesvik ettigi disiiniilse de, uluslararasi arenada siyasi gekismelerin
derinlemesine etkilesimi nedeniyle bu tiir bliylik spor etkinlikleri siyasi propagandanin veya gli¢ gosterilerinin bir
pargasi haline gelebilir. Bu durum, Olimpiyat Oyunlari gibi etkinliklerin amacinin ve ruhunun nasil siyasi

dinamiklere gore sekillenebilecegini gostermektedir.

Rusya'nin Olimpiyatlar disinda birakilmasi, siyasi bir karardir ve uluslararasi toplulugun Ukrayna'daki isgale verdigi
siyasi bir tepkidir. Bu durum, Olimpiyat Oyunlari'nin siyasi boyutlarinin vurgulanmasina ve sporun masumiyetinin
dahi siyasi gerilimlerle etkilenebilecegine dair bir 6rnektir. Ayni zamanda bu tir adimlar, uluslararasi spor
organizasyonlarinin ve tlkelerin siyasi duruslarini ve degerlerini yansitan dnemli bir arag olarak kullanilabilecegini
de gosterir. Sonug olarak, Ukrayna isgalinin Rusya'nin Olimpiyat Oyunlari'na katilmasina etkisi, uluslararasi siyasi
gerilimlerin ve ¢catismalarin sporun icine nasil nifuz edebilecegini gbsteren bir 6rnektir. Bu durum, Olimpiyatlarin
yalnizca sporun bir ifadesi degil, ayni zamanda uluslararasi siyasetin bir yansimasi oldugunu ve buyik spor
etkinliklerinin siyasi arenalarin bir uzantisi olabilecegini gdstermektedir (Diodato, E., & Strina, V. (2023); Tariq,

2023).
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Ozetle, spor ve uluslararasi politika arasindaki iliski basit degildir ve bu iligkinin merkezinde pek ¢cok paradoks
yatmaktadir. Olimpiyatlar, uluslararasi rekabetin en hararetli ve yogun bicimlerinden birini temsil eder, ancak
ayni zamanda barisi desteklemek icin bir sembol olarak da kullanilir. Olimpik spor apolitik olmaya ¢alisir, ancak
surekli olarak politize edilir. Olimpiyatlar, devlet temelli bir uluslararasi sistem etrafinda tasarlanir ve buna gore
dizenlenir, ancak 1oc gibi aktivist gruplar ve kurumlar bu etkinliklerde alisiimadik bir gli¢ kullanabilir. Olimpiyatlari
bir spor etkinliginden ¢ok daha fazlasi, 6nemli bir siyasi, sosyal, ekonomik ve kiiltiirel fenomen yapan tam da bu
paradokslardir (Cottrell & Nelson, 2010). Ulusal politikacilar ve hiilkiimet, bireysel veya ulusal hedeflerine ulasmak
icin olimpiyatlari kullanmaktadir. Hiiklimetlerin oyunlarla iliskisinin merkezinde siyasetin oldugundan emin
olunmasinin bir nedeni olarak, oyunlarin ¢ok pahaliya mal olmasina karsin ¢ok az ekonomik fayda saglamasi

disinidlmektedir (Berg, 2008).

Butlin bunlardan hareketle olimpiyat oyunlarinin, diinyadaki tiim tlkeleri olimpizm felsefesine uygun sekilde bir
araya getirmis oldugu; bu sayede ise hem uluslararasi iligskilerin gelismesine hem de olipiyatlara katilan tlkelerin
her birinin siyasi, ekonomik ve hatta toplumsal alanda kendi menfaatleriyle 6rtiisecek sekilde hareket etmelerine
imkan sagladigl sonucu c¢ikarilmaktadir. Diger yandan bu durum, Ulkelerin politika disinda kaldigi distintlen

alanlarinda bile aslinda siyasetin ve gikarlarin var oldugunu gostermektedir.

Bu calisma, spor ile uluslararasi siyaset arasindaki karmasik etkilesimi vurgulayarak, oncelikli olarak spor
araciligiyla anlayis ve arkadashg tesvik etmek amaciyla kurulan Olimpiyat Oyunlari'nin, siyasi manevralarin
yapildigi alanlara donistiglini gostermektedir. Sporu siyasetten ayirmak igin ¢aba harcanmasina ragmen, siyaset
ve Olimpiyat Oyunlari strekli bir sekilde kesismektedir. Calisma, Olimpiyatlari global rekabeti ve barigi
simgelerken ayni zamanda siyasi ajandalarin da platformlari olarak hizmet ettigini vurgulamaktadir. Bu ¢alisma
ozellikle Olimpiyat Oyunlari baglaminda spor ile uluslararasi siyaset arasindaki karmasik iligkiye 151k tutmaktadir.
Olimpiyatlarin tarafsizlik amaglarina ragmen, tarihsel barisi tesvik etme temeli nedeniyle siyasetle i¢ ice oldugunu
gostermektedir. Calismanin bulgulari, Olimpiyatlarin atletik basarilari kutlamasina ragmen uluslararasi siyasi
dinamiklerin yansitildigi ve etkiledigi bir platform oldugunu vurgulamaktadir. Bu ¢alisma, Olimpiyat Oyunlari gibi
spor ve uluslararasi siyaset arasindaki paradokslari inceleyerek literatiire katki saglamaktadir. Olimpiyatlarin,
tarafsizlik iddiasina ragmen, siyasi ifadelerin yapildigi platformlar haline gelmesinin ardindaki karmasikhgi
anlamamiza yardimci olur. Calisma, Olimpiyatlarin siyasi baglamdaki ekonomik ve sembolik Gnemini vurgulayarak
mevcut literatlirdeki boslugu doldurur ve bu g¢ok yonli iliskinin daha fazla arastirilmasini tesvik eder. Modern
Olimpiyat Oyunlarindaki boykotlar, spor ile siyasetin kesistigi bir durumun ¢arpici bir 6rnegini sunmaktadir. Bu
boykotlar, Olimpiyatlarin uluslararasi birlik ruhunu asan siyasi motivasyonlarin Ustiin geldigi anlamina
gelmektedir. Uluslar, genellikle sikayetleri ifade etmek veya siyasi ajandalarini ilerletmek amaciyla Olimpiyatlarin
kiiresel sahnesini kullanmaktadir. Bu olgu, spor gibi gorliiniste siyasetten uzak alanlarda bile siyasi ¢ikarlarin
eylemleri sekillendirebildigini géstermektedir. Oziinde, bu ¢alisma Olimpiyat Oyunlari'nin karmasik dogasini ve
uluslararasi iliskilerdeki rolinii 6n plana ¢ikarmistir. Olimpiyatlarin anlayisi asan siyasi amaclari ifade etmek ve

kiiresel anlayisi tesvik etmek amaciyla kurulmus olsalar da, bunlarin siyasi hedeflerin ifade edildigi ve ilerletildigi
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alanlar oldugu gorulmektedir. Bu anlayis, Olimpiyatlarin yalnizca spor etkinlikleri degil, ayni zamanda uluslararasi

siyasetle karmasik bir sekilde orilla enstriimanlar oldugunu vurgulamaktadir.
Etik Metni

Bu arastirma nitel yontemle (derleme) arastirma oldugu igin Etik Kurul gereksinimi bulunmamaktadir. Bu
makalede dergi yazim kurallarina, yayin ilkelerine, arastirma ve yayin etigi kurallarina, dergi etik kurallarina

uyulmustur. Makale ile ilgili dogabilecek her tirl ihlallerde sorumluluk yazarlara aittir.

Yazarlarin Katki Orani Beyani: Abdulkerim Ceviker %40, Dila Seyda Tasdemir %30, Yunus Emre Guler %30.
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