What is an Olympian?

By Josh Henson
The title “Olympian” is a prestigious distinction in the world of sports.  It carries with it a unique status that few other accomplishments can bestow upon an individual.  There is substantial disagreement as to who has earned the title, however.  As of 2009, the term Olympian was not fully defined in any official publication of the International Olympic Committee (IOC), although the issue has been reviewed periodically by the sports department of the IOC and was debated in depth by the IOC Athletes Commission in 2006.  No final comprehensive definition has emerged, probably because the definition of “Olympian” is "more a political issue than a legal one," according to one IOC source.  Like the term “sport,” the term “Olympian” is difficult to define.

Most people seem to agree that the term Olympian only applies to those that participate in the Olympic Games as athletes, not those who participate in any other capacity (such as coach or technical official).  In the IOC reference manual on core terminology produced in 2004, Olympians are presented as “Persons who have participated as athletes at the Olympic Games.”
  There is substantial disagreement, though, as to what constitutes “participation.”  There are many issues involved and even the most knowledgeable people disagree on the right answers to the questions that arise. 

An interesting starting point to any discussion of athletes participating in the Olympic Games would be games of ancient Greece.  After the first two hundred years of Olympic history had passed, Hippias of Elis wrote the first history of the original Olympic Games at the end of the 5th century B.C. and detailed the winners of the Olympic Games of antiquity.  He created his record of the winners by using existing records at Olympia and by speaking to the then living judges from the games.  Hippias apparently had no interest in the losers and seemingly would consider only the winners who had worn the laurel wreath of the victor to be Olympians. 
Today, we would certainly consider that an athlete who wins a gold medal to be an Olympian.  We also would consider any other medalist an Olympian, however, unlike Hippias.  In addition, we also would consider any athlete that even takes the field of play and competes in the Olympic Games to be an Olympian, whether or not a medal was earned.  Despite the ancient perspective, earning a medal or being on the list of winners is not necessary to be considered an Olympian of the modern games.  Those who participate but do not win or even place are also clearly Olympians, regardless of their final results.  
Participation is the heart of the modern Olympic Games.  According to the Olympic creed espoused by founder Baron Pierre de Coubertin, which appears on the scoreboard at the Opening Ceremonies of the modern games, "the most important thing in the Olympic Games is not to win but to take part, just as the most important thing in life is not the triumph, but the struggle. The essential thing is not to have conquered, but to have fought well."

Simply finishing the competition at an Olympic Games is an important goal and a meritorious accomplishment.  One of the most famous examples of this was when John Stephen Akhwari of Tanzania finished the marathon last in 1968, finally crossing the finish line many hours after everyone had left the stadium.  When he was asked why he did not just give up and quit when he fell so far behind, he bravely replied:  “My country did not send me to Mexico to start the race, it sent me to finish.”  His participation was immortalized by his dignity, not by his final result.

The issue of what constitutes participation in the Olympic Games can be complicated by a number of circumstances.  For example, what if an athlete starts but does not complete the competition for some reason?  If they begin but cannot finish because of injury, is that participation?  Typically, the injury is not the fault of the athlete.  Most people would probably consider athletes who start an Olympic competition but fail to finish because of injury to be Olympians and not penalize them for suffering the injury, especially if it was not their fault.   

What if the athlete did not finish for some other reason?  For example, when a bobsled goes off the track or crashes, the team is disqualified.  Technically, they started the race but did not finish (DNF), although not because of injury.  Arguably, it is their fault they did not finish, even though that was their intention.  Are they Olympians?  Again, most people would probably say yes.  What if one member of a bobsled team falls off and the rest of the team finishes?  They are all disqualified.  Are they all Olympians?  Alternatively, are the three that finished Olympians, but not the one who fell off?  Similarly, what if you are in an equestrian event and fall from your horse?  If the horse finishes without you, are you an Olympian?  What if you are an equestrian athlete whose horse is injured during the competition and you cannot finish?  

Here is a more intriguing question about equestrian events:  What if the horse is injured before the competition and you cannot get a replacement in time?  Today, a replacement can cost a million dollars per horse and that might be an insurmountable barrier.  Are you still an Olympian if you fail to compete because you lost your horse and could not replace it?  Such circumstances are beyond the full control of the rider athlete involved and their losing Olympian status seems like a harsh consequence.  
According to one Olympian, commenting on that situation, the key to competition is not whether you finish, but whether you start.  Another Olympian commented that it is not whether you started, but if you had the right to start.  According to that Olympian, if you were there but did not start due to reasons beyond your control, you are an Olympian because the right to start defined your status, not the whims of fate.
The equestrian example also raises another interesting question.  Is the horse an athlete?  An equestrian event challenges not only the rider but also the rider-horse team.  Official results actually do list the names of the horses.  They are apparently significantly vetted and thus arguably are accredited.  They take part in the event.  Are the horses therefore athletes?  If they are athletes, do they have to be human to be considered Olympians? 
Many complicated situations make an easy definition of the term Olympian hard to achieve.  Consider the case of the Olympic boycott of the 1980 Moscow Games or the 1984 Los Angeles Games.  For political reasons, various countries chose not to participate in the Games, including many who had already chosen their teams.  Should those athletes be penalized by politics?  Many prepared for the games and were selected by the National Olympic Committee (NOC), but were denied permission to participate by their national governments.  No one wants to hurt athletes, but some say that a country that allowed politics to affect its choice of whether or not to participate should have to suffer the consequences.  The National Olympic Committees of some of those countries do consider the boycott athletes to be Olympians.  Should the IOC?  
In 2005, twenty-five years after the boycott of the 1980 Moscow Games, 1980 rowing Olympian Dave Rodgers organized a special reunion and made a strong plea for the New Zealand Olympic Committee to “recognize and acknowledge those chosen for the Moscow Games.”  What is to be said to those athletes who were selected to go to the Games, and then were denied the chance to compete at them for reasons beyond their control? 

One technical argument against considering boycott athletes Olympians is that it is only the right of the NOC to nominate athletes to participate in the games and that the right to accept or refuse a nominated athlete belongs to the IOC.  The NOC selection is only a nomination, subject to IOC approval.  Nomination alone thus does not create an automatic right to participate and the IOC clearly has retained and periodically exercised the right to reject athletes for any number of reasons.  Even if you consider that these athletes earned the right to participate, they still did not participate in the eyes of those who think on site participation is required.  
Any claim that “participation” should include activity before arrival at the games site could be difficult to support.  Those against recognizing boycott athletes as Olympians would say that the opportunity to participate was offered to them but was declined, regardless of by whom.  The fact that they did not participate because of the politics of the world is unfortunate and underscores the importance of the principle notion that the Olympic Games need to be above and apart from politics.
A similar situation arose in 1972 when the Olympic Games experienced the horror of a terrorist attack that killed a number of Israeli Athletes.  These athletes were selected by their country to participate, came to Munich and were accredited, marched in the opening ceremonies and trained in the Olympic village.   Some were tragically murdered before they had the opportunity to compete.  Do we deny them Olympian status and thereby allow the terrorists to have achieved something no decent person would want?  

In Lausanne in 2003, the issue of who should be considered an Olympian was debated at length at the General Assembly of the World Olympians Association (WOA), the international organization that brings together all Olympians and represents their interest within the Olympic Family.
   At that time Israeli delegate Professor Urion Galin-Galler emotionally declared on behalf of the murdered Israelis of Munich that an Olympian is one who was legally qualified to represent her or his nation or country.  He insisted that “The actual participation is of no significance.”
   He urged the delegates not to give the terrorists of the world the satisfaction of having deprived deserving athletes of their Olympian status.  His argument was one that many have proposed:  Once your country has selected you to be on an Olympic team to represent your nation, you are an Olympian.  In the case of the 1972 athletes from Israel, unlike the boycott athletes, at least the Israelis arrived on site and were accredited, although they did not all take the field of play.

It could be said that some of the Israelis arguably participated and also arguably took the field of play when they marched in the opening ceremonies, because the ceremonies took place in the stadium that was also the field of play for a number of events.  Some would also argue that these athletes “participated” in the games by taking part in the opening ceremonies regardless if they took the field of play.  But is that kind of participation less valid than competing in an event?  The importance of taking part in the opening ceremonies, according to one Olympic medalist, is that you have taken the Olympic athlete’s oath. He stated that taking the oath was a critical step towards becoming an Olympian, as important as being nominated by your National Olympic Committee and entered by the official deadline.

If we consider marching in the opening ceremonies to be participation, in and of itself, what about athletes who are entitled to be in the opening ceremonies but choose to forego them in order to rest because their events were the following day? Surely if they compete the next day, there is no issue.  What if they skip the ceremonies, then get sick the next day and go home without competing?  Is being entitled to participate in the opening ceremonies the same as actually participating?  In Athens in 2000, an Irish athlete was injured in an auto accident after being accredited and had to be sent home before competing.  Is he an Olympian?

Another situation would be an athlete who is accredited to compete, marches in the opening ceremonies, but is injured while training in the Olympic Village and as a result is unable to take the field of play. Technically, that athlete was present but did not start (DNS). What about a wrestler or boxer who fails to make weight? Technically, they are disqualified (DQ).  Are these athletes Olympians?  They were at the Games and took the oath.  Some did not compete for reasons under their control and some did not for reasons beyond their control.  Should that distinction matter? 

The situation has gotten further complicated in the modern era with the doping issue.  Is an athlete who participates--even wins--an Olympian if they subsequently test positive for drugs?  Some would suggest that they became Olympians but were stripped of their status as Olympians for violating the Olympian oath.  Others point out that once you are accredited or participate, you are an Olympian.  You cannot re-write history and change that.  They argue that they are still Olympians, but should be denied the rights and privileges of being an Olympian.  This approach seems more consistent with the motto of the World Olympians Association:  “Once an Olympian, always an Olympian.”
Another issue in the modern era is the question of what sports are Olympic Sports.  The Numerous sports have been added or dropped from the Olympic Program since the first modern Games in 1896.  The easy solution to this question is simply that any sport on the program is an Olympic sport during the Olympiad in which it is on the program.  It cannot be considered an Olympic sport prior to its inclusion and once it is removed from the program it should probably be referred to as only a “former” Olympic sport.
One complication to this issue is that fact that there were demonstration sports and exhibition events in some years, which were included in the larger schedule of events but not listed as full medal sports on the program of the Olympic Games.  Those activities were related to the games but the athletes involved were not accredited the same as athletes in events on the official program.  Are those participants Olympians?  Some of the sports that started as demonstration sports were later included on the official program, such as Taekwondo.  Should Taekwondo athletes that participated in the sport when it was only a demonstration sport be distinguished from those that subsequently participated when it was a full medal sport?  That would seem to be the case at present.  One recent suggestion has been to consider that if a sport is included in the Olympic Games as a demonstration sport and subsequently becomes a full medal sport, then those athletes who participated in that sport while it had demonstration or exhibition status should be considered Olympians.  Under this suggestion, Taekwondo athletes from the Demonstration event in Seoul would be considered Olympians.  This question is not likely to arise in the future, as demonstration sports are not currently staged during the Olympic Games.  To date, the IOC has not considered demonstration and exhibition sports to be a part of the games program and those athletes have thus not “participated” in the games and are not Olympians.
The question then arises of whether we should distinguish between demonstration sports that later were added to the program and those that were not?  According to one point of view, demonstration sports can be considered as having probationary status; if they are later added to the program of the Olympic Games, they become full medal sports and the probationary period participants should be considered full Olympians.  If the sport never achieved full medal status, the demonstration athletes likewise never become full Olympians.
Demonstration athletes present a difficult question. On the one hand, demonstration sport athletes train and compete with all the same spirit and intensity as program sport athletes and sharer a similar Olympic experience.  On the other hand, they receive a different medal and the IOC information is clear in advance that it is only a demonstration.  From that perspective, if we now recognize those athletes, some say that we are essentially changing the rules of participation after the fact or “moving the goal posts after the game has started.”  
In actual fact, this question only affects a small number of athletes.  Not all Olympic Games held exhibition or demonstration sports and when they did, it was only one or two sports.  Pert of the idea behind exhibitions and demonstration sports was to allow the host country to display a sport that is important to them nationally, but not part of the Games.  This would give the sport international exposure and was once seen as a step towards inclusion on the Olympic program.  The IOC no longer includes exhibition and demonstration sports in the Olympic Games, so this question is largely academic and only affects a very small number of individuals.
Perhaps a single definition of Olympian is not possible.  One Olympian suggested that we might more profitably think in terms of practical categories for participants, depending on the nature or quality of their participation, and use the adjective “Olympic” with their category rather than use the noun “Olympian.”  For example:  Olympic medalist (one of the top three in their event, who received a medal), Olympic diplomate (diploma or certificate recipient), Olympic competitor, Olympic participant, Olympic alternate, Olympic entrant, Olympic nominee, Olympic team member, Olympic coach, and so forth.

Ultimately, the definition of Olympian turns on the question of what constitutes “participation.”  This can be more complicated for team sports with alternates that do not take the field of play, and the prevailing view of how to treat their status has actually changed in recent years.  Previously, for example, under rule 70 of the Olympic charter, in force from 4 July 2003, members of team sports who were selected as alternates or substitutes for a team were not automatically considered participating athletes and therefore Olympians unless they actually took the field of play.
  Substitutes on the medal winning teams who did not take the field of play could be given a medal only by special decision of the IOC Executive Committee.  
For the purpose of awarding medals, this was changed in 2004 to recognize as Olympians any substitute athletes in a team sport that were selected as part of a team for an Olympic match. An individual athlete would still have to take the field of play to be given a medal, however. This decision primarily concerned the issue of what participation qualified an athlete to receive a medal and did not directly address the question of what participation defined an Olympian.

This issue of taking the field of play has implications beyond medals.  Prior to the Sydney Olympic Games, noted Olympic historian and IOC statistical expert Wolf Lyberg compiled a summary of all of the participants in the Olympic Games (a number that approached 100,000).
  Speaking in Flame Magazine, an official publication of the WOA, Lyberg noted that “that the IOC pays a certain sum for each athlete to participate in the Games…But the IOC pays only for athletes who actively take part in the Games.”  He then asked the key question:  "But who qualifies as an Olympian, you may ask? Let's presume that you are traveling with your team as a nominated athlete, but it just happens that you don't participate, or start. You are then not considered an Olympic athlete.  You, or your national Olympic committee is not entitled to receive payment." 
For the purposes of athlete subsidies, the IOC obviously does not want to pay for an athlete who might choose to go along for the ride and not participate.  Hence, taking the field of play is considered critical for the purposes of qualifying to receive a participation subsidy.  But should financial concerns determine who is an Olympian in all respects?

According to Lyberg's statistics, 79,697 male athletes have participated in previous Summer Games. Track and field introduced 15,517, followed by swimming (6,950) and rowing (5,871), while 14,125 female athletes took part, again with track and field in the lead (3,583), followed by swimming (2,855) and gymnastics (1,301).  A total of 13,235 male athletes entered the Winter Olympics with 2,863 being hockey players, followed by 2,777 Nordic skiers and 2,053 alpine skiers. Only 2,911 women competed in the Winter Games, with Alpine skiers leading the way with 711, followed by figure skaters (644) and Nordic skiers (483). This adds up to a total of 93,410 athletes, of which 16,945 are women.
  These statistics do not include substitutes, however, who would now be considered Olympians.  They also do not include horses.

At the WOA General Assembly in 2003, the World Olympians Association revised its constitution and defined an Olympian as “an athlete accredited by an OCOG to compete in a full medal sport on the program at the Olympic Games.”
   This definition was debated at length by the delegates.  In response to a question by Henry Nunez of Costa Rica, WOA President Pal Schmitt reiterated the WOA definition and summarily reaffirmed that “An Olympian is an athlete who was accredited to participate at the games in a full medal sport.”
  
The requirement that an athlete be accredited by an OCOG (the local organizing committee for the Olympic Games
) usually means that the athlete would actually have to be present at the Olympic Games (although it might be possible to have advanced accreditation in unusual circumstances).  Before the OCOG can accredit them on site, they would have to be approved by a variety of other organizations, starting with the National Federation (NF) in their sport and the NOC of their country, as well as the International Federation (IF) of that sport and--in some cases--the IOC itself.  
Another entity to consider is the National Government of the host country.  An athlete traveling to the Olympic Games needs the approval of that government for a visa.  Should an athlete be denied Olympian status because of the failure to receive a visa?  This apparently has never happened, but it could be an issue.

Similarly, what should happen if an athlete is selected for their Olympic team and is removed from the team or replaced?  If it happens before they arrive at the games, it seems most logical that they should not be considered Olympians.  What happens if this occurs after they arrive on site?  Does it make a difference it this happens before they compete or afterwards?  
Another case is that of training partners or alternates.  These athletes accompany the team and train with the selected athletes.  In comes case, such as injury, they can replace the primary athlete and become Olympians.  However, even if they do not replace the primary athlete, some nonetheless regard their role as critical and view them as an integral part of the effort of athletes in the games.  For the most part, other than exceptional circumstances, whose who are sent as alternates or training partners do not take the field of play and are not accredited as participating athletes, although they are considered by some  as part of their National Olympic Team.

What if an athlete is removed for cheating or drugs, before or after competing?  Some say that their removal, whatever the reason, is not relevant.  They arguer that once you have become an Olympian, you remain an Olympian, even if your results, medals or other privileges are withdrawn.

For the WOA, accreditation by the OCOG is key.  It represents the IOC’s acceptance of the nominated athlete and confirms their eligibility to compete.  Being on site and eligible to compete is the essence of participation in the games according to the WOA definition, not actual competition itself.   That eligibility is what defines an Olympian.  Colonel Alberto Lerena, Vice President of the Uruguayan Olympians Association, asked about his own status, as he was accredited but could not compete.  As recorded in the minutes of the General Assembly, WOA President Pal Schmitt assured Colonel Larena that “any athlete who had been accredited to represent his or her country was an Olympian no matter whether he or she started the race or was injured or a reserve.”
  Delegate John Palios of Greece pointed out that the Constitution of the Hellenic Olympians Association allowed non-athletes (such as referees and coaches) to be members of their organization.  It was agreed that National Olympians Associations could have honorary members in their associations that were not athletes, but that the term Olympian was reserved for athletes, and only Olympians could be full voting members.

Several National Olympians Associations have adopted definitions of their own.  The Constitution of the Swiss NOA states that an Olympian is “an athlete, qualified and accredited to Olympic Games.”  The New Zealand NOA has a slightly expanded definition that defines an Olympian as “an athlete in a full medal sport selected by the New Zealand National Olympic Committee, accredited to the Games Organizing Committee, who travels with the team to the Games and enters the village.”  This takes into consideration a special practice of the New Zealanders that includes a traditional ceremony, which each athlete goes through when they first enter the athlete’s village and which is considered an integral part of Olympic experience by the New Zealand Olympians.
 

Problems could arise if different countries define the term as best suits them and their definition is at odds with that of others, including the IOC.  Some argue that the IOC definition should prevail, but in the absence of such a definition, what do you do?  The British Olympians Association defines an Olympian as one who has competed as an athlete, but subordinates their definition to any definition that the IOC might put forward.  Their Articles of Association define an Olympian as “a person who has competed at an Olympic games as a member of the Great Britain team and who fulfills the criteria for an Olympian set by the International Olympic Committee from time to time.” 
The definition used by the World Olympians Association represents a compromise between the two principal positions in this debate:  At one extreme, some want anyone selected by their NOC as a member of their national Olympic team to be counted as Olympians.  One of the objections to this definition is that it can be seen as endorsing the decision of an NOC to boycott the games.  At the other extreme, some want to count as Olympians only those who also took the field of play and, at the very least, started to compete (even if they did not finish).  The problem with this approach, in the eyes of many, is that those accredited on-site who cannot start for reasons beyond the control are unjustly deprived of their Olympian status, most notably the murdered Israelis of 1972.

The WOA definition clarifies the issue of what constitutes participation by proposing that an athlete must qualify under the rules of their national and international sport federation and be chosen for their national Olympic team by their NOC and actually arrive on site,
 as evidenced by the issuance of an accreditation, which constitutes entitlement to participate in opening ceremonies and thereafter compete in an event that is on the program as a full medal sport.  If they are injured while training on site or otherwise are unable to compete after actually arriving at the games, they would nonetheless be considered Olympians.  This would arguably hold true whether or not their withdrawal is voluntary and regardless of whether they are replaced by another athlete, once they are on-site and accredited. This definition has the advantage of drawing a clear line that is easily enforced as a rule (without having to make exceptions) and answers every question raised above.

In recent years, modern technology has made it possible to submit forms and photos electronically and this issue credentials to athletes in advance.  In Torino in 2006, for example, an Alpine skier was named to the U.S. team, submitted the appropriate forms, was accredited and had a credential waiting in Torino.  Unfortunately, that athlete suffered a knee injury prior to arriving in Torino, but was never replaced by the U.S.  Is that athlete an Olympian if accredited in advance but never present at the Games?  Those who argue that accreditation is key generally base it on the assumption that the accreditation is done on-site.  If it is done in advance, the athlete is arguably not an Olympian because sending in forms and having a credential waiting (or even having it mailed to you), does not truly constitute participation.  In such cases, the athlete needs to actually arrive on site to be an Olympian.  An athlete who is accredited in advance and subsequently shows up to collect the credential on-site should certainly be considered as having met the requirement of “on-site” accreditation. Ultimately, there probably will always be an emotional point that can be made that there is a special camaraderie involved in participation in the Olympic Games.  You cannot experience that camaraderie without actually being at the Games.

The sense of the 2003 General Assembly of the WOA that debated the issue seemed to be that the WOA should coordinate with the wishes of the IOC with respect to the definition of Olympian, but the IOC Liaison declared to the meeting that the IOC did not at that time have an official definition of Olympian. The General Assembly did not accept the suggestion of WOA Legal Counsel, who chaired the discussion of the new constitution, to leave the question open and instead adopted the new constitution as presented, with the definition of Olympian first proposed by WOA President Pal Schmitt.
  
This issue was briefly noted in the quadrennial report of the WOA presented at the 2007 General Assembly, but not formally discussed.  The report notes that Various National Olympic Committees have adopted different definitions of “Olympian” and that the IOC does not have a comprehensive formal definition, although it appears to some that recent actions and statements suggest that the IOC could be leaning towards a definition that might stress taking the field of play.  This is speculation, however, and the question is still an open one.
The WOA will undoubtedly adjust its constitution to conform to any official definition of Olympian put forth by the IOC in the future if that definition differs from the definition in the WOA constitution.   To date, however, the IOC still does not have an official definition, according to the IOC Department of Legal Affairs.  Because the matter is a continuing concern, it is periodically reviewed by the IOC Sport Department, there may be some developments in the future.  At the moment, however, and until the IOC proposes a definition of Olympian, the WOA definition seems to be the only comprehensive official definition formally adopted by any IOC related body at the international level and represents a compromise between the two main positions in this debate.
Unless you are a Greek God
 or a resident of Olympia,
 it would seem that you must participate as an athlete at the Olympic Games in order to be considered an Olympian.  For the WOA, that means you must be accredited by an Olympic organizing committee to compete in a full medal sport at an Olympic Games.  However, in the eyes of some people (but not all), you will also have to take the field of play and start to actually compete.  In the eyes of others (but not all), you will only have to be chosen for your nation’s Olympic team.
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� Official Core Terminology on Olympic and Paralympic Games, International Olympic Committee (2004)


� Pierre de Coubertin is said to have gotten the inspiration for this creed, also known as the Olympic Message, from a sermon given by Ethelbert Talbot, Bishop of Central Pennsylvania, at a service for Olympic athletes at the Olympic Games on 19 July 1908.  Talbot was in London for the Fifth Conference of Anglican Bishops.  His exact words at the service were: "The important thing in these Olympics is not so much winning as taking part."





� During the race he fell, badly cutting his knee and dislocating the joint.  Rather than quitting, he continued running. He finished last among the 74 competitors, over an hour after the first runners crossed the finish line, hobbling in pain with his leg bloody and bandaged.  It has been called the greatest last place finish ever.  This story is featured on the Beijing 2008 web site and was eloquently told by Olympic film historian Bud Greenspan in his 1996 documentary called The Olympiad.


� The WOA has been described as the “Fourth Pillar of the Olympic Movement.”  The other three pillars are the International Olympic Committee, the National Olympic Committees of the member nations and the International Federations that govern the sports on the Olympic program.


� Minutes of the WOA General Assembly at page 5 (2003) (original IOC draft).


� Olympic Charter, Bye-law 2.4 to Rule 70 at page 104 (in force from 4 July 2003).  The first IOC charter was adopted in 1908.


� See Wolf Lyberg, Fabulous 100 years of the IOC - Facts, Figures and Much Much More, International Olympic Committee, 1996 (411 p.) Published in English and French. ISBN 929 1490 202.


� FLAME Magazine, World Olympians Association, May 2000


� WOA Constitution Section 2.2


� Minutes of the WOA General Assembly at page 10 ( 2003) original IOC draft


� The organizing committee for Sydney was the Sydney Organizing Committee for the Olympic Games (SOCOG).  Similarly, the Beijing Organizing Committee for the Olympic Games is BOCOG


� Minutes of the WOA General Assembly at page 5 ( 2003) original IOC draft


�   Some New Zealanders have described this ceremony as the unofficial “initiation” ceremony of the New Zealand Olympic team.  The ceremony includes a welcoming “Haka,” a Maori dance and chant that kiwi national teams perform in international competition.  According to one New Zealand Olympian, “being in the Olympic village is a critical and necessary part of the Olympic experience and being an Olympian.  Even if an athlete from New Zealand is accredited, they are not truly an Olympian in the eyes of their teammates until they arrive at the athletes’ village and experience the Olympic Haka.”


� There have been cases of accreditation being done in advance and credentials mailed to the participant before they arrived at the games.  Since the WOA definition assumes accreditation on-site, athletes accredited in advance would presumably therefore also have to arrive at the games to be considered as having participated and thus be considered Olympians.





� Section 3.2(a) of the WOA Constitution, adopted in 1999, states that “An Olympian is an athlete who has been accredited to participate in the Olympic Games in a full medal sport.”


� The original “Olympians” were a group of 12 gods of ancient Greece who ruled after the overthrow of the Titans, the older gods of Hellas.  The twelve Olympians, also known as the Dodekatheon in � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greek_religion" \o "Greek religion" �Greek mythology�, were the principal � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/God" \o "God" �gods� of the Greek � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pantheon_%28gods%29" \o "Pantheon (gods)" �pantheon�, residing atop � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mount_Olympus" \o "Mount Olympus" �Mount Olympus�, a mountain of Thessaly, fabled as the seat of the gods.  There were seventeen different gods recognized as Olympians at various different times, although there were never more than twelve at any one time. The 12 principal Olympians of Greek Mythology are:  � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zeus" \o "Zeus" �Zeus�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hera" \o "Hera" �Hera�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Poseidon" \o "Poseidon" �Poseidon�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ares" \o "Ares" �Ares�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hermes" \o "Hermes" �Hermes�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hephaestus" \o "Hephaestus" �Hephaestus�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aphrodite" \o "Aphrodite" �Aphrodite�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Athena" \o "Athena" �Athena�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Apollo" \o "Apollo" �Apollo�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Artemis" \o "Artemis" �Artemis�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Demeter" \o "Demeter" �Demeter�, and � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hestia" \o "Hestia" �Hestia�.  The other gods, goddesses and godly figures include � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hebe_%28mythology%29" \o "Hebe (mythology)" �Hebe�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Helios" \o "Helios" �Helios�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hades" \o "Hades" �Hades�, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dionysus" \o "Dionysus" �Dionysus�, and � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Persephone" \o "Persephone" �Persephone� and the demigod or hero Heracles, the inspiration for the Olympic Games in classical Greek mythology.





� There are two locations in the world known as Olympia:  (1) the location of the Ancient Olympic Games in the Elis region of Greece and (2) the city of Olympia in the United States, which is the capital of the state of Washington, originally incorporated on January 28, 1859.  
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