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			Preface

			«It was a major achievement, we still talk about it today. Michèle Bennett, the former first lady of Haiti and wife of dictator Jean-Claude Duvalier, told me about the Grenadiers’ historic qualification for the 1974 World Cup.

			Yet this qualification was above all a political issue. Jean-Claude Duvalier, who came to power in 1971, extended the terror regime of his father François, «Papa Doc», whom he had succeeded. Clientelism, personal enrichment, violent repression, imprisonment and forced exile of his opponents... His 14-year reign, which ended in exile, had a profound effect on the country, and even more so on its finances. With no major political or social achievements to move Haiti forward, «Baby Doc» nevertheless surfed on the incredible publicity generated by the qualification of the Haitian national team. «Everything was politicised,» midfielder Philippe Vorbe, one of the team’s executives, told me. «But it is also thanks to this that we were able to qualify. It was a national priority, and for the first time, the state had provided the means. 

			So proud to see his Grenadiers embark for West Germany, Duvalier junior had colour TV sets installed here and there in the capital Port-au-Prince so that people could watch the band of Françillon, Nazaire, Bayonne or the Saint-Vil brothers against Italy, Poland and Argentina. This was enough to calm people’s minds: if Baby Doc had not given Haitians a decent life, he had brought them football. «Even today, people still talk to me about my decisive pass against Italy,» smiles Vorbe. An offering for Emmanuel Sanon, the supersonic striker who also scored against Argentina, becoming an icon throughout the country. Jean-Claude Duvalier’s team was the World Cup, scored goals, and even shook the great Italy of Dino Zoff; what do the people want?

			Football is a political issue that goes beyond the simple framework of sport, especially for a World Cup. Regardless of the continent, each regime is preparing ardently for the event, even allocating special budgets to dream of qualification. «Participating in the World Cup is like buying social peace,» laughs a senior FIFA official. «Duvalier understood this, Mobutu too. It keeps your people happy while allowing you to be visible on the international stage. It is a question of image that agitates the heads of state, anxious to capture the prestige of being in the company of the world’s elite for a competition awaited throughout the world every four years. 

			It is this economic, ideological and geopolitical battle that Kévin Veyssière recounts through 22 stories showing definitively that football is much more than a simple sport.

			Romain Molina

		

	
		
			Introduction

			The 22nd edition of the World Cup in Qatar will open on 20 November 2022. With 32 teams, it will be the most closely watched football and sporting event in history: nearly 1.4 million fans and 3.5 billion television viewers are expected to attend.  It is hard to imagine that the first competition in 1900, then under the aegis of the Olympic Games, brought together only some 1,500 people at the Vélodrome de Vincennes. 

			This championship of nations before its time has continued to grow throughout the 20th century. First at Olympic level, where football tournaments became so well known that they became the most popular sport at the Olympic Games. The nations, in search of a symbol and prestige, joined in this dynamic and in 1904 created the Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA). Football became international, with the hope that the various matches between national teams would channel tensions and replace armed conflicts. The First World War brought a sad end to the game in 1914 and reminded us that the powers that be had not yet finished with military episodes.

			However, the trauma of this war has led to an awareness and a desire not to go through the same conflict again. States agreed to look for ways to neutralise any relapse. The Olympic Games and its most popular sport, football, resumed their role as a catalyst, increasing their resources tenfold. The Olympic tournament became so popular and economically important that the International Olympic Committee (IOC) and FIFA split in 1930, giving rise to the first football World Cup. It was not held in the northern hemisphere, which was at the heart of strategic decisions at the time, but in South America, under the Uruguayan sun. Uruguay’s substantial investment in the success of this event shows that, from the very first edition, the World Cup was of great political interest. 

			From 13 participants in 1930, the World Cup grew to 16 and then 24 teams in 1982, and 32 teams in 1998. The 23rd edition in 2026 will be even bigger, as 48 national teams are expected to take part. Above all, it is the number of countries taking part in the qualifiers that is striking, rising from 32 teams in 1934 to 210 national teams for the 2022 World Cup... Football thus manages to bring together more than the UN and its 193 member countries. It must be said that participation in a World Cup puts an entire nation in the spotlight and exposes its anthem and flag to the whole world. Sometimes with success, as shown by the surprising North Korean team at the 1966 English World Cup. North Korea, initially isolated and opaque, appeared glorious and gained sympathy from the Western public. 

			The sporting successes of this competition also create a strong link between the people and the national team, with the idea of uniting an entire country through sporting success. Uruguay’s victory on home soil at the 1930 World Cup is an example of this. West Germany’s victory in 1954, known as the ‘Miracle of Bern’, is another example, and it allowed the German nation to rise from the ashes. Other examples are also fascinating: Algeria in 1982, who exceeded expectations and surprised the West German favourites, reminding them of the ‘Independence Eleven’, or Croatia in 1998, who, with their third place and remarkable performances, regained international visibility after the Yugoslav wars.

			The spotlight of the World Cup can be a double-edged sword, however, and Yugoslavia was one of the victims. The 1990 edition revealed the ethnic complexity of this federal republic, which crumbled under the weight of geopolitical changes at the end of the Cold War. The World Cup proved to be a race against time to save what was left of the country’s unity. However, Faruk Hadžibegić’s last missed penalty was a reminder that sport cannot do everything. 

			As the example of Kuwait also reveals, which wanted to show a conquering face during the 1982 World Cup but the rout against the French team gave rise to an improbable «diplomatic arbitration». This raises the question of the importance of the international exposure brought by the World Cup for the different countries. Of course, it is a powerful form of entertainment that draws attention to a whole selection, but beware of ridicule.

			The teams, through the symbols they convey, have a role as ambassadors during the World Cup, with the sportsmen «representing their nation or their state, which are expressions of their imagined community» according to the historian Eric Hobsbawm. The representation of the country by the national team is such that World Cup matches can sometimes resemble real diplomatic battles. This was illustrated by the famous GDR-Germany match in 1974, when the two Germanies were united on the pitch, despite the fact that, due to the tensions linked to the Cold War, they were physically separated by an «iron curtain» and the Berlin Wall. 

			This was also the case between the United States and Iran in 1998: two countries that have been enemies since the Islamic revolution of 1979, and for which the match during the French World Cup will have initiated a thaw in diplomatic relations. Since then, they have become rivals again, and the match that will bring them back together on the pitch in November 2022 is highly anticipated. And why not, once again, the idea of accelerating the resumption of diplomatic relations thanks to a new «peace match».

			World Cup matches, because of the stakes they carry, sometimes turn into a real vendetta. This is how Diego Armando Maradona talks about the Argentina-England match during the 1986 World Cup. The match took place four years after the Falklands War, but also in memory of the bitter defeat in the 1966 quarter-finals. Argentina’s victory, thanks to Maradona’s ‘Hand of God’, was to be experienced as revenge. 

			The large-scale media exposure of the World Cup is also an opportunity to effectively support other demands. In this respect, the group match between Serbia and Switzerland at the Qatari World Cup will be of particular interest. The two teams have already crossed paths in the 2018 edition, bringing the delicate issue of Kosovo back to the fore. This media impact accentuates the instrumentalisation of the matches. Sometimes even to the extreme. The dictator Pinochet understood this well in 1974 when he turned the Chile-USSR qualifying match into a political duel, which will ultimately be remembered as «the saddest match in history». 

			Sometimes the matches are not enough and the whole competition is turned into a service not only for the host country, but also for the political regime in place. This was demonstrated at the 2nd World Cup in 1934: although Italy emerged victorious, it was in fact Mussolini who was the main winner, making both his fascist regime and himself shine. A fine example for Hitler and his 1936 Olympics, but also for the Argentine dictator Videla during the 1978 World Cup. Today, these manoeuvres are more criticized and not always profitable. This was the bitter observation made by Vladimir Putin during the very political Sochi Winter Olympics in 2014, which ultimately accentuated the country’s negative image. This, however, gave him the opportunity to change gear with the 2018 World Cup, to highlight Russia’s assets and little-known riches rather than his person. 

			However, the organisation of such a competition, which generates more and more international pressure, expectations and economic interests, means that the World Cup is becoming a (too) expensive undertaking for the host country. In 1998, the organisation of the World Cup cost France around 600 million dollars. The budget exploded in 2010: 4.3 billion dollars for the South African World Cup. This rose to 15 billion for the 2014 edition in Brazil, then 27 for the 2018 World Cup in Russia. As for the World Cup in Qatar, it will break all records to exceed the 200 billion dollar ceiling, under very controversial organisational conditions and at odds with the times. This frantic quest by States and organisations such as FIFA to benefit from the positive effects of the soft power1 of sport unfortunately risks emptying of meaning and losing the soul of competitions that thrill millions of fans. 

			From the simple championship of nations at the beginning of the last century to the sporting, political, economic and social mega-event that brings together more than half of the planet, the World Cup today brings together the main international issues. This makes it a relevant tool for analysing and understanding the international machinery. This is the purpose of this book, which looks back at 22 key geopolitical moments of the World Cup, from its beginnings in 1900 to the 2022 edition in Qatar.

			 

			Kévin Veyssière

			

			
				
					1. “Soft power is that soft power, which has become the new and subtle form of power, where each state tries to attract the attention, respect and sympathy of other nations” Pascal Boniface, Géopolitique du sport, Armand Colin, 2014.

				

			

		

	
		
			Chapter 1 - The origins of the World Cup as a peacemaker

			The idea of a major international football tournament was born at the beginning of the 20th century with the aim, like the modern Olympic Games, of bringing people together through sport and putting off the spectre of war for a long time to come. The growing popularity of football and the increase in the number of international matches did not prevent the inevitable from happening, with the First World War. Europe tried to recover from the horrors of the conflict and to organise itself so that it would not happen again, notably with the creation of the forerunner of the UN, the League of Nations. The idea of building peace through sport was also born, supported by the impetus of Pierre de Coubertin’s Olympic Games. Football will also play its part in bringing nations together for peace.

			At the end of the 19th century, the world is in the midst of an industrial revolution. The European nations were struggling to assert their full power. Between internal and external wars, against the backdrop of a battle to share the planet, any opportunity is good to assert superiority over one’s neighbour. In this context, several initiatives were launched to ease tensions, with universalism as a common denominator. 

			It was through this prism that Baron Pierre de Coubertin drew on the roots of ancient Greece to revive the Olympic Games. The idea was to make a «truce» to build a peaceful world through sport. He wanted to encourage cultural interaction between countries and to promote the educational and universal values of sport2 . The French aristocrat succeeded in bringing together seventy-nine ambassadors from the world of sport on 23 June 1894 in Paris for the very first Olympic Congress, a summit that ratified the creation of the International Olympic Committee (IOC) and validated the renovation of the Games. 

			The first edition took place in 1896 in the symbolic city of Athens. It was a successful gamble as it brought together fourteen national delegations, and the success of these first Olympics encouraged the internationalisation of sporting events. This was a way for nations to assert themselves, but also to compete on a different terrain from the battlefield. The advantage was that once the game was over, everyone’s patriotism was certainly invigorated, but all the players could shake hands once the game was over.

			Football, however, is not yet the most popular sport in the world as we know it today. The practice and codification of modern football began in the middle of the 19th century in Britain, notably with the Cambridge Rules in 1848, the first attempt to unify the various practices around the round ball3 . Its spread was largely based on the cultural power of the British Empire at the time, as well as on the modernisation of means of transport via ships and railways, from Buenos Aires to New Delhi via Paris. The first international match took place on 30 November 1872 between England and Scotland, but it was not until later that other nations played. 

			This was the case on 1 May 1904 between France and Belgium in Brussels in front of 1,500 spectators. However, despite its expansion and growing popularity, football did not yet have a renowned international tournament. Although it has been part of the Olympic Games since 1900, football is still a minor sport in which a few clubs compete. The winners of the first Olympic football tournaments were clubs, Upton Park (British) in 1900 and Galt (Canadian) in 1904.

			While the British were trying to preserve their sport, the continent was trying to structure itself to develop the internationalisation of the game. The creation of the Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA) on 21 May 1904 in Paris was the first step in this direction. The ambition was already to create an international competition. It would take some patience for this to happen, as the first real tests between European national teams did not take place until the Olympic Games in London in 1908 and Stockholm in 1912. It was the Swedish edition, with 25,000 spectators for the final between Great Britain and Denmark, that confirmed football’s status as the most popular sport at the Olympic Games. In May 1914, the FIFA Congress in Oslo made it official that «the Olympic Football Tournament, if it were in accordance with the FIFA regulations, would henceforth be recognised as the World Amateur Football Championship»4 . 

			However, the development of international football was halted by the outbreak of the First World War in 1914. Although the conflict plunged Europe into chaos, the Great War did not prevent football, a sport born in the industrial working classes, from spreading, particularly in the countryside. It was also a serious palliative to the horrors of war for the soldiers. At the end of the conflict, which left around 20 million people dead and as many wounded, the states organised themselves to ensure that the unthinkable did not happen again. For the first time, an international institution was created in 1919 to settle international disputes, the League of Nations. However, the Treaty of Versailles heavily condemned the German and Austro-Hungarian empires, effectively banning them from the international community. 

			This attitude was reflected in the 1920 Olympic Games in Antwerp, where the delegations of the «defeated» nations of the war were not invited. This position was shared by some members of FIFA, notably Belgium, which had been heavily affected by the consequences of the Great War and which believed that «in theory, once the war is over, peace restores pre-war relations. But after a war like this one, after what we have suffered, there are fibres in us that should not be touched»5 . It was not until 1921, and the election of the Frenchman Jules Rimet as FIFA President, that this radical policy towards the defeated was gradually abandoned.

			In the meantime, FIFA is trying to capitalise on the popularity of post-war football to continue its progress and internationalisation. A dilemma then arises. FIFA has an increasing number of members who want to participate in the Olympic tournament. However, involving more countries means that the tournament, which already lasts several days, is longer. This means that the players have to take time off from their paid work to participate in the Olympics, and we are still a long way from a system of paid holidays in Europe. There is therefore an issue here, that football should become more professional and that the federations should pay the players accordingly (which is already happening more or less in practice in some clubs, notably in Great Britain and Italy). But this is where the problem lies, because the IOC rules are clear, inspired by the spirit of Coubertin: they stipulate that athletes who compete in the Olympic Games must be amateur sportsmen and women, in order to maintain the free and noble spirit of sport.

			Faced with this problem, the Antwerp football tournament finally brought together fourteen teams, mainly European (note the participation of Egypt, but the country was not independent at the time, as it was under British rule). The tournament was nevertheless a huge popular success. It was a huge success, especially for the host team, Belgium, which qualified for the final, attracting around 35,000 spectators to the Olympic stadium. The local population was indeed enthusiastic about the team, which revived the expression of a rediscovered Belgian grandeur. The country had suffered a heavy toll during the war. It was for this reason that Pierre de Coubertin proposed the organisation of the Olympic Games to the Belgians, as a tribute to their suffering and bravery. A euphoric population rallied around the Belgian team, which even managed to ‘win’ the final of the Olympic tournament. In a somewhat strange way.

			The opponent was Czechoslovakia. The team was also motivated to win the competition, as the Czechoslovakian state had recently declared its independence on 28 October 1918. The national team wanted to make the name of their new country shine through sport. Two teams with a strong nationalist streak faced each other in the final on 2 September 1920. The Czechoslovakian team had been very convincing in their previous matches, including a 4-1 victory over France in the semi-finals, but the machine was about to go haywire. 

			After thirty minutes of play, it was Belgium who were ahead by two goals. This irritated Czechoslovakian player Karel Steiner, who violently hit Belgium’s leading scorer Robert Coppée in the stomach. Although the red card had not yet been invented, the referee sent the ‘boxer’ off. A fight broke out. The Belgian public became enraged, burned the Czechoslovak flag and invaded the pitch. The match was interrupted and the Czechoslovakians left the stadium, never to return. Referee John Lewis blew his whistle and Czechoslovakia was disqualified. Belgium won the gold medal, while their opponent was simply excluded from the podium. In spite of the bad atmosphere in the final, football was one of the most popular sports in the Belgian Olympics and the one that generated the most revenue. Above all, each nation’s style of play reinforced the idea that the national teams were the representatives of the various states in spikes. For historian Eric Hobsbawm, football thus became in the interwar period «an expression of national struggle, with sportsmen representing their nation or state, essentially expressions of their imagined community».6

			On the strength of this success, Jules Rimet wanted to do even better for the next Olympic Games in 1924, which were held in his country, in Paris. The problem of professionalism once again came to the fore. A solution was finally found to accommodate the twenty-three teams that wanted to participate in the Olympic tournament. It was planned to take place before the other events and the football competition was extended from one to two weeks. The tournament finally took on an international dimension, with teams from other continents taking part: Egypt, which had been independent since 1922, the United States and, above all, the Uruguayan team. 

			Football has become an important part of South America, with the creation of a competition between the different national teams in 1916, the Copa America, which Uruguay has already won four times. La Celeste, the nickname of the Uruguayan team, is therefore one of the favourites and the sporting attraction of the tournament. They confirmed all the hopes placed in them with an impressive 4-1 victory in the quarter-finals against the host country’s team, France. A series of victories that did not stop, allowing the Uruguayan team to become Olympic champions after their 3-0 victory in the final against Switzerland. The tournament attracted more than 40,000 spectators over the course of several matches, thanks to the show put on by the South Americans, and the football competition raised nearly 1,798,751 francs out of the 5,423,184 francs in revenue from the Olympic Games.7

			Football can no longer hide. It is the most popular sport in the Olympics and it is the one that generates the most revenue. The question of a competition independent of FIFA vis-à-vis the Olympic Games began to emerge, even though professionalism was spreading in several European football clubs. The IOC took a hard line at its 1925 Congress in Prague, clearly stating in its rules that «only amateur athletes could be entered for the Olympic Games». FIFA raised its voice and a compromise was reached: the IOC, in order not to lose its golden goose, accepted that «amateur» footballers could be paid up to a certain amount. This was a wise decision, as football would generate almost a third of the revenue from the 1928 Olympic Games in Amsterdam8 . 

			During this event, popular fervour was present, especially to see two spectacular South American teams in action: Uruguay and Argentina. In the end, it was the Uruguayan team that won the tournament ahead of its rival Argentina. Once again, the gap between the mirage of amateurism advocated by the IOC and the professional reality of football is widening. The podium of this Olympic tournament was witnessed by the presence of three national teams (the last being Italy), which included a good number of players who were already professionals at their clubs. 

			In view of the tensions between the IOC and FIFA, the latter endorsed the project of an independent World Cup at a congress held on the sidelines of the Olympic Games in Amsterdam on 26 May 1928. There were three competing proposals: a European Cup to be held every two years, two World Cups (one for amateurs and one for professionals), or a World Cup to be held every four years on the territory of a single nation for one month. In the end, it was the latter option that was favoured, and it still is today. With the path to football independence open, all that remained was to set up the organisational conditions and, above all, find a host country.

			Faced with this daring initiative, the differences between the IOC and FIFA on the professional status of sportsmen and women grew. As a result, football was excluded from the 1932 Olympic Games. FIFA therefore accelerated the organisation of its competition and confirmed on 18 May 1929 at the Barcelona Congress that the first World Cup would be held in 1930 in Uruguay. Uruguay, which had won the Olympic title twice, was celebrating the centenary of its independence that year. However, FIFA would have to rely heavily on the support of the host country’s national federation, as well as the economic and political support of the Uruguayan government, to ensure the success of this unprecedented competition, which had yet to be fully developed. This paves the way for the fact that the World Cup, due to its growing popularity and the consequent infrastructure it requires, will become a political issue in the years, decades and century to come.
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			Chapter 2 - 1930: The consecration of the Uruguayan nation

			The first football World Cup was held in Uruguay. This was a surprising choice at the time, given that political decision-making and world sporting events were confined to the northern hemisphere. However, the success of the Uruguayan national team, La Celeste, and the centenary of the country’s independence convinced FIFA members to look to South America. The Uruguayan central government did everything in its power to make this sporting competition a political success to promote its model and the Uruguayan nation.

			If many of us know Uruguay, it is partly thanks to the game. It is true that this country of 3 million inhabitants today, squeezed between the giants of Brazil and Argentina, has always had to find ways to exist on an international level. A problem that emerged as early as 1830. That year, Uruguay had barely gained its independence from Brazil when a civil war broke out. It opposed the two Uruguayan political forces of the time, influenced by neighbouring foreign powers: the Colorados, supported by Brazil, and the Blancos, by Argentina. It was not until the beginning of the 20th century that Uruguay found the path to stability and was able to build its future.

			Surprisingly, it is thanks to football that Uruguay will be able to distinguish itself. Introduced to the country thanks to the many British people present in the Rio de la Plata at the end of the 19th century, football saw its first clubs created in the 1890s; they were federated in 1900 around the Uruguay Association Football. The proximity of the Argentine (Buenos Aires) and Uruguayan (Montevideo) capitals led to a match between a selection of the best players from both cities on 15 August 1899. This duel continued with the creation of national teams and became an increasingly popular event. Between 1902 and the end of 1915, Uruguay played thirty-five matches, thirty-four of which were against its neighbour. This budding sporting rivalry was a reflection of the historical rivalry between Uruguay and its big neighbour Argentina.

			Over time, the Celeste became a national icon for the Uruguayan people. This momentum grew with the creation of the Confederación Sudamericana de Fútbol (CONMEBOL) and the Copa America tournament in 1916. Despite the presence of the formidable teams of Argentina, Brazil and Chile, it was the team from the smallest country, Uruguay, that became the heavyweight of the competition, winning six titles between 1916 and 1926. These successes were consolidated at international level with victories in the 1924 and 1928 Olympic tournaments. It was on the strength of this record that Uruguay applied to host the first World Cup. But the South American country has other assets to put forward in the face of serious competition...

			Indeed, several other countries, including Spain and Italy, were in line to take over the organisation of this event at the FIFA Congress on 17 and 18 May 1929; a European solution that was perhaps more reasonable given the costs that the various delegations would incur travelling to South America. Uruguay lobbied hard before the vote thanks to the talent of its diplomat Enrique Buero. It was even supported by the President of the Argentine football federation, Adrián Beccar Varela. 

			A support that will tip the balance. For him, Uruguay deserves more than any other country to host this first World Cup. He put forward several criteria: sporting merit with two Olympic titles and the growing development of football in Uruguay and South America with the Copa America. Added to this was the fact that 1930 was Uruguay’s centenary year, so this World Cup would be a real popular celebration. Finally, and this is an important point for FIFA, the organisation of the World Cup on this continent would be an honour for the South American federations.9 Faced with this argument, and the real cost of such a competition, the other contenders withdrew from the race and Uruguay was designated as the host country of the very first football World Cup. This choice allowed FIFA to respect the power relations of the emerging geopolitics of football, while at the same time differentiating itself from the IOC, which had withdrawn the round ball from the Olympic events for the 1932 edition and which for the time being organised the Olympic Games only in Europe and North America.

			The project supported by the Uruguayan football federation has the strong backing of the national government. The investments are certainly substantial, but are priceless compared to the international reputation that such an event could bring. This is why Uruguay is pulling out all the stops by announcing that the travel expenses of the various national delegations will be covered and that a monumental stadium with a capacity of 100,000 spectators will be built. 

			The Uruguayan government is so committed to the project because it sees it as a way of celebrating the social success of a small country caught between two giants. Since 1903 and the accession to power of José Batlle y Ordóñez, the country has established a social democracy which, in addition to notable social advances (a ceiling on working hours, a compulsory day of rest, universal suffrage), seeks to rely on sport as an active educational and health policy. The investments made by Uruguay for the World Cup therefore continue this domestic policy.

			In addition to this aspect, Uruguay sees the organisation of the World Cup as a way of uniting the nation around the national team, which has acquired a mythical dimension thanks to its Olympic victories. Indeed, Uruguay’s population jumped between 1830 (70,000) and 1930 (1.5 million) thanks to strong immigration. The shared memories built around the Celeste’s successes were to symbolise the union of this imagined community that is the nation. A myth10 that is even written in the names of the four stands in the Centennial Stadium (Colombes, Amsterdam, Olimpica, America), which recall the link between Uruguay and its national team. In 1928, Deputy Andreoli even tabled a bill in the Uruguayan House of Representatives to introduce a bank holiday in the event of an Olympic victory in Amsterdam. The bill was finally adopted in the euphoria of the Olympic title.

			The Uruguayan nation’s celebration in 1930 could have been spoiled, however. The plebiscite for Uruguay at the FIFA Congress in 1929 was now confronted with the reality of the time. The stock market crash of 1929 brought with it a great phase of global economic depression that weakened many countries. In addition, apart from the financial aspect, several European federations were slow to validate their registration for the future World Cup. They are even starting to think behind the scenes about organising their own competition. Enrique Buero, the Uruguayan diplomatic leader for the awarding of the World Cup, is therefore starting a tour to convince them. 

			Despite numerous efforts, only four federations agreed to travel to Uruguay. Belgium, France, with the support of FIFA President Jules Rimet, Romania and Yugoslavia. To persuade them, Buero used the argument that the delegations would not only be travelling for the football, but also as ambassadors for their countries to celebrate Uruguay’s centenary. The fastest ship of the time, the SS Conte Verde, was specially chartered to transport 3 of the 4 European teams from the Old Continent to South America in 15 days. The players arrived in Montevideo on 4 July and were greeted by almost 10,000 Uruguayans.

			Thirteen countries (the United States, Mexico, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay, Peru, Belgium, France, Romania, Yugoslavia and Uruguay) participated in the first World Cup. In order to ensure that the games were well attended, the Uruguayan government declared the days on which the national team played to be public holidays and capped the price of tickets, so that every social class could attend the games. The Estadio Centenario was inaugurated on the centenary day, 18 July 1930, for the Uruguay-Peru match in front of an audience of 60,000. In his speech, Raúl Jude, President of the Uruguayan federation, stated that the organisation of the World Cup on his land was «the harmonious synthesis of the creative and patriotic ideal of a people marching, facing the sun, on the right path of its historic destiny».11

			Popular fervour was in any case present, especially for the South American teams, whose attendance was well over 20,000 at each match. Frenchman Lucien Laurent made history by scoring the first official goal of the World Cup in the 4-1 win over Mexico. Apart from this anecdote, the big names were in attendance and the competition was ultimately a long-distance duel between Argentina and Uruguay, who met in the final for revenge for the Olympic tournament in Amsterdam. 
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