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Preface

Whatever opinion one might have of Charles Hitchcock Sherrill (1867- 1936), by
any standard, his was an eventful life. As a Yale undergraduate in 1887, he was the
first to use the “crouching start,” helping him win multiple intercollegiate champion-
ship races at 100 and 220 yard distances.' Sherrill was a successful New York City
lawyer; an internationally recognized expert on European cathedral stained glass win-
dows; a Brigadier General in the United States Army during the First World War
(with domestic duties); U.S. Ambassador to Argentina and Turkey; the Director of
Culture and Art at the Olympic Games in Los Angeles 1932, and the author of 22
books.” He was selected a member of the International Olympic Committee (IOC) in
1922 and served until his death on June 25, 1936.° Three days before his passing,
Sherrill was inducted into the Academic Internationale. His wife Sarah Wynkoop
Sherrill, wrote on the last page of her husband’s autobiography:

My husband’s last speech [at the academic] on Bismarck, delivered in the
French language, was, he said to me, ‘the crowning honour of my life.”*

Sherrill concluded his My Story Book with the statement, “Mine was an over-crowded
worried life.”” This researcher has incorporated that telling phrase into the title of
this essay.

There is no such thing as a wholly comprehensive biography, any more than
there is a completely objective biography. “You cannot lay materials before a reader
without first selecting it,” wrote biographer Belina Jack.® The latter years of Sher-
till’s life coincided with the years of ascendancy of Adolf Hitler and the dictator’s
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delayed, but enthusiastic embrace of the Berlin Olympics. Sherrill is featured promi-
nently in scores of scholarly books and essays dealing with this era and with the
Games of the Eleventh Olympiad.7 While this paper will address these critical years,
and Sherrill’s activities in particular, this researcher hopes to provide a fuller under-
standing of the man, his thoughts, and his contribution to the Olympic Movement.

There exists no Sherrill biography written by an Olympic historian. He was pos-
sibly, next to William Milligan Sloane and Avery Brundage, the most important citi-
zen of the USA to serve on the IOC in that committee’s 108-year history. A full view
of the man, and still another look at the IOC, might make a contribution to the grow-
ing body of scientific Olympic Games literature.

The Tumultuous Olympic Games Period 1933-1936: Sherrill Con-
tributes to Disquiet in the USA and Europe.

The IOC discussed in 1930 and decided in 1931 that Berlin would host the Olym-
pic Summer Games in 1936.® The I0C refused to change its decision even after
Adolf Hitler came to power in 1933. General Sherrill had been an IOC member since
1922 and a long-time member of its executive board. He was a well-educated man
professionally and culturally, and was neither the “devil incarnate” nor a life-long
saint. Broad brushes rarely work in good biography. ‘Cause and motive are
extremely difficult to ascertain,” said the 90-year-old Jacques Barzun in his recent
book From Dawn to Decadence.” On January 30, 1933, Hitler was appointed chan-
cellor of a Nazi conservative coalition government and also in early June of that year
the IOC met in Vienna to discuss issues of the most perplexing nature.'” What fol-
lowed were intense discussions between German government officials, German I0C
members, and members of the Organizing Committee.'" Sherrill and several others
stepped forward and reminded all that it was insufficient for the Germans to allow all
visiting nations to bring ‘“Negroes and Jews” to the 1936 Berlin Olympic Games.
Sherrill insisted that Jews be represented on the German Olympic team. Writing in
his personal diary, A Journey to Vienna, Professor Carl Diem, Secretary-General tor
of these games wrote:

The American delegate [Sherrill] presented a pile of letters and dispatches:
only a binding commitment from Germany can keep Germany in the Olym-
pic committee . . . Sherrill put it that way—Jews are not excluded as a princi-
ple. He wanted certainty that Germany would not treat Jews worse than
those from other countries at the Olympic Games."?

Historian Arnd Kruger, no admirer of Sherrill, pointed out that he went too far in
his proposal: “This demand was unheard of, as it clearly interfered with the rights of a
National Olympic Committee to be represented by whom it pleased.”13 Clearly,
Sherrill thought his work well done and wrote “It was a hard fight; victory was com-
plete, and “I am a tired citizen.”'* Almost all reputable Olympic historians agree
with Kruger’s harsh assessment: “Sherrill’s efforts to get a Jew on the German team
had been shown to be mere eyewash.”15 Veteran American journalist William L.
Shirer, stationed in Berlin at that time, wrote thirty-five years later that Sherrill, his
I0C and “the American Olympic Committee above all fell victim to the Nazi distor-
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tion.”'® Without the benefit of hindsight, Sherrill and others thought that some
progress had been made. John MacCormac, writing in The New York Times [NYT]
said that “Sherrill’s insistence carrie[d] the day.”17

At the late November 1933 joint meeting of the American Amateur Athletic
Union [AAU] and the American Olympic Association [AOA], a resolution forwarded
by Gustavus Kirby was passed “giving notice” to Germany that the U.S. Olympic
team would be unable to participate “unless the position of the German Olympic
Committee and the Organizing Committee of Berlin is . . . changed in fact as well as
in theory .. That same day, November 23, 1933, Sherrill wrote to Colonel E. M.
House (1858-1938), trusted aide to three U.S. presidents:

As usual your advice proved admirable! . . . I carried the Meeting. Before the
vote, I was condemned as anti-Semitic, But after the argument, was hailed
by the Jews present as their best friend, and Rabbi Goldstein has invited me
to conduct his Thanksgiving Day service from his pulpit. 1

Such was Sherrill’s peculiar form of self-delusion. It failed to get better in the months
preceding the Berlin festival. Theodore Lewald and Carl Diem, key officials behind
Berlin’s Olympic initiative met with Herbert L. Mathews, a senior political corre-
spondent of The New York Times. Assurances were given, once again, that Jewish
athletes would be on the German team. Is not the New York Times “the property of
Ochs, a Jew?” wrote Sherrill to Brundage. Mathews filed his report, a measured essay
published on May 9.2 A late May meeting in Athens of the full IOC underscored its
feeling that German Jews would be on the Olympic team.”’

“The tenor of the fight became more vehement . . . in the fall of 1935,” wrote
Holocaust historian Deborah E. Lipstadt, in her seminal work Beyond Belief. General
Sherrill, she wrote, once again predicted an outbreak of American anti-Semitism. >
Sherrill crossed the Atlantic Ocean forty times in thirty-five years and did so again in
the summer of 1935 to discuss matters with Adolf Hitler and then communicate with
IOC President Henri Baillet-Latour. At the August 24, 1935 meeting with Hitler in
Munich, Sherrill underscored the importance of the IOC’s 1933 Vienna accord. Hitler
claimed no knowledge that German Jews must be allowed to compete for positions on
the national Olympic team. The meeting ended and a shaken Sherrill wrote Baillet-
Latour: “You are in for the greatest shock of your entire life. I urge you to talk person-
ally with the Fithrer.” And yet the star-struck Sherrill sent a post card to his friend
in the U.S. White House, Colonel Edward M. House: “My hour as personal guest of
Hitler was wonderful. I hope and believe I did some good and reported it to Mr.
Roosevelt at Hyde Park.”* Sherrill rode the diplomatic train from Berlin to the
Nuremberg convention and “talked with Hitler for an hour.”

The September 1935 Nuremberg Party Congress “officially abolished all politi-
cal rights of German Jews.” The “token” inclusion of half-Jew Helene Mayer on the
German team pleased Sherrill, but almost no one else.” Sherrill’s 1933 view that
German Jews must be on their Olympic team had, in the fall of 1935, declined into a
warning of “increased anti-Semitism among thousands of young Americans once they
get the idea that Jews are scheming to get America to boycott the Berlin Games.””’
Sherrill sailed for home aboard the Normandie and upon his return spoke to Albert
Allen of The American Hebrew and Jewish Tribune. Allen didn’t believe a word of
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the General: “Our regard for the General’s standard of honesty is not of the highest...
the man is an anti-Semite who must be unmasked.”*

The months October through December of 1935 must have been difficult for
Sherrill. Voices of special interest groups and several liberal media outlets faulted
him for his “rosy picture” of German Olympic preparations. He had his defenders, of
course, but passionate voices criticizing the 68-year-old IOC member were many, The
Nation demanded the “immediate withdrawal from the Olympics.” William B. Cham-
berlain, Secretary of the Committee on Fair Play in Sports wrote Sherrill, “Please do
not support the Germans in their evil efforts to host the Olympic Games.” When Jere-
miah Mahoney, President of the AAU, criticized Sherrill’s “whitewash” of German
racism, General Sherrill responded that Mahoney should first address pervasive and
powerful racism in the United States.”” The opinionated Gustavus Town Kirby, long-
time member of both the AAU and the AOC, wrote Avery Brundage on October 28,
1935: “Sherrill’s statements have certainly been those of a weakling.” Iphigen
Sulzberger of the family owners of The New York Times wrote a letter to “Gus” Kirby
“that General Sherrill’s remarks are not only unfair towards the Jewish attitude but
they are unjust to all us Americans.” Mahoney told Jewish war veterans that “Sherrill
is no more a friend of the Jew than is Hitler.”™ Sherrill absorbed more criticism from
the editor of The Commonwealth on two occasions.’' It must have been a stress-filled
calendar year 1935 for the Olympic movement, as well as for IOC member Charles
Sherrill.

The general was in concert with his IOC and AOC colleagues that the Olympic
Games must be held in Berlin during August 1936. No record exists of his reaction to
the January publication of the Nazi party “Reichs Diet” document “German Pronun-
ciamento for the People of the State and Athletics.” Ralph W. Barnes of The New
York Herald Tribune had a copy and wrote “that, whatever expectation may be made
in connection with the Olympic Games, there has been no modification in general of
the Nazi policy which excludes German Jews . . 32 Sherrill and his ideological
friends were criticized in 1936, as they were a half-century later. The Games in Berlin
were highly successful. Lipstadt was convinced that the German people interpreted
this success “as a sign of its legitimization of Hitler’s policies.” She further wrote that
“The German people may have enjoyed the Games, but it was the state that reaped the
bounty.”33 Another scholar, Shlomo Shafir, concluded that “General Sherrill . . . had
for years voiced pro-Fascist sympathies,” and in so doing had contributed to “the
Reich leadership’s belief in American non-interventionism and weakened the credi-
bility of the Jewish voluntary boycott [in the USA]"*

Sherrill died on June 26, 1936. His body was brought back from Europe to be
buried July 16. The famous Rev. Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin, President of Union Theo-
logical Seminary, pronounced the eulogy. “It is a strange and sad coincidence that on
the very day that the American Olympic team should sail,” he said, “General Sherrill
should be buried.””

Sherrill autobiographies, biographies, and obituaries.
With privileged background and every available opportunity, Charles Hitchcook

Sherrill, born April 13, 1867, in Washington, D.C., earned degrees B.A., LL.B.,
M.A., and LL.D. from Yale University and New York University.36 “My ancestors
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were Anglo-Saxon,” he wrote in his Sherrill Genealogy, “the descendants of Samuel
Sherrill of East Hampton, Long Island, who came to America in 1674.7%" C.H. Sher-
till’s father, with the same name, was born in 1818 - a canal expert who helped build
the Erie Canal.”® The younger Sherrill left for Yale University in 1885, graduated in
1889, and earned high grades and the title of fastest university sprinter in the nation.”’
He continued running after graduation as a member of the New York Athletic Club
(NYAC) and pioneered the international track and field competitions between his uni-
versity and Oxford and Cambridge Universities during the last half decade of the
1890s: “In 1900, he took a Yale team to England to meet Oxford University in a dual
meet.”* In his autobiography, My Story Book, Sherrill wrote that in that same year,
1900, “I captained the American team at the Paris Olympic Games.”*' He must have
been a faithful diarist because he wrote that these two trips to England and France
were the first of a “series of ocean crossings now totaling eighty-eight.”42

With unusual overlap of careers, preoccupations and passions, Sherrill kept very
busy until his death in 1936. Greatly facilitating his eclectic interests was expertise in
French. Spanish, and knowledge of seven other languages.”43 His legal career with
specialization in international corporate law spanned 1892-1917. His firm Sherrill and
Lockwood proved prosperous. Sherrill did not limit the use of some of his personal
qualities to his professional life.** He was United States Minister to Argentina (1909-
1911) and, under the Herbert Hoover administration, Sherrill served a tumultuous
term in 1932 and 1933 as ambassador to Turkey. During the First World War, the
United States War Department asked Sherrill to serve as draft chairman of New York
State and charged him with guarding “aqueducts, canals. railways, etc. throughout the
state4.;’ He did his work well and was raised to the war-time rank of Brigadier Gen-
eral.”

General Sherrill wrote twenty books on athletics, art, painting, European stained
glass windows, international politics, American political history and two autobiogra-
phies.46 The National Cyclopedia of American Biography list Sherrill as honorary
member of twenty-seven domestic and international societies. Two of them were
memberships in the American Olympic Committee-American Olympic Association
(AOC-AOA) and the International Olympic Committee. And during the Games of the
Xth Olympiad in Los Angeles, 1932, Sherrill was director of the Art and Culture
exhibition and competition.*’ His sudden death in June of 1936 resulted in several
obituaries. “Many countries decorated Gen. Sherrill for his diplomatic work,” wrote
The Washington Post. A thousand-word obituary appeared in the NYT, recognizing
him as a commander of the French Legion of Honor and a key figure in the extreme
controversy surrounding America’s participation in the 1936 Olympic Games."® The
IOC President Henri Baillet-Latour, wrote Mrs. Sherrill: “We shall never forget the
memory of your husband, a man of soaring spirit, a great athlete and a devoted apostle
of the Olympic Idea.”™

Sherrill’s Event-Filled Years 1886-1922

During the presidential administrations of McKinley, Theodore Roosevelt, Taft
and Woodrow Wilson, there were 220 letters exchanged with C.H. Sherrill. Almost
none of these letters (on microfilm) dealt with sport and the Olympic Games.” There
is, however, a lively correspondence between Sherrill and Yale football coach Walter
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Camp, who later became a member of the AOC and attended two Olympic Games.

President Taft appointed Sherrill in 1909 as “envoy extraordinary and minister
plenipotentiary to Argentina,” where he was “directly responsible in increasing trade
between the two nations from $47 million to $80 million.”" Sherrill’s appointment
may have come about, in part, because of a ringing endorsement by Theodore
Roosevelt to the soon-to-be president, William H. Taft:

Sherrill does first-class work among both business men and labor men.
Sherrill is a mighty good fellow and a mighty efficient fellow...Permit me to
say something on his behalf. You will remember him as a Yale man, the
runner, and a very cultivated person.52

The complex Sherrill would, in this first decade of the century, begin a thirty year
odyssey of studying stained glass windows in Europe’s greatest medieval and Renais-
sance cathedrals. His four books on the subject received good reviews. New York
Times art critic, Ryan Walker commented: “Mr. Sherrill has an eye for the beauties of
nature and a cultivated taste for splendid architecture and knows how to paint vivid
pictures of the things he sees.” Sherrill himself spoke scores of times about “the
wonderful beauty that the stained glass window can alone reveal” and in the same
1908 Stained Glass Tours in France he called the 700-year old windows a place
“where light lies imprisoned.” He continued: “This harmony of colours, this melodi-
ous flowing of tone into tone is a glimpse vouchsafed to us all into the solemn mys-
tery that dwells within this enchanted bower of light”>* A year later, this time
describing Lincoln Cathedral’s “Bishop’s Eye” window, he wrote of “light and color,
the beauty of stained glass.” He wrote in reverential tones about: “...this rose win-
dow a jewel of the glazier’s art...the mason as well has added a wondrous charm by
the lightness of his stone traceries and the curious interpenetrated stone frame which
he has placed upon it

Sherrill wrote in a similar vein in his 1913 A Stained Glass Tour in Italy and
twenty years later wrote Mosaics, an eloquent description of 12thcentury decorations
made of small pieces of inlaid stone and glass and the “thrilling ‘naiveté’ of mosaics.”
He went on:” There is the child still lurking within all grown-ups. The Palermo
Cathedral...its greenish-gray mosaics... Abundant light makes Gay springlike interi-

9556

ors...

During these important years before Sherrill’s 1922 appointment to the IOC and
in between his frequent “stained glass tours,” the highly successful corporate lawyer
and American diplomat accepted a gold medal from a grateful Argentine government;
found reason to formally object to not being selected ambassador to Japan; spoke to
10,000 New Yorkers in the Madison Square Garden as representative of the “Busi-
ness Men’s Non-Partisan Anti-Tammany League” and addressed the American Man-
ufacturing Export Association on the need for an expanded Merchant Marine, as “war
clouds hang over Europe.”57 As State of New York Adjutant General, Sherrill wrote
to an ailing Theodore Roosevelt on August 28, 1918, informing him that the war
necessitated the drafting of “810,000 men from this state to the Federal Colors.”®
Following the holocaust of war, Sherrill wrote his friend, Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court, William Howard Taft (1857-1930) and received a prompt reply: “I
shall be very glad to join with you in efforts to promote the Yale Law School.”® The
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year was 1921, and Sherrill was on the edge of another appointment...a member of
that particular organization, the IOC.

Sherrill and The IOC Overwhelmed by Ennui, 1922-1932.

The IOC’s old concept of absolute and pure athletic amateurism for all competi-
tors in the modern Olympic Games was unenforceable. The untalented athlete was
never offered money. The born-wealthy champion needed none, while the skilled but
poor athlete frequently “surrendered” and took both the prize and the money. The
Games’ founder, Pierre de Coubertin (1863-1937), and most of his IOC, remained
passionate but imprecise about who was eligible and who was not. IOC members, all-
wealthy gentlemen during Coubertin’s twenty-nine years as president (1896-1925),
never stopped talking about amateurism. The circular, interminable discussions on the
subject seriously damaged the integrity of the committee, resulting in a type of intel-
lectual ennui and inefficiency. Way back in 1894, Coubertin and his people
employed a kind of Socratic methodology in asking seven questions about amateur-
ism in hopes such repetitions would elicit truths and definitions.®’ It didn’t work. At
the end of his tenure, at the 1925 Congress in Prague, the question of Olympic Games
eligibility remained equally elusive. “There is no denying the evidence,” said Cou-
bertin. Every single athlete entering the Olympic Games must take an “individual
solemn oath: that he has never accepted athletic prize money,” said Coubertin at this,
his last IOC meeting.61 This was the wondrous world in which the IOC and General
Sherrill faced in 1922. He adapted quickly and became one of the committee’s ideo-
logical and administrative leaders. After all, the former college sprint champion had,
for more than thirty years, been immersed in what S.W. Pope called Coubertin’s
“amateur ethos.”® The important American historian, William Milligan Sloane
(1850-1928), charter member of the IOC, saw in the 55-year-old Sherrill a kindred
spirit, someone from his own social and intellectual rank. and so recommended him
for IOC membership. “General Sherrill,” wrote Dr. Sloane to Coubertin: “..is a
retired diplomat ‘persona grattissma’ [person of highest honor]...with intense interest
in clean [amateur] sport....still in his prime, with ample living means [wealthy]. He
is a strong man.”®

William May Garland (1866-1948) and Sherrill attended their first IOC meeting
in Paris, 1922. They had hoped to convince Coubertin and his “court” to discuss the
possibility of Los Angeles as a future Olympic Games site. Little was done in what
must be the essential role of their committee. Instead, wearisome discussions took
place on the exact origins and the meanings of the two words, “Olympique” and
Olympiade.”64 It was too much of a “good’ thing.

The new IOC president, Henri Baillet-Latour, wrote no books nor was he a
scholar like Coubertin. But, as was their custom at both Executive Committee meet-
ings and full IOC gatherings, wrote historian Karl Lennartz, “they constantly spoke of
the amateur problem, which came up time and again. 63 Coubertin wrote of his last
IOC meeting in 1925 where “we opened the corpse cupboard and the amateurism
mummy and its retinue were taken out and studied again. ® Similar animated and
futile conversations about amateurism took place in the United States, on college
campuses and especially at AAU-AOC-AOA conventions. Gus Kirby. past president
of these three organizations, took 900 words in a New York Herald Tribune essay to
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say that the “overwhelmingly most important goal of amateur sport is to mold charac-
ter.”®’ The economic Depression in 1934 may have had something to do with the
outpouring of essays on the sanctity of unsullied athletic amateurism. President of all
three committees (AAU-AOC-AOA), Avery Brundage, saved almost everything that
crossed his table. For that one year 1934, he read and preserved scores of essays cov-
ering forty typewritten pages, all on amateurism.”® Brundage wrote Kirby a few
years later: “Athletic amateurism is one of the most important subjects in the world
of sport today.”69

The IOC seemed dumbstruck during this first decade of Sherrill’s membership
1922-1932. Some brilliant men were co-opted, but too often they appeared to be no
more than the idle rich seeking travel to exotic cities. Sherrill wrote Baillet-Latour on
September 1, 1925. The Belgian count was president and the General was on the IOC
Executive Committee: “The Maharajah of Kapurthalah, India, and I were lunching in
the Bois [Paris] with the President of the Republic. The Maharajah would make a
good 10C member.””’

This researcher has no intent to “paint with broad brush” the IOC members dur-
ing the 1920s as frivolous and empty-headed. But there was little business ambiance
about their meetings which were built around family excursions, cultural-musical-the-
atrical-gambling adventures, so much so that a neutral observer might miss the central
focus of this international sporting congress. It is a certainty that Mr. and Mrs. Sher-
rill took advantage of these lengthy overseas travels to prolong the trip with museum
studies, excursions to Europe’s stunning cathedrals, visitations with royalty and dip-
lomatic re-connections with many of Europe’s political, business, and military leaders
plus delightful sessions with aristocratic-royal acquaintances. Regrettably, with Sher-
till and other IOC members, the growing complexities of preparing for an Olympic
Games took second place. If the IOC, as an efficient management organization, had
not wholly ceased any progress in Sherrill’s first decade of membership, it was mov-
ing as if in some kind of somnambulate state.

An Assessment of Sherrill’s Fifteen Years on the IOC 1922-1936

General Sherrill attended as many AOC and AOA meetings as he was able, and
rarely missed an IOC meeting. His ego, his intelligence, and his commitment
remained high. His health was excellent, as well.”! Unlike some of his associates,
Sherrill in his own way, made his presence known at these gatherings, both domestic
and international. We know that Sherrill was eloquent on his feet and often a charis-
matic figure. Before fellow members of the combined USOC’s sub-committees, his
2500-word speech received great applause. You are a great organization, he said, as
is my “little known IOC.” The President of the United States will meet us at 12:30
this afternoon in the White House, he concluded.”” Sherrill kept Baillet-Latour
updated about American amateur athletic business, ever-lastingly a total mystery to
even the most knowledgeable of the European Olympic leaders. “The fight between
our American athletic organizations is over. The smoke has cleared away and the
fight was won by the AAU,” he wrote on December 7, 1926. A year later, he
informed Baillet-Latour (who probably understood very little): “Yesterday the great
insurgent body, the NCAA, voted to rejoin the AO0C.”"

Never one to be shy, Sherrill continued his trans-Atlantic voyages serving the
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10C’s Executive Committee, the broader IOC membership, and indulging himself by
seeking and gaining interviews with Europe’s national leaders. As well, he paid
“delightful” visits to museums and ancient cathedrals.”* Everlastingly seeking the
center of attention, Sherrill shared a similar temperament with Los Angeles real estate
millionaire, W.M. Garland. The third American IOC member. Ernest Lee Jahncke,
never once attended an overseas meeting. Sherrill shared dinner at the Yale Univer-
sity Club with his friend of thirty-five years, Walter Camp. “He’s still trim of figure,
and full of the same fire and dash...No one has done more for international sport than
Charlie Sherrill,” wrote the great football coach.” Even Coubertin was in debt to
Sherrill, the American general having proposed the Baron’s life honorary IOC presi-
dent upon Coubertin’s retirement in 1925. Wrote Coubertin: “On the proposal of
General Sherrill, my colleagues had appointed me ‘Honorary Life President of the
Olympic Games.” Specifying that this honour should never be conferred on any one
else after me.”’® Sherrill always admired such lovely trumpery.

From his Paris home in 1926, General Sherrill announced the establishment of
the New York University overseas Summer School of Fine Arts. Sherrill was an
energetic booster of the initiative. He paid for most of it.”” He was clever and ener-
getic enough, as well as sufficiently wealthy, to meld work with fun and frolic. At the
10C’s twenty-fifth session in Monaco in April of 1927, Sherrill and Garland lobbied
hard and successfully to bring the 1932 summer Olympics to Los Angeles.78 In 1931,
“The highest levels of New York City society” attended the Sherrill’s 25" wedding
anniversary at the Pierre Hotel. The one hundred guests enjoyed themselves, “seated
around an ‘S’-shaped table.”” Lastly, in the decade of the good life for the Sherrills,
President Hoover appointed this much-decorated lawyer and loyal Republican leader,
to the post of Minster to Turkey. It was March of 1932 and. awkwardly, Sherrill had
in that same month accepted the responsible title of “Chairman of the Fine Arts Com-
mittee for the Games of the Xth Olympiad in Los Angeles. He left for Ankara and
never made it to the Olympic Games.”*

Talent and Puffery: The IOC and Sherrill Reappraised, 1922-1936.

No one is even remotely close to perfect. The nearly perfect candidate for the
IOC - Sherrill in 1922 - was criticized by the highly respected director of the interna-
tional Y.M.C.A., Elwood S. Brown, who in a letter to Baron de Coubertin, wrote:

If he [Sherrill] goes to the IOC as a representative of the Kirby School of
thought and method, he will in no sense represent the national athletic life of
America but a rather particular undemocratic one which is entirely out of
working relationships with all [athletic governing bodies] that have flatly
declined to affiliate with the new undemocratic, AAU-controlled AOA.Y!

The point is not who was “right” and who was “wrong.” Decision-making by persons
in high places is often visible risk taken. For more than forty-five years, C.H. Sherrill
made decisions, many of them wise and, in retrospect, some ill advised. This research
effort has in no way attempted to minimize Sherrill’s puzzling decisions, nor does
history portray him as essentially injudicious. He was multi-talented. almost freneti-
cally busy, and often made controversial decisions, especially late in life. One of the
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dimensions of his life that stamp him and his character was a lifetime of mingling
with “famous” men and a parallel hero-worship of military and political leaders that
helped change the world. Sherrill was absolutely taken by Yale University track
coach Mike Murphy and by football coach Walter Camp. Hero-worship began early
with the young Sherrill, which in itself is no wrong thing. Hindsight is the greatest
historian and so we know that Sherrill lacked sufficient foresight in his admiration for
Theodore Roosevelt; David Lloyd George; Emperor Hirohito; General Paul von Hin-
denburg; Mustapha Kemal (Ataturk); King Haakon VII of Norway; Edward Benes,
President of Czechoslovakia; Benito Mussolini; Adolf Hitler and many others. Sher-
rill met with all of them and wrote praiseworthy essays, comments, and even full texts
about them.

Sherrill’s concept of history as essentially the actions of heroic supermen is not
unusual. Nowhere in Sherrill’s twenty-two books is there mention of historian Tho-
mas Carlyle (1795-1881) and his influential 1841 lectures “On Heroes, Hero-Wor-
ship, and the Heroic in History.” They were read around the world and Sherrill may
have read them. Much discredited by contemporary historians, the hero thesis was
strong in Sherrill’s day, a century ago. By reflection, Sherrill may have perceived
himself a “great man,” in the shadow pantheon of the rich, powerful, and therefore,
influential. French writer Claude Bernard (1813-1878) said that “Great men may be
compared to torches shining at long intervals to light up their time.”® Without any
hint at playing the psycho-historian, Sherrill believed himself a very special person -
a kind of “Roman” leader, someone who stands out from the crowd, and as the histo-
rian George Peabody Gooch said of Thomas Carlyle’s philosophy of history: “Like
the Calvinistic theologians, he thought that the elect were few.”®® Charles Sherrill,
almost surely, believed himself to be a member of the “elect.”

Veneration was very much part of Sherrill’s “ethos.” He dedicated one of his
books to his parents and to those “Lands where veneration of ancestors is the corner-
stone of civilization.”® Sherrill was talented, vain to the point of exasperation to
many that knew him, and stamped himself as a significant person in several disparate
domains. There must have been others like him. Thus no easy assessment of the man
would be historically sound. Sherrill was forever “star-struck” in the presence of
famous men. He wrote his Yale University classmate, the Chief Justice of the United
States Supreme Court and former U.S. president, William Howard Taft:

We are here at Skibo Castle, Scotland, at the home of Andrew Carnegie and
Mrs. Carnegie. We Yale men are much delighted at your selection as Chief
Justice. When I come home may I call upon you to talk about bettering the
Yale Law School?*

Sherrill’s wanderings took him far afield, interviewing great men of substance in a
dozen countries, never criticizing but always using the terms “astute,” “quickly-dar-
ing,” “enlightened,” and “a fighting man with intelligence.”86 Sherrill never traveled
to Japan, but he met the new emperor, Hirohito in Paris and called him and his family
“a symbol of stability . . . providing a bulwark against bolshevism.”’ While in Istan-
bul as ambassador, Sherrill wrote his Yale friend and mentor, the productive scholar,
William Lyon Phelps (1865-1943): “Dear Old Bill: I got a personal telegram from
Mussolini [and] a cordial letter of thanks from Hindenburg for the way that I talked of

EEINT3



An Analysis of an ‘Over-Crowded Worried Life’ 153

him. Not bad, eh what?”**

“What an eagle is Mustafa Kemal Ataturk the Victorious,” wrote Sherrill in his
1934 A Year's Embassy to Mustafa Kemal.® ° Upon leaving Turkey, it is not surpris-
ing that the Istanbul press called Sherrill a remarkable American who showed the
world something of “the most political phenomena of modern times - Kemal.™ In
another rhapsodical biography, The Purple or the Red (1924), Sherrill said that the
world must choose between the “purple” or “ardent nationalism of Benito Mussolini”
or the unfaltering evil, the “International Menace of Bolshevism.”™" There’s so much
more of this fluff and flummery, and for Ambassador-IOC member Sherrill, mighty
good times. While in Belgium in the spring of 1934, King Leopold “received’ Sherrill
and the two conversed for three-quarters of an hour, the first audience King Leopold
had given to an American.”” Sherrill left members of the press breathless in 1935,
praising the old dictator Mussolini and saying nice things about Hitler.

As was his way, Sherrill sailed to Europe in March of 1935, to do Olympic busi-
ness and to interview Mussolini. He did both, with controversy attached to each.
Sherrill no longer felt the urgency of the IOC becoming involved in the “German Jew
problem.” As well, Sherrill’s stand that America should compete in Berlin hardened.
Olympic historian Stephen R. Wenn noted Sherrill’s complete turnabout from 1933 to
1935, took aim at Sherrill who said at this late date that the issue was “the concern of
the German Olympic Committee alone” and not that of the American or any other
government.” Wenn’s skepticism-cynicism is well-founded, but there was in the
mind and heart of Sherrill a world of difference between 1933 and 1935. a time period
which saw Hitler move from a violence-disposed revolutionary to “Der Fiihrer.” The
runaway hero-worshiping Sherrill was much impressed. He wrote:

I was Hitler’s personal guest for four days in mid-September of 1935 .. . It
was beautiful! You could almost hear the units click, as each fitted into
place, exactly on time.”*

Lastly, on events in 1935, historian Wenn wrote that

... Sherrill. . . fought for, and accepted ‘tokenism’ in terms of Jewish partic-
ipation . . . He did a real flip-flop on the question as to whether the Jewish
participation question was an integral domestic matter for Germany. He
knew the situation in terms of discrimination against Jewish athletes, and did
not ‘come clean’ with voting members of the AAU”

Good historian that he is, Wenn never mentions hero-worship as a Sherrill motive.
But then few have read Sherrill’s privately published My Story, where he concludes
with the telling remark that it is far better “for me to become a hero-worshipper than
to continue a critic.””®

Although not always having laudable human traits, Sherrill was unflagging in his
multiple enterprises, toweringly egotistical, loyal to his IOC - and, within the param-
eters of his own upbringing - sensitive and responsive to the larger Olympic Move-
ment. Garland wrote Brundage on August 7, 1935: “I'm sure that you know,” he
wrote, that “General Sherrill loves the lirnelight.”97 Kirby, everlastingly seeking the
always elusive IOC membership, wrote Brundage in that same year: “All that he
[Sherrill] thinks and cares about is Charles Sherrill.”® Almost nothing is simple. The
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very highly esteemed president of Columbia University, Nicholas Murray Butler
(1862-1947) said of his friend Sherrill: “His life has been one of earnest efforts to
play the part of a high-minded citizen.””’

Reflections and Conclusions

General Sherrill was a “big player” during the 1933-1936 attempts to boycott the
so-called “Nazi Olympics.” Early in these efforts, Sherrill stood astride the two
camps, i.e., the U.S. should participate but only if the German government and its
Olympic Committee made clear declarations regarding Jewish citizen participation.
Sherrill wavered even more following what he felt were principled declarations. By
1935 and until his death on the eve of the Olympic Games, he became convinced that
the American Olympic Committee had but one duty, to select the best team and send
them to the Olympic Games. Never for a moment did Sherrill contemplate an Ameri-
can boycott of the 1936 Olympic Games. His resolve on this issue hardened as the
Berlin festival approached. It is what “my IOC wishes.” The U.S. should be in the
German capital, Sherrill told the Advertising Club of New York on October 31,
1935."% Sherrill must have been aware that he had compromised principle regarding
German Jewish participation. Possibly it bothered him greatly; possibly such disquiet
may have contributed to his sudden fatal heart attack in June of 1936.

Sherrill’s lineage, autobiographies and biographical sketches, are less specula-
tive. He was proud of his Anglo-Saxon heritage. Mrs. Sherrill was exceedingly
proud to be a member of the Society of Mayflower descendants. General Sherrill
spoke frequently and with pride, that both of them were “blue-blood” Americans,
comfortable in the company of royalty, aristocracy, high military, and very much “at
home” in the presence of elite art connoisseurs, prominent scholars and, for him,
those men that embodied most of the above. Sherrill avoided excessive hubris by
always using the third-person in his Sherrill Genealogy. ‘Charles Sherrill,” he wrote,
“was decorated by nine foreign governments” as well as forty honourary societies,
political, philanthropic, and athletic organizations, as well as the “Athenaeum, St.
James and Leander of London; Union, Travelers, Polo, and St. Cloud Golf of
Paris.”'”" None of these honours and privileges came close to his induction at the
very end of his life, into the Academic Diplomatique Internationale. Walter Little-
field wrote a praise-filled book review of Sherrill’s 1934 A Year’s Embassy to Mus-
tufa Kemal, and said of the author:

General Sherrill, virtuoso in various fields-statecraft, belles-letters, art, sport
[provided a book] serious and whimsical, analytical, impressionistic, at
times pragmatic, philosophical, and gracefully written.'”?

As was Sherrill’s hero worshiping way, he called the Turkish subject of his biography
“Kemal the Victorious...who today has no superior in the field of statesmanship any-
where.”'” Similar rhapsodical writings came from Sherrill’s pen about other “great
men” of his personal acquaintance: Lloyd George; German prime minister, Joseph
Wirth; “the great Japanese diplomat and Harvard University graduate, Viscount
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Kaneko”; and, of course, Benito Mussolini and Adolf Hitler. With regard to the
former, Sherrill did himself no service in the eyes of future historians in a 1935
address before the Italian Chamber of Commerce at the Biltmore Hotel in New York
City:

Mussolini is a man of courage, in a world of ‘pussyfooters.” I am here today
to speak for a man I have long known and admired, for a gallant father...and
also father of that amazing creation of his brain and heart-the New Italy, now
rescued from Red communism. I wish to God he’d come over here and have
a chance to do that same thing.'”*

Sherrill remained always wonderfully talented but a poor futurist visionary. He was,
like most of us, a product of his family environment and early years. He was neither
saint nor sinner and led an event-filled life beyond the capabilities of most, elevated
much above the social, educational and financial opportunities enjoyed by most.

In this effort at biographical comprehensiveness, Sherrill’s “event-filled” life
1886-1922 - from his halcyon days at Yale until his selection onto the IOC -the
record must project a person of nearly unlimited physical energy, charismatic, intel-
lectual, ambitious, with pride spilling over to egotism. He used material and psychi-
cal resources to further his own agenda. He was recognized by some close friends as
selfishly self-centered. On the subject of Sherrill, William May Garland wrote to
Brundage in early August 1935:

I have a sense of delicacy and hesitation in offering any criticism. If you
know him as well as I do, you would register surprise, but be lenient. It is a
well known fact that Sherrill loves the lirnelight...105

If he was not born wealthy, Sherrill made a great deal of money in his “on and off’
legal career of more than thirty years. His two ambassadorships to Turkey and
Argentina; his wartime responsibilities and as dual board chairman of two major busi-
ness corporations increased his stature as well as his income. His forty years’ alle-
giance to Yale and New York Universities as well as a skillful and deep commitment
to the state and national Republican Party resulted in major connections and personal
satisfaction. Of urgent and great importance were his earnest allegiances to the
national and international Olympic Committees. He lived at least the sum of two per-
sons’ successful lives. As a young man, Sherrill was coached by Yale legend,
Michael C. Murphy, who introduced him to the “superior crouch start.”'% Some-
times mercurial, almost always overly prideful, Sherrill was, as a writer, best when
describing objects of art, especially his beloved cathedral stained-glass windows.

Charles Sherrill was far from a blameless figure. He was talented, complicated,
vain and never beatific in his many human interactions. Those that criticize him must
do so with specific allegations, just as those who praise his every word and action
know little about this IOC member. He worked very hard in his life, and, as far as we
know, earned an honest fortune. Coupled already with “genteel” birth, he was fortu-
nate to have for forty years enormous discretionary time. It seemed he used the time
well. The main thesis of this paper was to show the variegated ways in which he used
this “free” time, especially his thirty-six year connection with the Olympic Games,
1900 until the edge of the Berlin Games.
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The IOC, aristocratic, wealthy gentlemen spent a disproportionate amount of
time defining the words “amateurism” and “professionalism,” discussing by the hour
the absolute necessity of only amateurs in their Olympic Games, and by implication
(and frequently overtly) the alleged evils of professional competitive games. “Bro-
ken-time” compensation seemed a perpetual topic discussed, a never-solved dilemma
for aspiring unwealthy Olympic athletes. The wheel turned and the IOC found little
to praise nor could they even define “semi-professional sport.” To the horror of most,
the topic of “competitions between amateurs and professionals” was given short shrift
at these Olympic Congresses, IOC Executive Committee and full IOC meetings dur-
ing the 1920’s. Loyal members Garland and Sherrill were there and made appropriate
comments about their native U.S. A careful look at the “Garland tile” reveals that his
overwhelming IOC agenda was to get for his beloved city of Los Angeles the summer
Olympic Games of 1924; and if not that, the 1928 Games and if not that then the
Games of the Tenth Olympiad in 1932. He was aided in a real way by Charles Sher-
rill in obtaining the latter.'” There is no way by any standard quantitative or qualita-
tive measurement, that one can say that the International Olympic Committee, during
the long decade of 1922-1932, was an effective, goal-oriented and efficient organiza-
tion. Whatever “good” they engendered and whatever unhinged announcements
came from that committee leadership, General Sherrill was always there. The Olym-
pic “movement” was important to him.

Sherrill served the IOC from 1922-1936, more than half of that time on the Exec-
utive Committee (1927-1936). Attendance at these European continent meetings
necessitated many weeks away from home every year and involved long and very
expensive luxury sailing crossings and first-class rail travel. He could afford the
money, and, apparently, the time. He arrived early and stayed late in his travels with
Mrs. Sherrill...researching libraries, museums, cathedrals, and indulging in another
passion- audiences with the “rich and famous.” In his first year, 1922, he informed
the IOC that many in the U.S. were angry that Los Angeles had not been given serious
consideration for either the 1924 or the 1928 Olympic Games. At the Rome 1923
I0C get-together, Sherrill proposed changes in Olympic rowing and fencing, and
joined Garland’s strident voice in demanding a “future Los Angeles Olympic
Games.” During the next seven months, the Sherrills were in Europe. Returning
home in April of 1925, Sherrill told his colleagues on the AOC-AOA and the press
that “Amsterdam will host the 1928, and Los Angeles the 1932 Olympic Summer
Games.” The General and Mrs. Sherrill were in the Hague for a 1926 Executive
Committee meeting, followed by visits to “stained glass factories in Vienna, Germany
and Italy.” That same year he found time to instruct a New York Times journalist that
American professional sport is so corrupt that it will “make amateur sport cleaner”
He failed to detail precisely how this might come about. The 1927 IOC session in
Monaco was notable with a Sherrill announcement that an American ship would
transport European Olympic athletes across the sea, through the Panama Canal and to
Los Angeles in the summer of ‘32, and at no cost to them. At this Monaco meeting,
the April 14 NYT wrote that (of course) the Sherrills would be house guests of the
Prince of Monaco. The third American on the IOC during part of this time period was
the mysterious millionaire from New Orleans, Ernest Lee Jahncke. He was dismissed
from IOC membership in 1936, but as far back as March of 1929, Baillet-Latour
received a Sherrill letter, dated March 13, 1929, noting that . . .“your proposal...nomi-
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nating Mr. Irving Brokaw [figure skater and artist] to take the place of Commodore
Jahncke.”'” There’s a great deal more. Jahncke refused to resign and was “fired’ in
1936.

History is the careful recapitulation of significant past events; and, hopefully,
those that practice the craft are able to do so with a high level of scientific disinterest-
edness. Selective history is not history. It is an effort to follow a predetermined
agenda. In all dimensions of history, including good biography, the whole range of
events must be studied; and, with biography, all important “good and bad’ happen-
ings about someone must be considered. All of the above need to be brought to the
forefront regarding the IOC during the 1920s and early 1930s and the same with C.H.
Sherrill. The General possessed sufficient monies and nearly unlimited physical and
intellectual energies during his fifteen years as IOC member and Executive Commit-
tee policy maker. Olympic Games historians fault Sherrill for bluster and contradic-
tory, puzzling decision-making during the crisis years of 1933-1936, and they are
correct. This research paper has attempted to look at more than half a century of the
man’s active life and to do so thoroughly and accurately, allowing the reader to assess
the man as they see fit. And the same is true of the actions and inactions of the IOC.

There is something to be said about being a member of the rich and famous, and
befriending successful men and women everywhere. The cultural Fine Arts Competi-
tion at the Los Angeles Olympic Games in 1932 might have been the best ever, before
or since. Sherrill’s friends served as judges, world art experts from the American
Federation of Arts; the Fogg Museum at Harvard University; the Washington, D.C.,
Corcoran Gallery; the Art Institute of Chicago; New York City’s Museum of Modern
Art; Los Angeles and Yale University Art Museums.'"’ Sherrill knew no other
behaviour.

The IOC lumbered along during this decade, a prisoner of its narrow and there-
fore insulated past. They were not “evil” men who pronounced vague discriminatory,
disconnected diatribes about the horrors of athletic professionalism as compared to
the “pure motives” of amateur athletes. Most of these men were incapable of seeing
and therefore understanding that there existed a “gray” area in between. Sherrill was
an exceptionally intelligent person; but, like most, he did not possess the prescience to
look far into the future. A certain Dora Thornton wrote a Ph.D. dissertation on Italian
Renaissance Scholars, their personal libraries, how they wrote, even the very desks on
which they collated their body of knowledge. There are 200 illustrations accompany-
ing the text, which concludes with a sweeping statement that might also be a fair
description of Charles Sherrill, and possibly, many of us. “This book,” wrote Thorn-
ton, “has shown how inviting friends, fellow collectors and rivals into one’s study
was a particular form of social communication.”""!

Endnotes

1. Sherrill’s full athletic career is detailed in Lewis Sheldon Welch and Walter
Camp, Yale - Her Campus, and Athletics (Boston: L.C. Page and Co., 1899), pp.
615-620. Sherrill’s track coach, the most famous in the land, Michael Murphy,
wrote “The crouching start was first introduced by me...in 1887...and Charles
H. Sherrill was the athlete who first demonstrated its superiority.” See Michael
C. Murphy, Athletic Training (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1918), p.32.
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2.

Only the title and year of publication will be listed of Sherrill’s 22 books:
a. Stained Glass Tours in France (1908)

b. Stained Glass Tours in England (1909)

c. The Pan-Americanism of Henry Clay, Sarmiento and Root (1909)
d. A Stained Glass Tour in Italy (1913)

e. The South American Point of View (1914)

f. French Memories of Eighteenth-Century America (1915)

g. Modernizing the Monroe Doctrine (1916)

h. Have We a Far Eastern Policy? (1920)

i. Korea and Shantung Versus White Peril (1920)

j. Prime Ministers and Presidents (1922)

k. Stained Glass Tours in Spain and Flanders (1924)

1. The Purple or the Red (1924)

m. Stained Glass Tours in Germany, Austria and the Rhinelands (1927)
n. Bismark and Mussolini (1931)

0. Sherrill Genealogy (1932)

p- Mosaics in Italy, Palestine, Syria, Turkey and Greece (1933)

q. Trois Hommes: Kamal, Roosevelt, Mussolini (1934)

r. Mustafa Kemal: [‘homme, l‘oeuvre, le pays (1934)

s. Some Old Kyoto Gardens (1935)

t. Roosevelt and Mussolini (1936)

u. American Track Athletes (?)

v. My Story Book (autobiography) (1937)

See The National Cyclopaedia of American Biography, 37 (1951), pp. 21-22;
also, Who Was Who 1929-1940, volume 3, p.1229; The New York Times [NYT],
June 26, 1936, p. 19, and The Washington Post [WP], June 26, 1936, p. 7. Sher-
rill’s autobiography, My Story Book (1937), and his The Sherrill Genealogy
(1932) are essential readings in order to understand the full measure of the man.
The book is of course, “slanted.”

See Sherrill’s My Story Book, privately published in 1937 and located at Yale
University, Sterling Library [hereafter Sterling], p. 347.
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