





















































State of Arkansas

July 10, 2000

The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of the United States
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We are writing you as Arkansans who have all had the opportunity to serve their state as

Governor and continue to serve in many ways. This matteris of urgent interest to the citizens
of Arkansas.

As Arkansas’ only teaching hospital, UAMS is the foundation for training of physicians,
pharmacists, nurses and allied health professionals statewide. Although located in Little Rock,
approximately 50% of University Hospital’s patients come from outside Puiaski County. This
institution is in a financial crisis. It is critical to the future healthcare and economic development

of the state, that every effort be made to support the finaacial stability of this institution ---- now
and long-term.

Our state has submitted a proposal to the Health Care Financing Admiuistration (HCFA) to
establish desperately needed supplemental Medicaid payments for the state’s only academic
health center, the University of Arkansas for Medical Sciences (UAMS). Our proposal is for
rate enhancements that are perfectly legal under current law. However, HCFA is preparing to
issue a regulatory change that will severely limit our ability to provide these critical payments,
due to concemns about abuses by some states that are completely unrelated to our proposal. We
are taking the extraordinary step of asking for your Lelp in cosuring that the regulatory change
does not in any way impact what we propose to do in Arkansas.

We carnot over-emphasize the importance of this proposal to the provision of medizal carein
our state. UAMS serves as the comerstone of our health care system, providing complex



specialty care not available elsewhere, training the next generation of doctors (a significant
percentage of whom remain in the state to serve its population) and providing enormous
amounts of uncompensated care to the state’s uninsured and underinsured residents.

All of this care is costly and under-reimbursed, to the extent it is reimbursed at all. Most other
states have been zble to assist their teaching hospitals in providing this care through the
Medicaid Disproportionate Share Hospital (DSH) program. However, in 1991 Congress s‘rictly

limited the amount that states may pay hospitals through DSH, which was further limited by the
Balanced Budget Act 1997.

Arkansas is consequently prohibited from paying anywhere near UAMS’ uncompensated costs
through DSH. As a result, UAMS receives annual DSH payments of under $54,000, and
statewide the federal DSH allotment is only $2 million (out of a total of §9 billion nationwide).
Meanwhile, teaching hospitals in neighboring states receive DSH payments of $77 million

(University of Mississippi), $80 million (University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston) and
even $106 million (Louisiana State University).

UAMS is facing a severe budgetary crisis, due to a combination of factors, which threatens its
ability to continue to serve as an essential heaith care safety net provider in the future. In FY

1999 UAMS lost $18 million and for FY 2000, UAMS is projecting a $30 million loss. 1fthis
trend is not reversed, the very existence of University Hospital is in jeopardy. The University

and the state are doing everything we can to alleviate this crisis. But our Medicaid proposal is
an essential element of our plan to ensure UAMS’ future viability.

Our proposal does not implicate any of the apparent state abuses of Medicaid that we
understand have led HCFA to develop the regulatory change. The entire amount of the
proposed payments will go to UAMS and will stay with UAMS. Although the non-federal
share of the payments will be funded through funds in the UAMS budget rather than general
state revenues, these are transfers fully authorized by federal law. After the payments are made,
none of the federal funds will be returned to the state Medicaid program or the state general
fund - they will all remain with the hospital to cover the costs of Medicaid-eligible care
provided. In skori, our proposal simply does not involve any inappropriate recycling of
Sfederal funds or other game-playing that has so disturbed HCFA to date. Our unfortunate

timing, however, has found us caught in a much larger controversy over which we have no
control.

We ask for your help in ensuring that Arkansas’ proposal is approved and allowed to take effect
permanently. We do not have the history of Medicaid abuses that plague the records of other
states. In fact, we have been disadvantaged by not moving quickly enough to claim federal
Medicaid funds to which we would otherwiss have been eatitled. We do not in any way
condone the apparent abuses that have gone on in other states. In cur case, this funding is very
critical to UAMS’ future. These monies will not be used for any other propose than assisting
UAMS. We ask for your assistance in ensuring that HCFA’s impending action does not restrict
our ability to implement these supplemental payments fcr UAMS.
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The Honorable Peter J. Visclosky, Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development
House Appropnations Committee

1016 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

RE: FY 2001 Appropriations for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects

Dear Ranking Member Visclosky:

As Members of the Northern California Delegation. we are writing to request the
Subcommittee provide funds in its FY 2001 Energy and Water Development
appropnations bill for two 1999 WRDA-authonzed Army Corps of Engineers projects:
$3 million for the wetlands restoration project at the former Hamilton Army
Airfield, and $20 million for the Port of Oakland 50 foot dredging.

In addition, we also support inclusion of the following funds to complete studies
associated with managing these programs and the federal-state Long Term Management
Strategy (LTMS) for Dredge Disposal program: $200,000 to complete the LTMS;
$200,000 for a reconnaissance level study to expand the Hamilton project to include
adjacent property; and $200,000 to NOAA to evaluate opportunities for habitat
enhancement using dredged materials in the San Francisco estuary area.

For a decade, a bipartisan consensus has existed among the Northem Califomnia
delegation that the economic vitality of the region — and the Nation - depend on the
effective and reliable dredging of northem Califomia’s port facilities. In addition, we
have agreed that the gridlock that has sometimes held up such dredging, which has
resulted in adverse economic impacts, can be broken through innovative dredge disposal

solutions. For this reason, although they are separate projects, the Hamilton and Oakland
projects are vitally and importantly related.

As you know, the Nation's economy and economic growth depends in substantial
measure on our ability to ensure efficient and cost-effective transshipment of the
intermodal freight that cames so much of our import and export commodities.
Projections indicate that growth of such cargo with nations on the Pacific Rim will
eventually overwhelm the ability of West Coast U.S. ports to handle the traffic
efficiently. Unless capacity on our West Coast expands, such traffic will eventually
migrate to Canada or Mexico, or be bogged down by substantial delays. The Port of



Oakland project is a cntical component of a strategy to boost this aspect of our national
infrastructure.

To meet this requirement, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ proposes to dredge the Port
of Oakland channels in northern California to a depth of 50 feet. This deepening will
accommodate the newest generations of deep-draft container ships. and allow them to
arrive in Oakland fully laden with cargo, rather than sailing light or waiting, inefficiently,
for the tides to create sufficient water to handle the draft of the vessels. At its own
expense, the Port will invest more than seven hundred million dollars 1n infrastructure
that will both double the size of its facilities and include a state-of-the-art “joint
intermodal terminal” facility to facilitate container transfer to rail for transcontinental
shipment. This combination of improvements taken together creates the synergy
necessary to maximize the benefits of the Port of Oakland “‘gateway™ for the Nation.

The cosubenefit analysis on this project demonstrates the robust return that the Nation
will receive on its investment. This is no marginal project -- it is critical to our national
economic well-being. Forthis reason, the Corps of Engineers has worked closely with
the Port to move the dredging project forward on an accelerated schedule. Congress
agreed that the project was vital and last year included it in the Water Resources
Development Act of 1999.

In order to get construction started in a manner that is timely to this urgent national
requirement, we must getstarted in FY 2001 to meet the urgent timetable. To do that,
Congress must appropriate the funds to start construction in the 2001 Fiscal Year
appropnation cycle.

The second project would develop the former Hamilton Army Airfield as a wetland
restoration project. The Corps of Engineers, working with the State Coastal Conservancy
as a local sponsor, would utilize dredge material to restore the property to a tidal marsh.
This is a key element of the federal-state partnership known as the Long Term
Management Strategy for Dredge Disposal.

Earlier this decade, Congress authonized and appropriated funds to construct the very
successful Sonoma Baylands Wetlands Demonstration Project. That project
demonstrated that we can use dredge material to jump-start wetland restoration processes
throughout the Bay. This can lead to critical habitat restoration and provide a proper
balance of growth and environmental protection. One essential element of that plan is to
use matenal at Hamilton from the Oakland harbor-deepening project — the most
significant dredging project in the San Francisco Estuary for some time to come. These
projects constitute one of those areas where industry and the environmental community
have come together in common cause. Itis truly a win-win for both, and the Congress
has taken the lead in collaboration with the Corps in moving this strategy forward.

Despite the overwhelming ment of the two projects and the strong support by the Corps
of Engineers, the administration has disappointingly declined to include either project in
its budget submission for FY 2001. We urge the Subcommittee to correct this



unfortunate shortcoming, and put these projects back on schedule as envisioned doing in
WRDA 1999. Very seldom do we have such a clear opportunity to accommodate
cconomic growth and improve the environment simultaneously.

We thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this request. We cannot overstate how
imponrtant these projects are to the economic well being of the Nation and our State. They
are modest investments in the future of our economy, but ones that will create enormous
dividends for current and future generations of Amencans.

Sincerely,
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cc: Chairman Ron Packard. House Energy and Water Appropriations
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Senator Joe Lieberman on President Clinton
August 7, 2000

“Most productive Presidency in more than a generation”
o “This presidency has been the most productive presidency in more than a generation in the
United States of America.” [New Democratic Dinner, 6/28/2000)

Praised for “trust and credibility” in Middle East Peace Process

e “Lieberman praised Clinton for agreeing to bring the two sides to Camp David and then for
spending so much time trying to broker an agreement. ‘No other person in the world enjoys
the trust and the credibility that he does among the Israelis and the Palestinians,’ he said.”
[Hartford Courant, 7/26/2000)

“A progressive, restless, ambitious leader of government”

o “'This is Bill Clinton, the progressive, restless, ambitious leader of government,’” said Sen.
Joseph L. Lieberman, a Connecticut Democrat. ‘ The great thing is that because of the
surplus he can do it all.’” [Baltimore Sun, 1/28/2000)

President speaks “language of faith” to unify nation

e “This moming I thank God, particularly for the gift that God has given you, Mr. President,
to speak the language of faith, as you have at moments of crisis in our history over the last
seven years, in a way that is powerfully unifying and inclusive.” [National Prayer Breakfast,
2/3/2000)

Credits President with leading the nation to embrace our best values

e “We have come together under the leadership of President Clinton in recent years to
embrace some of our best values by enacting, for instance, new laws and prograras that help
the poor by reforming welfare; that protect the innocent by combating crime; and that
testore responsibility and trust by balancing our budget.” [National Prayer Breakfast, 2/3/2000)

“Made peace in places where most people thought it was impossible”

e “Mr. President, Mrs. Clinton, 1 want to particularly pray for you this morning, as we begin a
session of Congress and you begin the final year of this extraordinary administration. God
has given you gifts that you have used so magnificently in the service of the people of this
country; indeed, of the people of the world, literally raising up millions of our fellow citizens
and making peace in places where most people thought that was impossible.” [National Prayer
Brealfast, 2/3/2000] g

Clear vision and extraordinary leadership

e “None of this would have happened, not the New Democratic Coalition, not the Senate New
Democratic Coalition, not the New Democratic Network, if it had not been for the clear
vision and extraordinary leadership of the man we are here to honor tonight; the man who

might be called the George Washington of the New Democratic Movement, President Bill
Clinton.” [New Democratic Dinner, 6/28/2000)

WJC HANDWRITING
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Transformed values and ideals into programs that revive America

o “President Bill Clinton, there at the creation of the Democratic Leadership Council, the new
Democratic movement, helping to formulate the ideals of that movement, carmed those
1deals into his 1992 campaign as its centerpiece, and has stayed for the last seven years
faithful to the values and ideals and goals of the new Democratic movement. And more
than that, has used the extraordinary political skills of leadership that he has in transforming
those values and ideals into programs that have revived America, And you can measure it
not just in the extraordinary surplus numbers that I've talked about, but in the lives of people
in this country -- tens of millions who have jobs today, who didn't have them in 1992; tens
of millions more who are so much better off in the jobs they have than they were in 1992;
millions and millions have come off the welfare rolls and are now working and living
satisfied lives. And you could go on and on.” [New Democratic Dinner, 6/28/2000)

“Strong, steady, progressive and humane leadership”

e “I'm very proud of the things that we've been able to accomplish together over the last
several years, working particularly under the strong, steady, progressive and humane
leadership of President Bill Clinton and the great vice president and next president, Al

Gore.” [Remarks to Connecticut AFL-CIO, 8/7/2000]

Leadership has transformed America
e “The reality is that the President's leadership has transformed our party and our country.
And, actually, he's taken it now intemnational and has transformed the leadership of a whole

series of other countries in Europe and the world, modemizing the progressive movement.”
[New Democratic Dinner, 6/28/2000)

Strong economy would not come without President Clinton

e “We now have a projected 10-year surplus of $4.2 trillion. Itis astounding. And in this
particular year we are going from a projection in 1993, if I remember correctly, of a deficit
of almost $500 billion, to the reality of a surplus of well over $200 billion. It is nothing
short of amazing. And I think — though, as card-carrying new Democrats, we believe and
acknowledge that growth comes ulmately from the private sector, but it simply would not
have come without the leadership that President Clinton and Vice President Gore have given
our country over the last seven years.” [New Democratic Dinner, 6/28/2000)




THIRTY-FOURTH REPUBLICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION 113

REMARKS BY THE FIRST LADY OF THE UNITED STATES
NANCY REAGAN

Thank'you very much. Thank you. Thank you. Thank you very much. Thank
you. Eight years ago . . . eight years ago I stood here with my family in this same
dress, as a matter of fact — I do hang on — when my husband was nominated for
the first time.

And four years ago I stood up here and thanked you for all that you’ve done
for me, not knowing that I was going to have a chance to do it again. But you've
given us such a wonderful life, a life that I really never dreamed possible.

. And it’s the most an extraordinary feeling to represent a nation aud its people.
And I can never thank you enough for all the experiences and memories that you’ve
made possible.

The last eight years have been the most fulfilling ones of my life. Tom
mentioned the drug letters that I have received and the program that has meant so
much to me, but you really gave me that chance, and youreally gave me the chance
to be more than I thought I could be and brought something out in me that I didn’t
know was there. And you helped me, and I thank you a great deal for that. And
you’ve always been there for us. (Applause and cheers.)

And it’s true there were some rough times for my husband and me. But as 1
said to you four years ago, I always felt that I could draw on you for your support
and your affection, and I did draw on you a great deal, more than you knew, and I
thank you for that, too.

Now, I'm sure that this will be the last time that I speak before a Republican
convention. My husband’s and my time on the center stage of Republican politics
1s passing, one era is ending, another is beginning. But before I go, I want to thank
you for all the years that you've worked for us on our behalf, so many years really.
I’'ll miss you. I'll never forget you. So good night and God bless. (Applause and
cheers.)

THE TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN OF THE CONVENTION. — Thank you,
Mrs. Reagan. You have honored this convention with your presence and the
country with your dedication and devotion.

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask you now, please, to sit back, relax and for the
next few minutes enjoy a film outlining the achievements of the Reagan years,
starring, of course, two people we cherish, President and Mrs. Reagan.

’

(Whereupon a Phil Dusenberry film, ‘‘The Reagan Years,”’ was shown.
Included were highlights of the President’s acceptance speech at the 1984 Repub-
lican National Convention; the economic recovery experienced by the country in
the past eight years; the renewed respect America enjoys around the world; and the
surge of support the President gained from young Americans. Those speaking
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New York
May 24, 2000

First, I know my time with you in the oval office will have & lasting impact on me personally.
Thank you for the effort you have made to forge our friendship.

As promised, here 1s the synopsts of the big 1dea we talked about — A Community Dept.—smal!
in the beginning -- in every ¢clementary, middle and high school in America.

At the turn of the last century Teddy Roosevelt was frustrated by the lack of physical
development of our nation’s youth. His usc of the bully pulpit and specific actions led to the
“Phys Ed"” Depl. that exists in every schon! today. His visioh has impacted virtually cvery one of
us growing up in America today. Iautached an article Roosevelt wrote on the subject. Jtreveals a
thoughtful lcader committed to shaping the whole person.

This new century calls for a new vision that will build character in a new way.

\What we know?
1) Young PPeople are al risk in so many ways
2) Parcnts want more help shaping their kids
3) Schools is the best infrastructure to carry this out
4)  Woc have to get them when they are young and keep it going.
S) Woe have (ested this in 150 Schools and is 4 huge success

What would a Community Dept. do?

1) Build Unity and a sense Community in the school. School-wide projccts that bring the
school together. For example- a town hall meeting run by the students. Get students Lo
know each other- outside their cliques- build feeling ot unity

2) Administer curriculums for Community Projcet Classes. Students would be required to
do 2 one scmester Community Project with a team of five diverse students. Tcachers
would tacilitate but the project would be student owned and created. Like an Eagle Scout
project they build a specific plan and get measured results. Students would carry out
such a project once in clementary school- once in middle school and once in high school.
This is so much better then mandatory Community Service- which feels more like a
prison sentence- and 1s not student owned or created.

3) The Department head would also be responsible for linking Parents and local businesses
snd organizations to the “Student Community™ that they have fostered.

How would a Community Dept. be formed and paid for?

1) Re-positon the best guidance counselor as the Community Director. This is the person
most widely liked by students and teachers. It will be an honor to be chosen- a [ull time
pesition hike an Athletic Director. Then a group ef four teachers are chosen as
Community Coaches. They receive stipends like sports coaches. They are trained and
tcach the Community Project Classes. They fit these classes into their cxisting teaching
schedule like teachers who teach Drivers Ed or any other special classes. They will also
reeruit student leaders (Captains) from all cliques and work atfter school like a sports

caach to facilitate the school-wide efforts.
2) The total incremental cost per school would be less than $15,000 for stipends and

training,.

This provides a structure for students of all sges to shape who they are by taking action together.

PHOTOCOPY
WJC HANDWRITING
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Theodore Roosevelt (1858-1919), The Strenuous Life. 1900.

VI

CHARACTER AND SUCCESS
PUBLISLIED IN THE "OUTLOOK," MARCH 31, 1900

A YAR or two ago | was speaking to a famous Yale professor. one of thc most noted
scholars in the country, and onec who is even more than a scholar, becausc he is in
every sense of the word a man. We had been discussing the Yale-Harvard foot-ball
teams, and he remarked of a certain player: "] told them not to take him, for he was
slack in his studics, and my experience is that, as a rule, the man who is slack in his
studies will be slack 1n his foot-ball work; 1t is character that counts in both."

Bodily vigor is good, and vigor of intellect is even better, but far above both is
character. It is truc, of course, that a gcnius may, on ccrtain lines, do more than a brave
and manly fellow who is not a genius; and so, in sports, vast physical strength may
overcome weakness, even though the puny body may have in it the heart ol a lion.
But, in the long run, in the great battle of life, no brilliancy of intellcct, no perfection
of bodily development, will count when weighed in the balance against that
assemblage of virtues, active and passive, of moral qualities, which wc group togcther
under the name of character; and if betwcen any two contestants, even in college sport
or in college work, the difference in character on the right side is as great as the
difference of intellect or strength the other way, it is the character side that will win.

Of course this does not mean that either intellect or bodily vigor can safely be
neglected. On the contrary, it mecans that both should be devcloped, and that not the
least of the benefits of dcveloping both comes from the indirect effect which this
devclopment itself has upon the character. In very rude and ignorant communities all
schooling is morce or less looked down upon; but there are now very few places indeed
in the United Statcs where elementary schooling is not considered a necessity. There
are any number of men, howevcr, priding themselves upon being "hard-hcaded” and
"practical,” who sneer at book-learning and at every form of highcr education, under
the impression that the additional mental culture is at best useless, and 1s ordinarily
harmful in practical life. Not long ago two of the wealthiest ten in the United States
publicly committed themselves to the proposition that to go to college was a positive
disadvantage for a young man who strove for success. Now, of course, the very most
successful men we have cver had, imen like Lincoln, had no chance to go to college,
but did have such indomitable tenacity and such kecn apprcciation of the value of
wisdom that they set to work and learned for themselves far more than they could
have been taught in any academy. On the other hand, boys of weak fiber, who go to
high school or college instead of going to work after getting through the primary
schools, may be scriously damaged instead of benefited. But, as a rule, if the bay has
in him the right stuff, it is a great advantage to him should his circumstances be so
fortupate as to enablce him 1o get the years of additional mental training. The trouble
with the two rich men whose views are above auoted was that. owing largelv nerhans
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to their own defects in early training, they did not know what success rcally was. Their
speeches merely hetrayed their own limitations, and did not furnish any argument
against cducation. Success must always include, as its first element, earming a
compcetence [or the support of the man himself. and for the bringing up of thosc
depcndent upon him. In the vast majority of cases it ought to include financially rather
more than this. But the acquisition of wealth is not in the least the only test ol success.
After a ccrtain amount of wealth has been accumulated, the accumulation of more is
ol very little consequence indeed from the standpoint of success, as success should be
understood both by the community and the individual. Wealthy men who use their
wealth aright are a great power for good in the community, and help to upbuild that
material national prosperity which must underlic national greatness; but if this were
the only kind of success, the nation would be indecd poorly off. Successful statcsmen,
soldiers, sailors, cxplorers, historians, poets, and scicntific men arc also cssential to
national preatness, and, in fact, very much more esscntial than any mere successful
busincss man can possibly be. The average man, into whom the average boy dcvelops,
15, of course, not going Lo be a marvel in any ling, but, if he only chooses to try, he can
be very good in any line, and the chances of his doing good work are immensely
incrcased if he has trained his mind. Of course, if, as a result of his high-school,
academy, or college experience, he gets to thinking that the only kind of lcaming is
that 1o be found in books, he will do very little; but if he keeps his mental balance,—
that is, 1f he shows character,—he will understand both what learning can do and what
it cannol, and he will be all the better the more he can get.

A good deal the same thing is true of bodily development. Exactly as one kind of
man sneers at college work because he does not think it bears any immediate fruitin
money-getting, so anothcr type of man sncers at college sports because he does not sec
their immediate effect for good in practical life. Of course, if they are carried to an
excessive degree, they are altogether bad. It is a good thing for a boy to have captained
his school or college cleven, but it is a very bad thing if, twenty years afterward, all
that can be said of him is that he has continued to take an interest in foot-ball, base-
ball, or boxing, and has with him thc memory that hc was once captain. A very acute
observer has pointed out that, not impossibly, excessive devotion to sports and games
has proved a scrious detriment in the British army, by leading the officers and cven the
men (o neglect the hard, practical work of their profession for the sake of racing, foot-
ball, base-ball, polo, and tennis -—until they reccived a very rude awakening al the
hands of the Bocrs. Of course this means merely that any healthy pursuit can be
abused. The student in a college who “"crams" in order to stand at the head of his class,
and neglects his health and stunts his development by working for high marks, may do
himself much damage; but all that he proves is that the abuse of study is wrong. The
tact remains that the study itsclf is essential. So it is with vigorous pastimes, If rowing
or fool-bull or base-ball is treated as the end of life by any considerable scction of a
community, then that community shows itself (o be in an unhcalthy condition. I
treated as it should be,-—that is, as good, healthy play,—it1s of great bencf{it, not only
to the body, bul in its effect upon character. To study hard implies character in the
student. and to work hard at a sport which entails severe physical exertion and stcady
training also implies character.
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All kinds of gualities go to make up character, for, emphatically, the term should 2

include the positive no less than the negative virtues. If we say of a boy or a man, "He
is of good character,” we mcan that he does not do a great many things that are wrong,
and we also mean that he does do a great many things which imply much cttort of will
and readiness to face what is disagreeable. He must not steal, he must not be
intemperate, he must not be vicious in any way; he must not be mean or brutal; he
must not bully the weak. In fact, he must rcfrain from whatever is evil. But besides
refraining from evil, he must do good. He must be brave and cnergetic; he must be
resolute and persevering. The Bible always inculcates the necd of the positive no less
than the negative virtues, although certain people who profess to teach Christianity are
apt to dwell wholly on the negative. We are bidden not mercly to be harmlcss as
doves, but also as wise as scrpents. It is very much casier (o carry out the former part
of the ordcer than the latter; while, on the other hand, it is of much more tmportance for
the good of mankind that our goodness should be accompanied by wisdam than that
we should mercly be harmless. If with the scrpent wisdom we unite the serpent gutle,
terrible will be the damage we do; and if, with the best of intentions, we can only
manage to deserve the epithet of "hannless,” it ts hardly worth whilc to have lived in
the world at all.

Perhaps there is no more important component of character than steadfast resolution.
The boy who is going to make a great man, or is going to count in any way in after
life, must make up his mind not merely to overcome a thousand obstacles, but to win
in spite of a thousand repulses or defeats. He may be able (o wrest success along the
lines on which he originally started. Hec may have to try something entirely new. On
the onc hand, hc must not be volatile and irresolute, and, on the other hand, h¢ must
not fear to try a new linc because he has failed in another. Grant did well as a boy and
well as a young mnan; then came a period of trouble and failure, and then the Civil War
and his opportunity; and he grasped it, and rose until his name is among the greatest in
our history. Young L.incoln, struggling against incalculable odds, worked his way up,
trying onc thing and another until he, too, struck out boldly into the turbulent torrent
of our national life, at a time when only the boldest and wisest could so carry
themsclves as to win success and honor; and from the struggle he won both decath and
honor, and stands forcvenmorc among the greatest of mankind.

Character is shown in peace no less than in war. As the greatest fertility of invention,
the greatest perfection of armament, will not make soldiers out of cowards, so no
mental training and no bodily vigor will makc a nation great if it lacks the
fundamental principles of honesty and moral cleanliness. Afler the death of Alexander
the Great nearly all of the then civilized world was divided among the Greek
monarchies ruled by his companions and their successors. This Greek world was very
brilliant and very wealthy. It contained haughty military empires, and huge trading
cities, under republican government, which attained the highest pitch of commercial
and industrial prosperity. Art flourished to an extraordinary degree; scicnce advanced
as never before. There were academies for men of letters; there were many orators,
many philosophers. Merchants and business men throve apace, and for a long period
the Greek soldiers kept the superiority and renown they had won under the mighty
conaueror of the LCast. But the heart of thc peonle was incurablv false. incurablv
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treacherous and debased. Almost every statesman had his price, almost every soldier
was a mercenary who, for a sufficient inducement, would betray any causc. Moral
corruption ate into the whole social and domestic fabric, until, a littlc more than a
century after the death of Alexander, the empire which he had left had become a merce
glittering shell, which went down like a house of cards on impact with the Romans;
for the Romans, with all their faults, were then a thoroughly manly ruce—a race of
strong, virile character.

Alike for the nation and the individual, the onc indispensable requisite is character—
character that does and dares as well as endures, character that is active in the
performance of virtue no less than firm in the refusal to do aught that is vicious or
degraded.
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