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For the first time in their lives, many en-

countered absolute standards; tell the truth.
Don’t give up. Don’t whine. Look out for the
group before you look out for yourself. Al-
ways do your best . . . Judge others by their
actions, not their words or their race. . .
Don’t pursue happiness; pursue excellence.
Make a habit of that, and you can have a ful-
filling life.

The recruits learned that money isn’t the
measure of a man; that a person’s real
wealth is in his character.

The recruits generally seemed to find race
relations less of an issue at boot camp than
in the neighborhoods they’d left behind.

The author of the article goes on to
say:

If America were more like the Marines, ar-
gued a recruit from New Jersey, there would
be less crime, less racial tension among peo-
ple, because Marine Corps discipline is all
about brotherhood.

With their emphasis on honor, courage and
commitment, they offer a powerful alter-
native to the loneliness and distrust that
seem so widespread, especially among our
youth.

Well, Mr. President, if those values
are a disconnect from American soci-
ety, then it is not the Marine Corps
that is in deep trouble. It is American
society that is in deep trouble. These
are the values to which we should be
aspiring. I think under the leadership
of General Krulak—and the tradition
and the history of the Marines—the
Marine Corps has demonstrated a con-
tinuing commitment to values to
which we should all aspire.

General Krulak responded to Ms.
Lister’s remarks—I will just briefly
quote that—by saying that ‘‘honor,
courage and commitment are not ex-
treme.’’

Mr. President, as I said, I hope that
these comments were taken out of con-
text. I hope that they were misinter-
preted. Again, I cannot conceive of a
context in which they would be consid-
ered as appropriate. The use of the
term ‘‘extremists’’, the statement that
the Marine Corps is disconnected from
American society reflects, unfortu-
nately, an attitude and a belief about
the Marine Corps and perhaps about
others in uniform that is inappropriate
for an Assistant Secretary of Defense.

I note that Ms. Lister earlier had an-
nounced that at some point she was
going to retire from her position. Per-
haps it wouldn’t be too early for her to
think about accelerating that retire-
ment so that the position could be
turned over to someone who is able to
present his thoughts in a better con-
text, in a way that will not be mis-
interpreted. Perhaps then we will not
have this difficult explanation of why
one of our most honorable branches of
military service has been labeled in
such a way.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.
Mr. STEVENS addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska.
f

RECOGNITION OF THE 20TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE GREAT ALAS-
KA SHOOTOUT
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, the

day before Thanksgiving the Univer-

sity of Alaska’s Athletic Department
marks a milestone—the 20th anniver-
sary of the Great Alaska Shootout.

The shootout is a basketball tour-
nament that began as an impossible
dream of Bob Rachal, a coach who
wanted to put his fledgling University
of Alaska Anchorage basketball team
on the map.

Now, the shootout continues under
Charlie Bruns and Tim Dillon, athletic
director and has become an annual
Thanksgiving tradition for Alaskans
and basketball fans across our Nation.

In the 20 years since the shootout
began, our Nation’s greatest college
teams have traveled to Alaska over the
Thanksgiving break to vie for the tour-
nament trophy.

Twenty former NCAA champions
have taken part in the shootout over
the two decades; last year marked the
fifth time the defending national
champion has participated in the
shootout.

The first game, 20 years ago, was
played in a drafty field house on Fort
Richardson, a military post in Anchor-
age, to about 2,500 fans.

Now, the shootout fills our state-of-
the-art Sullivan Sports Arena in An-
chorage, and is televised live nation-
wide via ESPN. Sportswriters from the
wire services, newspapers and maga-
zines regularly travel to Anchorage to
cover the shootout.

Because the teams that participate
are the best, the games are invariably
closely contested; 60 of the previous 228
games have been won by margins of
five points or less. Six have been set-
tled in overtime; four in double over-
time, and one in triple overtime.

It isn’t only the games that are im-
portant in the shootout, it is the oppor-
tunity players, coaches, and the fami-
lies of the players and coaches, have to
experience the greatness of Alaska and
Alaskans, and the opportunity Alas-
kans have to meet these young ath-
letes, their coaches, and their families
from across our Nation.

Volunteers open their homes to
shootout participants and support the
players and the guests in countless
other ways, including transportation,
entertainment and other special
events. Our largest Alaska grocery
chain, Carr’s, provides important cor-
porate support.

The National Collegiate Athletic As-
sociation recognizes the special place
this tournament holds by its votes over
the years to allow the tournament a
special place in American collegiate
sports.

The teams represent the finest pro-
grams in NCAA basketball history, and
the University of Alaska Anchorage
has gained a reputation for hosting one
of the best tournaments in college bas-
ketball.

The players and coaches and all who
work to make the shootout a success
bring credit to the University of Alas-
ka, to Anchorage and to Alaska. Mr.
President, I commend Chancellor Lea
Gorsuch and the University of Alaska

as it observes the 20th anniversary of a
very special sports event. I know Dr.
Lee Piccard, the former vice chan-
cellor, who has seen every shootout
game during all 20 years will enjoy it
again.

f

A. MICHAEL ARNOLD, M.A.
CANTAB., M.A. OXON, F. INST. D.,
F. INST. P.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I want
to recognize the assistance I have re-
ceived over the years from a longtime
friend, A. Michael Arnold, whose intel-
lectual capacity and international in-
sights have proven to be of significant
value to me and others. I have often
passed on Mick Arnold’s comments to
many Members of Congress including
our leaders. Since the early eighties,
Mick and I have corresponded regu-
larly, and occasionally have had the
opportunity to meet either here or in
Britain. He is a resident of Great Brit-
ain. We are both blessed with wonder-
ful wives. Mick’s wife Wendy is a re-
spected author in her own right. My
wife, Catherine, and Wendy share in
our friendship.

These insights in Mr. Arnold’s cor-
respondence have run the gamut from
the 1980’s arms buildup in South Amer-
ica, to the current conflict in Bosnia
with its implications for world peace,
the internal convulsions in Russia, the
tensions between Israel and the Arab
world, the threats from Iran and Iraq,
and to the reason d’etre of the United
Nations. Mick’s observations have been
provocative, accurate, and full of sage
advice. He has not sought recognition
for his efforts. He told me that know-
ing that his observations may help to
bring clarity to a confused world scene
was sufficient to him.

I recall several specific instances of
Mick’s perceptiveness in international
affairs. Mick’s assessments in 1983 and
1984 of the political scene in the Soviet
Union: He anticipated that Chernenko
would stabilize his power base and ad-
vance Gorbachev as one of his key dep-
uties. By early 1984 Chernenko had
made Gorbachev his No. 2. Noting
Chernenko’s precarious health, Mick
then anticipated that Gorbachev would
succeed Chernenko. History records the
accuracy of that assessment. That ad-
vice was very helpful to those of us
who were working on Soviet affairs in
the 1980’s.

In 1991 Mick expressed anguish over
the potential for a conflagration in
Yugoslavia * * * one that could enve-
lope Bosnia-Herzegovina. Once again
Mick’s international instincts proved
accurate. Many times that he shared
his worries in papers I then passed on
to others, those fears were realized in
what did take place in Bosnia.

In April of this year, Mick com-
mented on the upcoming Presidential
elections in Iran and observed that Mo-
hammed Khatemi would, if elected, be
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more open to foreign relations. History
has yet to validate the accuracy of
Mick’s assessment of Khatemi’s but
many are hopeful he is correct.

He continues to be one who observes
the world scene from his background
being a Don at Oxford.

The world would be a far better place
if there were more people with the in-
tellectual capacity, compassion, and
common sense of Mick Arnold, ones
who would pass on their opinions with-
out any publicity, without seeking any
remuneration for their work—just to
be a friend. It’s from the point of view
of friendship.

I look forward to continuing this
friendship and value Mick’s informed
observations on the international
scene. I come today because my friend
has told me he is going to reduce the
frequency of his comments. He is not
totally retiring, but he’s going to limit
the scope of his activities. But I want-
ed the Senate to know that, whether
many are aware of it, the U.S. Senate
has benefited from his counsel and his
insights. I have benefited greatly from
his friendship.

My wife and I wish Wendy and Mick
many more years of success, and I con-
tinue to value his advice.

I yield the floor.
Ms. COLLINS addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

ENZI). The Chair recognizes the Sen-
ator from Maine.
f

EXTENSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that morning busi-
ness be extended until 4 p.m., under the
same terms as previously agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

THE CENTENNIAL OF SENATOR
MARGARET CHASE SMITH’S BIRTH

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
to say a few words in honor of one of
our Nation’s most legendary Senators
and one of Maine’s most beloved public
figures: Senator Margaret Chase
Smith.

December 14 marks the 100th anni-
versary of Senator Smith’s birth. Since
we will not be in session on the 14th, I
would like to take the opportunity to
speak in honor of her centennial today.

Margaret Chase Smith has the dis-
tinction of being the first woman elect-
ed in her own right to both the House
of Representatives and the U.S. Senate.
She served in the Senate from 1949 to
1972—the entire time that I was grow-
ing up in Maine. Throughout her ten-
ure in Congress, she served as a great
source of pride and inspiration for
countless people throughout Maine and
the Nation.

Mr. President, I am one of those for-
tunate people whose life was touched
personally by Senator Margaret Chase
Smith. So it is with a great deal of
gratitude and admiration that I speak

about her legacy today in celebration
of her centennial.

Mr. President, when I was just 18
years old, a high school senior from
Caribou, ME, Senator Margaret Chase
Smith encouraged me to pursue a ca-
reer in public service. Now I serve in
the U.S. Senate, holding her very seat.
Her example of moderation, independ-
ence and integrity continues to guide
me every day as I seek to represent the
people of Maine.

Walking through the Halls of the
Senate, I am frequently reminded of
my first significant encounter with
Senator Smith.

In January 1971, I left my hometown
of Caribou, ME, to spend a week here in
Washington, DC. I was one of 100 high
school students from around the Na-
tion participating in the U.S. Senate
Youth Program. The program consisted
of VIP tours of Washington, formal
dinners, and numerous high-profile
speakers ranging from Supreme Court
Justices to top White House officials.
The highlight of my week, however,
was the afternoon that we visited our
respective Senators.

When I arrived at Senator Smith’s of-
fice, I was immediately ushered into
her personal suite. Her office was bus-
tling with activity, and yet it had a
stately and serene quality. Senator
Smith looked perfectly at home in the
setting as the only woman in the Sen-
ate. Her green office suited her well
and, of course, reminded me of the
State of Maine. She shook my hand
and invited me to sit down, and seemed
genuinely interested in what I had to
say.

Much to my amazement, Mr. Presi-
dent, instead of just quickly posing
with me for a picture, Senator Smith
spent nearly 2 hours talking to me
about her years in Congress. She
stressed the importance of public serv-
ice and the difference that one person
could make. We talked about her oppo-
sition to McCarthyism and the neces-
sity of standing tall for one’s principles
no matter what the cost.

As I was leaving, she handed me a
copy of her famous ‘‘Declaration of
Conscience’’ speech to take with me. I
was struck by her presence and I knew
that she was a woman of enormous
strength and integrity. I was so proud
that she was my Senator.

As I bid her farewell, I could not keep
the smile from stretching across my
face nor the dreams from racing
through my mind. To me, Senator
Smith was living proof that women,
even those of us from small rural towns
in Maine, could accomplish anything
upon which we set our sights.

I have since learned that my early
impressions of Senator Smith are
shared by thousands of others through-
out our State and throughout the Na-
tion whose lives she touched. But we in
Maine are particularly fortunate to
have had her as a role model and as our
Senator.

As one Congresswoman recently said
to me, ‘‘You know, it was much harder

for women to get elected in my State
because we didn’t have Margaret Chase
Smith.’’

Senator Smith’s 32 years of leader-
ship epitomized the type of thoughtful,
independent representation that sets a
standard for public service.

As I campaigned throughout Maine
for the Senate last year, it was appar-
ent to me that the name ‘‘Margaret
Chase Smith’’ strikes a resounding
chord with the citizens of my State.
From Kittery to Calais to Fort Kent,
people recognize and honor her name
and her legacy as synonymous with
thoughtful, independent, and honest
representation. This above all else, Mr.
President, is the legacy of Senator
Smith and the tradition which those of
us who are honored to follow in her
footsteps strive to uphold.

While Senator Smith served as an in-
spiration to me as a young girl and as
a beacon of strength during my two
statewide campaigns, it was not until I
began my service in the Senate that I
fully understood her legacy and the ex-
traordinary courage she exhibited
throughout her years in Congress.

Margaret Chase Smith is perhaps
best remembered for her principled and
unabashed stance against Senator Joe
McCarthy. Because the courageous
stand that she took against McCarthy-
ism is so familiar to all of us today—it
seems to be so obviously the right
thing to do—we sometimes forget and
underestimate the risks that she took
and the hardships she endured in this
fight. From my new perspective as a
U.S. Senator, I must say that the cour-
age that Senator Smith showed during
the McCarthy era is truly remarkable.

Over the course of the past several
months, I have had many occasions to
reflect upon another of Senator
Smith’s principled positions.

As a member of the Governmental
Affairs Committee, I have been in-
volved in investigating the fundraising
abuses of the 1996 Presidential election
campaigns. These hearings have exam-
ined some of the most deplorable and
certainly most excessive fundraising
practices in our Nation’s history, such
as operating the Lincoln Bedroom like
a hotel, phony issue ads, fundraising
coffees in the Oval Office and soft
money contributions of staggering
sums and questionable origins.

In the 24 years since Senator Smith
left office, fundraising has become an
all-consuming and self-propelling insti-
tution. It is difficult for those of us
who are in office today to remember
that Senator Smith waged so many
successful political campaigns without
soliciting a single contribution. How
we envy her. She believed that big
money had the potential to be a cor-
rupting influence in the system, and
she has certainly been proven right.

Throughout this past year—my first
in the Senate—I have been reminded of
one of Senator Margaret Chase Smith’s
most famous statements time and
again. She once said that there is a
‘‘difference between the principle of
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