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can safely walk or ride their bicycles
to school. I hope Congress passes my
program this year, but whether or not
it does, I am comforted to know that
500,000 AAA patrollers across the Na-
tion will be working hard to keep the
streets around our schools safe.

———

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR JEFFORDS

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I spoke
on the floor last week to briefly re-
count some of the many reasons that
Vermont and the Nation will miss the
leadership, the independence and the
decency of Senator JIM JEFFORDS when
he chooses to retire from the Senate at
the end of his current term.

Since then there have been many
news articles and editorials that have
also catalogued and described various
aspects of JIM JEFFORDS’ distinguished
legacy. As is often the case when he
writes about the events and issues of
the day, Emerson Lynn, the publisher
of the St. Albans Messenger in my
home State of Vermont, did this par-
ticularly well. I would like to share his
editorial with the members of the Sen-
ate.

I ask unanimous consent that Emer-
son Lynn’s recent editorial about Sen-
ator JEFFORDS be printed in the
RECORD

There being no objection, the edi-
torial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the St. Albans Messenger, Apr. 21,

2005]
JEFFORDS LEAVES BEFORE HIS TIME,
ACCOMPLISHES MUCH

Senator Jim Jeffords, who turned Washing-
ton’s political world upside down 4 years ago
with his defection from the Republican
Party, Wednesday turned Vermont’s polit-
ical world upside down with his announce-
ment not to seek reelection.

He said it was time to begin a new chapter
in a life that for 38 years has been dominated
by an election cycle that began as a state
senator from Rutland in 1967, to Attorney
General in 1969, to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives in 1974 to the United States
Senate in 1988. He has represented Vermont
in one office or another for almost four dec-
ades. If that is a chapter, most our lives can
be explained in a paragraph.

Wednesday’s announcement was the sad af-
firmation of what many of those close to the
Senator had feared: his health is less than
optimum and his wife, Liz, is battling cancer
and about to undergo a third round of chem-
otherapy. At some point the question is
more akin to the clap of thunder to our bet-
ter senses: is being senator worth one’s
health; is it worth not being able to pay the
proper attention to one’s wife who is bat-
tling cancer, and, is the twilight of one’s life
best spent with one’s children, and an ex-
pected grandchild, or with the churlish likes
of Tom Deliay and the hard right that have
stolen a sense of civility and class from the
Senate? For anyone not suffering from the
hubris that often comes attached to the posi-
tion, the choice is clear and Jim Jeffords
made that choice with grace and perspective.

He also did the honorable thing politically.
He announced his retirement with sufficient
time for both parties to give thoughtful con-
sideration as to how to approach the Novem-
ber 2006 race. He could have waited. He
didn’t, and in so doing reinforced the integ-
rity that has characterized his career.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

And his has been a remarkable career. The
history books will undoubtedly begin their
biographies noting the impact of his May,
2001 decision to bolt from a Republican party
he said had left its moorings. But the sen-
ator’s accomplishments extend far beyond
one’s party allegiance. As Vermont’s attor-
ney general he played a pivotal role in the
implementation of Act 250, and the law to
outlaw billboards. No Vermont politician has
had a greater impact on dairy farming, nor
does any politician have a better under-
standing of the industry and its needs. There
isn’t a single bit of legislation dealing with
special education [or education in general]
that doesn’t have his fingerprints on it in
one fashion or another. The same can be said
of his years in the Senate when dealing with
the environment. He was also a passionate
defender of the arts. What he has accom-
plished will endure beyond fame’s notori-
ously short life.

It’s axiomatic that this was not the
choreographed conclusion of his choosing.
His desire was to win reelection as an inde-
pendent, thereby vindicating a personally
wrenching decision to leave the Republican
Party. Life’s bows cannot be so neatly tied
and those who try find them but ropes of
sand that disintegrate in the twisting.

Sadly, we are in an age that exploits one’s
natural fissures as though they were fatal
flaws of one’s character. One’s
vulnerabilities are extrapolated into insur-
mountable deficiencies, as if there were only
sun and no shadows, all light, no darkness.
The senator knows only too well how that
game is played. The Yale/Harvard educated
man will be known more for a twisted tongue
than a clear mind, as if being articulate were
a higher calling than being thoughtful.

In the end, it’s not what others think of
you but the joy you carry in your toil. And,
in the end, it is Mr. Jeffords that wears the
smile, not his accusers. He is like Sisyphus
in Albert Camus’ “Myth of Sisyphus’, the
character in Greek mythology who was con-
demned for eternity to roll a boulder up a
hill, only to have it roll back down again.
Camus made the convincing argument that
Sisyphus’ lot was not tragic, but uplifting.
He could smile at the absurd because he un-
derstood it as such.

Camus concluded by writing: ‘I leave Sisy-
phus at the foot of the mountain! One I al-
ways finds one’s burden again. But Sisyphus
teaches the higher fidelity that negates the
gods and raises rocks. He too concludes that
all is well. This universe henceforth without
a master seems to him neither sterile nor fu-
tile. Each atom of that stone, each mineral
flake of that night filled mountain, in itself
forms a world. The struggle itself toward the
heights is enough to fill a man’s heart. One
must imagine Sisyphus happy.”’

We imagine Mr. Jeffords’ heart is full and
that he is happy. He should be remembered
as such.

The clamor to claim his political perch has
begun and din, at times, will overwhelm.
What Vermonters can hope for is that all fol-
lowers choose Mr. Jeffords’ path of integrity
and independence.

————

90TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today to acknowledge and com-
memorate April 24, 2005, the 90th anni-
versary of the beginning of the Arme-
nian Genocide and to urge all Ameri-
cans to join together to ensure that
these crimes never happen again.

On April 24, 1915, the Ottoman Em-
pire began arresting hundreds of Arme-
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nian intellectuals, most of whom were
subsequently executed. What soon fol-
lowed can only be described as a trag-
edy that shocked the human con-
science: by some estimates, over a mil-
lion Armenians were Kkilled, and an-
other 500,000 were driven from their
homes. These events marked the 20th
century’s first experience with such
atrocities, and, sadly, they would not
be the last.

Maya Angelou, the famous poet and
civil rights activist once said:

History, despite its wrenching pain, cannot
be unlived, but if faced with courage, need
not be lived again.

Indeed it is our duty to remember
this horrific tragedy, and face the
crimes of humanity with unflinching
determination, courage, and moral for-
titude so that they never happen again.

As a country founded on the prin-
ciples of justice, equality, and liberty,
the United States must take a leader-
ship role in preventing genocide.

I am proud that the Armenian Amer-
ican community in my home State of
California—over 500,000 strong—has
taken such a leadership role in ensur-
ing that the U.S. lives up to its values
by acknowledging the crimes of the
past and taking action against the
crimes of the present and future. Their
determination and perseverance is a
testament to the human spirit and the
ability to overcome injustice and build
a better tomorrow.

Today, we stand with the Armenian
American community in commemo-
rating the start of the Armenian Geno-
cide, and together we stand with those
around the world who face persecution
and even death simply because of who
they are. They must know they are not
alone and those who commit these
crimes must know we are watching.

We will never forget the Armenian
Genocide as we look to the future with
courage and determination.

——————

FEDERAL REFUSAL CLAUSE

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I op-
pose the Federal refusal clause. The
Republican leadership was wrong to in-
clude such a broad refusal clause in the
fiscal year 2005 Omnibus Appropria-
tions bill. The clause was never voted
on by the Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee; it was inserted into the bill be-
hind closed doors.

The clause would allow health care
firms to refuse to comply with existing
Federal, State, and local laws and reg-
ulations that pertain to abortion serv-
ices, counseling, and referrals.

Supporters of the clause claim it sim-
ply clarifies existing law. But far from
clarifying it, sweeping new changes
would be enacted that would be dev-
astating to women’s health.

The reality is that no Federal law
forces individuals to provide abortion
care. The Church amendment, adopted
in 1973, enacted a new refusal clause. It
explicitly protects individuals who ob-
ject to providing abortion because of
their religious beliefs or moral convic-
tions. Broader refusal clauses, such as
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the Federal refusal clause, exempt a
wide range of organizations, including
health plans and hospitals, most of
which not only have a secular purpose
but also employ and serve individuals
who do not share those organizations’
religious beliefs.

The Federal refusal clause also dis-
courages States from enforcing its own
policies, laws and regulations to pro-
tect access to abortion services and in-
formation. Republicans continually at-
tack Democrats as proponents of big
government who undermine State
rights. Yet that is exactly what the
Federal refusal clause does.

Forty-six States, including Massa-
chusetts, already have laws that per-
mit certain medical personnel, health
facilities, and institutions to refuse to
participate in abortion because of their
moral or religious beliefs.

We don’t need the Federal refusal
clause to protect individuals and
health care organizations that oppose
abortion, we already have that. It ex-
ists in both Federal and State laws.
Proponents want the Federal refusal
clause for one reason—to deny access
and information to as many women as
possible.

Health care corporations now have
the right to gag their doctors and other
health care providers. The clause de-
fines ‘‘discrimination’ as any require-
ment that a medical service provider
inform a woman about her option to
seek an abortion—or even refer her to
another plan for that information. It’s
ridiculous to say that giving a woman
full information about her medical op-
tions is discrimination.

The Federal refusal clause also re-
stricts low-income women’s access to
abortion services, including informa-
tion about abortion. It could prohibit
the Federal Government from enforc-
ing the requirement that Title X fund-
ed family planning clinics provide a
woman facing an unintended pregnancy
with an abortion referral when she re-
quests one. We will be taking a giant
step backward if we don’t repeal this
refusal clause.

In addition, under the ‘‘Hyde Amend-
ment,”’” States are required to provide
Medicaid coverage for abortions in
cases of rape, incest, or where preg-
nancy endangers a women’s life. The
Federal refusal clause, however, could
prevent states from requiring that
Medicaid HMOs provide or pay for
these abortions.

Current law states that low-income
women should not be denied critical
medical care. Why do we want to
change that? What kind of signal are
we sending? Women who have suffered
through the trauma of rape or incest
deserve our help, not an extra burden.

The Emergency Medical Treatment
and Active Labor Act guarantees that
a woman who needs an emergency
abortion procedure to save her life
won’t be turned away. Yet the Federal
refusal clause could allow hospitals to
turn away women in these dire cir-
cumstances. For a woman in a rural
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area, with only one hospital, her life
itself may be in danger if the hospital
refuses to admit her.

It is wrong to deny women access to
necessary and urgently needed medical
procedures. The Federal refusal clause
should never have been included in the
fiscal year 2005 Omnibus Appropria-
tions bill, and I commend Senator
BOXER for speaking against this provi-
sion.

——————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

JUST BORN, INC.

e Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President,
today I would like to congratulate Just
Born, Inc. in Bethlehem, PA, on an out-
standing accomplishment, shipping
Peanut Chews nationwide for the first
time. Pennsylvanians should be hon-
ored to have a wonderful company such
as Just Born in our State, and I join in
congratulating Just Born on their re-
cent accomplishment.

Until the Spring of 2003, Peanut
Chews were produced by the Golden-
berg Candy Company. The Goldenberg
Candy Company was founded in Phila-
delphia in 1890 by David Goldenberg
and called D. Goldenberg, Inc. Begin-
ning as a retail confection business,
which produced and sold fudge, marsh-
mallow, lollipops, and chocolates,
Goldenberg’s also created a walnut mo-
lasses confection that later became the
foundation for the Peanut Chews rec-
ipe.

As we all know, Peanut Chews offer a
unique combination of a chewy peanut
and molasses based center with a dark
chocolate coating, making for a tasty
candy. Just stop by my desk on the
Senate floor to see for yourself.

Peanut Chews were developed during
World War I and used by the U.S. mili-
tary as a ration bar. The high energy,
high protein recipe and unique taste
made it popular with the troops. Fol-
lowing the war, Peanut Chews were
first sold in the Philadelphia area of
Pennsylvania. However, their popu-
larity soon spread to New York, Balti-
more, and Washington, DC.

In the 1930s, Peanut Chews were sold
under the brand name Chew-ets and
were often sold in movie theaters. The
name stuck until 1999 when the Golden-
berg’s changed the packaging and the
name of Chew-ets to Milk Chocolatey
Peanut Chews.

Just Born purchased the Goldenberg
Candy Company in 2003, adding the
Goldenberg’s 61 associates to the al-
ready growing Just Born family. Just
Born produces two million Peanut
Chews candy pieces every day.

This month, April 2005, Peanut Chews
will be launched nationally, for the
first time reaching beyond to the East
Coast. This is quite an achievement,
and I send Just Born my best wishes in
the future as their company continues
to expand.e
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ONCOLOGY NURSING DAY AND
MONTH

e Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
rise today to pay tribute to oncology
nurses. May 1 marks the beginning of
the 10th annual Oncology Nursing Day
and Month and this year marks the
30th Anniversary of the Oncology Nurs-
ing Society.

As co-chair of the Senate Cancer Coa-
lition, I know oncology nurses play an
important and essential role in pro-
viding quality cancer care. These
nurses are principally involved in the
administration and monitoring of
chemotherapy and the associated side
effects patients experience. As anyone
ever treated for cancer will tell you,
oncology nurses are intelligent, well-
trained, highly skilled, kind-hearted
angels who provide quality clinical,
psychosocial, and supportive care to
patients and their families. In short,
they are integral to our Nation’s can-
cer care delivery system.

I congratulate the Oncology Nursing
Society, ONS, on its 30th anniversary.
ONS is the largest organization of on-
cology health professionals in the
world, with more than 31,000 registered
nurses and other health care profes-
sionals. Since 1975, ONS has been dedi-
cated to excellence in patient care,
teaching, research, administration, and
education in the field of oncology. The
society’s mission is to promote excel-
lence in oncology nursing and quality
cancer care. To that end, ONS honors
and maintains nursing’s historical and
essential commitment to advocate for
the public good by providing nurses
and health care professionals with ac-
cess to the highest quality educational
programs, cancer-care resources, re-
search opportunities and networks for
peer support. ONS has three chapters
in my home State of Kansas, which
help oncology nurses provide high-
quality cancer care to patients and
their families in our State.

Cancer is a complex, multifaceted,
and chronic disease, and people with
cancer are best served by a multidisci-
plinary health care team specialized in
oncology care, including nurses who
are certified in that specialty. Each
year, in the United States, approxi-
mately 1.37 million people are diag-
nosed with cancer, another 570,000 lose
their battles with this terrible disease,
and more than 8 million Americans
count themselves among a growing
community known as cancer survivors.
Every day, oncology nurses see the
pain and suffering caused by cancer
and understand the physical, emo-
tional, and financial challenges that
people with cancer face throughout
their diagnosis and treatment.

Over the last 10 years, the setting
where treatment for cancer is provided
has changed dramatically. An esti-
mated 80 percent of all cancer patients
receive care in community settings, in-
cluding cancer centers, physicians’ of-
fices, and hospital outpatient depart-
ments. Treatment regimens are as
complex, if not more so, than regimens
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