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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that there now be a 
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF DR. JOHN 
A. STROSNIDER 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor the life of John A. 
Strosnider, D.O., a respected Ken-
tuckian who passed away on July 1, 
2007, of cancer. Dr. Strosnider was the 
founding dean of the Pikeville College 
School of Osteopathic Medicine and 
also served as president of the Amer-
ican Osteopathic Association, AOA. 

Dr. Strosnider accepted the challenge 
to create the Pikeville College School 
of Osteopathic Medicine in 1996. The 
school, located in eastern Kentucky, 
opened in 1997 with 60 students and has 
since produced more than 400 physi-
cians. In keeping with the school’s mis-
sion, many of them have stayed in the 
region to practice medicine. In fact, ac-
cording to Pikeville College officials, 
55 of the new physicians have opened 
offices within a 2-hour drive of the 
city. 

Throughout his career, Dr. 
Strosnider was honored by several or-
ganizations for his dedication to the 
profession. At the time of his death, he 
was serving as president of the AOA, 
and, in 2005, he was named Kentucky 
Osteopathic Medical Association Phy-
sician of the Year. 

After being named AOA president, 
Dr. Strosnider said, ‘‘I hope to raise 
students’ awareness and remind osteo-
pathic physicians of the history and 
philosophy of osteopathic medicine. 
The osteopathic medical profession was 
built on a primary care philosophy, and 
we need to get back to those basics so 
that our patients in these areas have 
access to the distinctive health care 
promised by osteopathic medicine.’’ 

When Dr. Strosnider was diagnosed 
with pancreatic cancer earlier this 
year, he gathered his students and fac-
ulty together to inform them of his ill-
ness. He told the assembly he wanted 
to be open with them and remain opti-
mistic. Shortly after his passing, 
Pikeville College President Hal Smith 
wrote a letter to colleagues and 
friends. In it, he wrote, ‘‘John’s vision 
and work will continue to impact the 
lives of thousands of individuals he 
never knew.’’ 

I got to know Dr. Strosnider several 
years ago. Every year, he would bring a 

group of his students to Washington, 
DC, and I had the privilege of meeting 
with him and his students on several 
occasions. I was always impressed with 
how Dr. Strosnider encouraged the fu-
ture doctors to remain close to home 
and provide critical health care to the 
underserved people of eastern Ken-
tucky. 

Mr. President, I ask you to join me in 
remembering this outstanding Ken-
tuckian. He is survived by his wife Jo 
Ann and three children, John Adam, 
Alisha, and Paul. He will be missed. 

f 

DARFUR 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the ongoing geno-
cide in Darfur. As my colleagues know, 
the United Nations Security Council is 
currently hammering out the final text 
of a new resolution related to the ex-
panded United Nations African Union 
hybrid force to protect civilians who 
have been victims of genocide in 
Darfur. This resolution represents the 
best hope for the international commu-
nity to finally come together to put an 
end to the violence in that country. 

This new U.N. resolution reportedly 
calls for a large increase in military 
and police personnel to be deployed to 
Darfur. It calls on member states to 
make commitments to contribute 
troops to the hybrid force, and for this 
bolstered hybrid force UNAMID to take 
command of the region by the end of 
the year. Importantly, it also calls on 
the Sudanese Government and all rebel 
groups to enter into peace negotiations 
to reach a political settlement which 
will ultimately end the conflict in 
Darfur. 

If these reports are accurate, then we 
may be one step closer to ending the 
violence in Darfur. But in order to ac-
tually stop the violence, we must en-
sure that the hybrid force is large 
enough to effectively carry out its mis-
sion, and deployed quickly to stop the 
violence immediately. These increased 
forces are desperately needed to re-
place the currently under-funded and 
under- equipped paltry AU force of 7,000 
soldiers presently in Darfur. 

We simply cannot wait any longer to 
protect the hundreds of thousands of 
innocent civilians whose villages have 
been burned, who have been driven into 
refugee camps, and who have been 
raped and murdered. 

I welcome the calls of British Prime 
Minister Gordon Brown and French 
President Nicholas Sarkozy for the 
United Nations to quickly adopt this 
new draft resolution, and I appreciate 
the leadership they have demonstrated 
in personally committing to ensure 
that the peace process moves forward, 
once the U.N. resolution has passed. 
Prime Minister Brown recently de-
clared that ‘‘this is one of the great hu-
manitarian disasters of our generation. 
It is incumbent on the whole world to 
act.’’ I wholeheartedly agree and I urge 
President Bush to join with Prime Min-
ister Brown and President Sarkozy in 

personally committing to ending the 
conflict in Darfur. 

Recent reports have also indicated 
that the text of the resolution relating 
to implementing multilateral sanc-
tions has been softened due to the ob-
jections of some African member 
states, as well as China. 

While I strongly believe that robust 
targeted sanctions should be imple-
mented against members of rebel 
groups and the Sudanese Government, 
that we should curb the Sudanese Gov-
ernment’s access to oil revenues, in-
crease penalties on private companies 
operating in Sudan, and allow for the 
divestment of funds in Sudan, the sad 
truth is that what is most needed now 
from the international community is a 
legitimate U.N. mandate for a 
strengthened hybrid peacekeeping 
force. 

But there is no reason why the 
United States can’t move forward to 
implement unilateral sanctions against 
Sudan, even if the international com-
munity and the Bush administration 
refuse to do so. As chairman of the 
Banking Committee I have asked the 
majority leader to expedite Senate 
consideration and passage of S.831, The 
Sudan Divestment Authorization Act 
of 2007. The majority leader was pre-
pared to do so, but the minority ob-
jected. I have also asked that the ma-
jority leader to hold H.R. 180, the 
Darfur Accountability and Divestment 
Act of 2007, at the desk and attempt to 
pass this bill prior to the August re-
cess. I am also planning to ask the ma-
jority leader to expedite consideration 
of S. 1563, the Sudan Disclosure and 
Enforcement Act of 2007. These three 
bills represent a good step towards ap-
plying targeted economic pressure 
against the Sudanese Government. 

The implementation of robust and 
targeted sanctions is long overdue. In 
fact, the time to implement the sanc-
tions was 4 years ago, and it should 
have been among the first components 
of the administration’s Plan A, instead 
of the last resort of its Plan B—a plan 
which it has still failed to implement, 
despite Special Envoy Andrew 
Natsios’s assurances over 7 months 
ago, back in January of 2007, that ac-
tion was imminent. 

Sudan’s U.N. ambassador recently as-
serted that the text of the new U.N. Se-
curity Council resolution is ‘‘hostile’’ 
and full of ‘‘insinuations.’’ He further 
declared that the language is ‘‘ugly’’ 
and ‘‘awful.’’ Ugly and awful? Ugly and 
awful is the murder of 450,000 people in 
Darfur and the displacement of 2.5 mil-
lion civilians. Ugly and awful is the Su-
danese President, Omar al-Bashir, after 
his recent visit to Darfur, declaring 
‘‘that most of Darfur is now secure and 
enjoying real peace. People are living 
normal lives,’’ he said. Ugly and awful 
is the United States and the inter-
national community waiting one day 
longer to protect these innocent civil-
ians. 

The time for action is now. We must 
not allow the Sudanese Government to 
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engage in anymore prevarication re-
garding its acceptance of a hybrid 
peacekeeping force. And we must en-
sure that this new U.N. Security Coun-
cil resolution marks the beginning of 
the end of genocide in Darfur, by man-
dating the immediate deployment of a 
robust multinational peacekeeping 
force. 

f 

DOGFIGHTING 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, on July 
26, I introduced critical legislation to 
stem the rising tide of dogfighting in 
our country. Dogfighting is one of soci-
ety’s most barbaric and inhumane ac-
tivities. The dogs are mistreated, 
starved and conditioned for aggression, 
and then allowed to literally destroy 
one another in the ring. As we have 
read in the recent indictment of At-
lanta Falcon’s quarterback Michael 
Vick on dogfighting charges, poor-per-
forming dogs are tortured, maimed, 
and killed. This illegal and despicable 
activity has no place in a civilized soci-
ety. 

However, dogfighting has expanded 
its hold in recent years. The Humane 
Society of the United States estimates 
that 40,000 people in the United States 
are involved in professional 
dogfighting, and fight purses reach as 
high as $100,000. As many as 100,000 ad-
ditional people are involved in 
‘‘streetfighting,’’ informal dogfighting 
that often involves young people in 
gangs. 

This legislation would place a Fed-
eral ban on all aspects of dogfighting 
activity from owning to transporting 
to training dogs for the purpose of 
fighting, to participating as a spec-
tator at dogfighting ventures. I hope 
this legislation will end the practice of 
dogfighting in our country, once and 
for all. 

This Congress’s authority to make 
the lucrative commercial aspects of 
dogfighting a crime cannot be doubted. 
Just 2 years ago, the Supreme Court 
made clear in Gonzales v. Raich that 
Congress’s authority under the com-
merce clause extends to local activities 
that are an integral component of 
interstate criminal activities. 

This bill is well within that standard. 
As demonstrated in the Vick indict-
ment and by the many law enforce-
ment records, animal welfare reports, 
and economic studies that will be en-
tered into the RECORD on this bill the— 

dogfighting industry has become na-
tionwide in scope, and Congress is well 
within its authority to address both 
the nationwide framework and local-
ized branches that are a critical part of 
that extensive criminal venture. We 
are dealing with a criminal industry 
has developed into a multifaceted, na-
tional and international commercial 
market that depends heavily upon ille-
gal trafficking between States. 
Dogfighting is an inherently commer-
cial and economic activity that has a 
substantial effect upon interstate com-
merce. 

Dogfighting is an interconnected, na-
tionwide, lucrative commercial indus-
try. In addition to high-stakes gam-
bling, dogfighters exchange tens if not 
hundreds of millions of dollars annu-
ally on the purchase and sale of fight-
ing dogs. Dog fighters also make top 
dollar by breeding or selling ‘‘stud’’ 
privileges for fighting dogs, and can 
make top dollar by breeding dogs that 
have proven themselves in the ring by 
killing multiple other dogs. 

This extensive commercial venture 
also requires trafficking in the special-
ized equipment necessary to train and 
house fighting dogs. There are even un-
derground transport services to courier 
these dogs from one match to the 
next—assuming they survive. Dog 
fighters also make a living handling 
and training fighting dogs for well- 
funded sponsors—as we saw in the Vick 
indictment. 

It could not be clearer that the over-
whelming majority of dog fights—if not 
every single dog fight—are truly eco-
nomic endeavors that involve some ele-
ment of interstate commerce, such as 
animals, equipment, breeders, or spec-
tators having traveled across State 
lines. Many dog fights are conducted 
for the purposes of illegal gambling, 
and some gambling on the sidelines is 
almost always present at these fights. 
Dogfighting also burdens interstate 
commerce by increasing the risk of in-
jury or disease to both animals and hu-
mans, including dog bites, rabies, and 
heartworms. 

What’s more, small, localized 
dogfighting ventures, when viewed in 
the aggregate, have a substantial im-
pact upon interstate commerce. As the 
allegations I mentioned earlier against 
Michael Vick and his codefendants 
demonstrate, large amounts of money 
are at stake in dogfighting matches, 
and winners often take home all or 

some portion of entry fees paid by 
other participants. The individual dogs 
used in fighting can have a commercial 
value of between hundreds of dollars 
and tens of thousands of dollars per 
animal. All of the activities associated 
with dogfighting, including gambling 
and other illegal activities, equipment 
outlays, breeding expenses, and pro-
motion costs are not only inherently 
commercial in nature but transcend 
State boundaries. 

By way of example, there are dozens 
of Federal criminal prohibitions on the 
local creation, possession, and sale of 
narcotics and narcotic-making equip-
ment. Congress recognized that the il-
licit drug industry had become nation-
wide in scope, and chose to exercise its 
constitutional power to address the lo-
calized branches of that extensive 
criminal venture. Likewise, this bill 
responds to the proliferation of dog 
fighting into a nationwide criminal 
network of local ventures, which Con-
gress is similarly authorized to ad-
dress. Just look at the Endangered 
Species Act, which broadly restricts 
the killing, taking, or breeding of cer-
tain wild animals, in order to effec-
tuate Congress’s goal of preventing the 
extinction of imperiled species. The 
ESA has been upheld as a valid exercise 
of Congress’s authority by every fed-
eral appeals court to address the issue, 
and the Supreme Court has repeatedly 
declined to upset those judgments. 

The effects of dogfighting on inter-
state commerce are neither indirect, 
remote, nor attenuated. Regulation of 
dogfighting is necessary to prevent and 
eliminate burdens upon interstate com-
merce. In addition, the regulation of 
dogfighting is an essential part of a 
larger regulatory scheme, the Animal 
Welfare Act, which mandates the hu-
mane treatment of animals in our soci-
ety. 

f 

PRESTICIDE REGISTRATION 
IMPROVEMENT RENEWAL ACT 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
chart be printed in the RECORD. It is a 
chart related to the Pesticide Registra-
tion Improvement Renewal Act, a bill 
that Senator CHAMBLISS and I plan to 
introduce shortly. 

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

EPA 
No. 

New 
No. Action 

Decision time 
(months), PRIA II: Registration 

Service 
Fee ($) FY #1 FY #2 FY #3 

TABLE 1.—REGISTRATION DIVISION—NEW ACTIVE INGREDIENTS 

R1 1 Food use (1) ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 24 24 24 516,300 
R2 2 Food use; reduced risk (1) ................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 18 18 18 516,300 
R3 3 Food use; Experimental Use Permit application submitted simultaneously with application for registration; decision time for Experimental Use Permit and 

temporary tolerance same as #R4 (1).
24 24 24 570,700 

R4 4 Food use; Experimental Use Permit application; establish temporary tolerance; submitted before application for registration; credit $326,025 toward new 
active ingredient application that follows.

18 18 18 380,500 

R5 5 Food use; application submitted after Experimental Use Permit application; decision time begins after Experimental Use Permit and temporary tolerance 
are granted (1).

14 14 14 190,300 

R6 6 Non-food use; outdoor (1) ................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 21 21 21 358,700 
R7 7 Non-food use; outdoor; reduced risk (1) ........................................................................................................................................................................................... 16 16 16 358,700 
R8 8 Non-food use; outdoor; Experimental Use Permit application submitted simultaneously with application for registration; decision time for Experimental Use 

Permit same as #R9 (1).
21 21 21 396,800 
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