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House, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. JONES) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. OSBORNE. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to take my 
Special Order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ALCOHOL AND NCAA ADVERTISING 
IS A BAD MIX 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Madam Speaker, I do 
know Paul Wolfowitz and I guess I do 
not recognize the Paul Wolfowitz I 
know in comparison with the recent re-
marks. I hope people will evaluate him 
on what he has accomplished, which I 
think is rather substantial. 

Madam Speaker, this weekend the 
NCAA basketball tournament begins. 
The tournament advertising provides 
millions of dollars to fund the NCAA. 
It is the primary source of funds for 
the NCAA. In 2003, alcohol producers 
spent $52 million on 4,747 beer commer-
cials on college sports. Nearly one-half 
of the $52 million spent on alcohol ad-
vertising in 2003 was spent on the bas-
ketball tournament. Alcohol is the pri-
mary product marketed on NCAA 
sports broadcasts today. 

I think this is a bad idea. Why? Num-
ber one, this advertising violates the 
NCAA’s own bylaws. The NCAA bylaws, 
according to their handbook, are as fol-
lows: ‘‘Advertising policy of the asso-
ciation are designed to exclude those 
advertisements that do not appear to 
be in the best interest of higher edu-
cation.’’ 

The leading cause of death on college 
campuses is alcohol related; 1,400 col-
lege students die each year from alco-
hol-related injuries. We have lost 1,500 
in Iraq in 2 years, and we agonize over 
those deaths. We have 1,400 annually 
that die on college campuses. More 
than 70,000 students are victims of al-
cohol-related sexual assault, 500,000 
students are injured under the influ-
ence of alcohol each year, and two of 
five college students currently are 
binge drinkers and sometimes are prob-
lem drinkers. 

It does not seem to me that it is very 
logical that we would have the major 
social problem on college campuses be 
alcohol, and on the other hand turn 
around and use our athletic teams to 
promote alcohol advertising. It seems 
inconsistent, and it does seem to be in 
my mind at least to violate the bylaws 
of the NCAA. 

Furthermore, the average young per-
son today starts consuming alcohol at 

age 13, not 23, not 21. Age 13. So this 
has some tremendous implications I 
would like to discuss a little bit fur-
ther because even though we are con-
cerned about alcohol consumption on 
college campuses, and this is very dam-
aging, I am even more concerned about 
alcohol consumption of teenagers be-
cause kids identify with athletes. Kids 
like sports. They see athletes on the 
television screen and in the stadium, 
and they want to be like the athletes, 
and there is a subtle connection be-
tween what they see on the courts and 
on the field and what they see on the 
commercials, which usually are young 
people, attractive people having a good 
time involved in alcohol-related activi-
ties. Therefore, there is a definite lure 
and a movement to move those kids to-
ward consumption of alcohol. 

The younger children are when they 
start to drink, the more alcoholism re-
sults. In other words, a young person 
who starts using alcohol at age 15 or 
earlier is 400 percent more likely to be-
come alcohol-dependent than someone 
who starts consuming alcohol when 
they are the legal drinking age of 21. 
This causes tremendous devastation of 
these young people. 

Also the younger you are when you 
start consuming alcohol, the more cog-
nitive dysfunction occurs. Hence the 
second graph I would like to point out 
here. These are images of a teen, of 
teen brain activity performing memory 
tests. This is a 15-year-old male non-
drinker. The brain is firing pretty well. 
This is a 15-year-old male heavy drink-
er. This is a young person not under 
the influence of alcohol, but someone 
who uses alcohol regularly and is a 
heavy drinker. You can see the dif-
ferences in cognitive function. You can 
see the differences, the problem-solving 
ability that would be changed in these 
cases. 

So our young people are having a dif-
ficult time because of alcohol. At the 
present time it is estimated that there 
are 3 million teenagers who are full- 
blown alcoholics. And those addicted to 
other kinds of drugs would number 
probably in the hundreds of thousands. 
It is a huge problem, much more 
weighted toward alcohol consumption. 

Also alcohol kills six times more 
young people than all illicit drugs com-
bined. So methamphetamine, cocaine, 
heroin, we can lump them all together, 
and alcohol kills six times more young 
people than all of those drugs com-
bined. Also, under-age drinking costs 
the United States $53 billion annually, 
a huge cost. 

So I think that we should really 
rethink this policy of the NCAA. There 
is no question that under-age drinking 
is still going to occur even if that ad-
vertising policy were to change. 

Madam Speaker, I would say in con-
clusion that alcohol advertising on 
NCAA sports, number one, appears to 
violate the NCAA’s own bylaws. And, 
secondly, such advertising promotes al-
cohol consumption on the college cam-
pus and also on the junior high school 

and on the high school campus. This is 
certainly very negative as far as our 
country is concerned. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
simply urging through a resolution 
that the NCAA cease and desist this 
practice of alcohol advertising on ama-
teur sports, particularly NCAA sports, 
because it does appear to be in viola-
tion of their own bylaws. 

f 

b 2245 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 

DRAKE). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. MELVIN E. 
BANKS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RUSH. Madam Speaker, I rise to-
night to recognize Dr. Melvin E. Banks 
of Chicago, Illinois, on his company’s 
35th anniversary. Dr. Banks is the 
owner of Urban Ministries, Incor-
porated, which is the largest African 
American owned and operated Chris-
tian publishing and media company. 

At the age of 12, Dr. Banks discov-
ered the Lord and his subsequent call-
ing after sharing his testimony on the 
back roads of Birmingham, Alabama. 
At that time an elderly gentleman 
overheard his testimony and provided 
the young Banks with a Bible verse 
that would have significant impact on 
his future pursuits. Hosea 4:6 states, 
‘‘My people are destroyed for lack of 
knowledge.’’ Upon hearing those words, 
Dr. Banks knew immediately that 
God’s purpose for his life was to help 
spread knowledge of the gospel from an 
African American perspective. 

After founding Urban Ministries in 
1970, Dr. Banks and his small staff op-
erated out of the basement of his home 
for 12 years. As Dr. Banks’ faith grew, 
so did his media ministry. In 1982, 
Urban Ministries occupied the second 
floor of a building located at 1439 West 
103rd street in Chicago, Illinois. Guided 
by a vision that others did not see, Dr. 
Banks moved Urban Ministries in 1996 
to its current 46,000 square foot head-
quarters in the Chicagoland area. 

Today, Urban Ministries serves over 
40,000 Sunday school teachers through-
out the United States, Haiti, the Baha-
mas, Nigeria and South Africa. Under 
Dr. Banks’ leadership, souls have been 
touched and prayers have been an-
swered as Urban Ministries moves clos-
er to its goal of reaching every black 
Christian church with Christian edu-
cation products and services. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Banks holds a Bach-
elor’s Degree from Moody Bible Insti-
tute as well as undergraduate, grad-
uate and postgraduate degrees from 
Wheaton College in Illinois. 
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So on this day, I congratulate Dr. 

Banks on this momentous milestone in 
his company’s history. My fellow col-
leagues, please join me in extending 
best wishes to Dr. Banks on 35 years of 
success and for another 35 years of suc-
cess that surely will be approaching. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

CHILD PREDATOR ACT OF 2005 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, media sto-
ries about sex crimes against children 
are presently being reported at an 
alarming rate in the United States. 
These crimes are also some of the most 
underreported of criminal acts. Last 
month in Colorado, an ex-convict for 
sexual assault of a child, a child pred-
ator, continued his dastardly deeds 
against kids and assaulted several chil-
dren. This child molester was able to 
slither and sneak into a quiet Colorado 
community and prey on the innocent 
children because of registration loop-
holes in current law. 

One of the victim’s grandmothers 
said, ‘‘People have the right to know 
where sex offenders are living. The po-
lice should know. The public should 
know.’’ We know the number one thing 
child predators desire is to remain 
anonymous. Those days are over. No 
longer can ex-convicts for child sexual 
assault move in and out of our neigh-
borhoods without us knowing who they 
are. While some States have registra-
tion laws for convicted child predators, 
when those criminals move across 
State lines, they slip through the sys-
tem. 

We know that the recidivism rate of 
a convicted child molester is extremely 
high. When many leave the peniten-
tiary, they continue their evil ways 
against our greatest natural resource, 
our children. 

So today, Madam Speaker, I am in-
troducing my first bill, the Child Pred-
ator Act of 2005, to hold these outlaws 
accountable and impose tougher sen-
tences for child predators who reoffend. 
This act closes loopholes in the present 
law and places tools in the hands of 
parents who want to safeguard their 
children from these people. This legis-
lation amends the Wetterling Act of 
1994 in six ways. 

First, the Child Predator Act defines 
the term ‘‘child predator’’ as a person 
who has been convicted of a sexual of-
fense against a victim who is a minor if 
the offense is sexual in nature and the 
minor is 13 years of age or younger. 

Second, child predators must report 
change of residence within 10 days of a 
move. 

Third, the Child Predator Act re-
quires community notification. Child 
predators would have to notify, at a 
minimum, schools, public housing and 
at least two media outlets such as 
newspapers, television stations or radio 
stations covering that community. 

Fourth, child predators who know-
ingly fail to register would be charged 
with a Federal felony. 

Fifth, the Child Predator Act would 
also mandate a national registration 
database. This would be available on a 
free access Internet Web site. 

Finally, the Child Predator Act 
would require prominent designation of 
a convicted offender as a child pred-
ator. 

The National Center For Missing and 
Exploited Children confirms that the 
sexual victimization of children is 
overwhelming in magnitude, yet large-
ly unrecognized and underreported in 
the United States. Statistics reveal 
that one in five girls and one in 10 boys 
are sexually exploited before they 
reach adulthood. Less than 35 percent 
of those child sexual assaults are re-
ported to authorities. 

While through previous legislation 
we have significantly reduced the prev-
alence of this terrible and real night-
mare to children, we must stay the 
course. We must remain ever vigilant 
and keep in this fight. Child predators, 
like their criminal counterparts in 
other arenas, are innovative. They 
stalk neighborhoods, playgrounds, Cub 
Scout dens, houses of worship, and as 
of late they exploit the Internet to tar-
get youngsters. 

Madam Speaker, we must put child 
predators on notice and let them know 
once and for all that we will not tol-
erate this continuing victimization of 
children. I wish to extend an invitation 
for Members of this body to consider 
enlisting in the Victims Rights Caucus 
that I recently founded and cochair 
with the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Ms. HARRIS). 

During my 22 years as a felony court 
judge in Houston, Texas, I have seen 
scores of victims come through my 
courtroom. Ironically, as large a con-
tingent that victims are, they are one 
of the most underrepresented groups in 
the United States. This session of Con-
gress, in cooperation with my fellow 
representatives, I hope to change this. 

We must always remember that vic-
tims do not choose to be victims. As 
L.H. Harrington of the President’s task 
force on victims of crime once said, 
‘‘Somewhere along the way, the crimi-
nal justice system began to serve law-
yers, judges and defendants. Victims 
are treated with institutionalized dis-
interest. The neglect of crime victims 
is a national disgrace.’’ 

Madam Speaker, to be a victim is an 
unforgettable nightmare but to become 
a victim at the hands of the criminal 
justice system is an unforgivable trav-
esty. The first duty of government is to 
protect its citizens. We as a people are 
not judged by the way we treat the 
rich, famous and influential but by the 

way we treat the weak, the innocent, 
the children. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

NO DEMOCRACY IN THE PEOPLE’S 
HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, we have just concluded our 
legislative day. A number of incidences 
and legislative initiatives have been 
addressed that I would like to com-
ment on in this opportunity that I have 
during this special order. 

We just completed our discussion 
dealing with incapacitated persons. I 
do want to remind my colleagues that 
the issue is not to ignore the tragedy of 
the case in Florida, it is to recognize 
the broadness of the responsibility of 
the Members of the United States Con-
gress. The point that I made earlier, 
that I wish to clarify, is that I too 
would not like to see this loss of life if 
there is some alternative. But I did 
suggest that because this legislation 
that has just passed the floor of the 
House would have had a better ap-
proach, which is to have a full hearing 
before the Committee on the Judiciary 
and other committees of jurisdiction, 
that the same relief could have been 
given to this distressed situation by of-
fering a private relief bill. 

The opposition noted that a private 
relief bill would take a long time 
through the legislative process. Let me 
remind my Republican colleagues who 
are in the majority that rules could 
have been waived to move a private re-
lief bill forward expeditiously as quick-
ly as any bill that we have just put on 
the floor. So it is certainly a 
misstatement for anyone to rise to the 
floor of the House and suggest that an 
action of a private relief bill could not 
have brought relief and that the party 
in question in Florida might be dead 
before that occurred when they know 
full well that this House is controlled 
by Republicans and if they desired to 
move a private relief bill forward 
quickly, it could have been done. 

And then, Madam Speaker, I want to 
quickly comment on a bill that ap-
peared before us in the Committee on 
the Judiciary where not one single 
Democratic amendment was accepted. 

In fact, the Republican majority 
made it very clear that they had a per-
fect bill from the Senate and they real-
ly did not want to do anything in the 
Committee on the Judiciary. So when 
amendments were offered by Demo-
crats to protect veterans, it was de-
nied. When amendments were offered 
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