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KEEP STARRETT CITY 

AFFORDABLE 

HON. ANTHONY D. WEINER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mr. WEINER. Madam Speaker, I rise to dis-
cuss the need for additional affordable hous-
ing across the nation. Financial planners sug-
gest that families devote 30 percent of their in-
come to paying for housing costs. But for 
many families across the country such a rule 
of thumb sounds more like a pipe dream. Ac-
cording to the 2006 American Community Sur-
vey, twenty-five percent of renters across the 
nation spend more than 50 percent of their in-
come on rent. Nationwide, there are 9 million 
extremely low-income households but only 6 
million units renting at affordable prices, leav-
ing a shortage of 3 million affordable housing 
units. 

In my hometown of New York City, 28 per-
cent of renters are paying more than half of 
their income for rent. Keeping the Starrett City 
development in Brooklyn affordable is critical. 
Starrett City is the Nation’s largest govern-
ment-subsidized rental housing complex. It 
was designed in the 1970s as a subsidized, 
middle-class co-operative under New York 
State’s Mitchell-Lama program. It is home to 
12,000 residents in nearly 6,000 housing units. 
Most of the residents of Starrett City live on 
annual gross incomes of about $20,000 to 
$40,000 and the average subsidized rent is 
$200–$400. 

I, along with my colleague from New York, 
Representative EDOLPHUS TOWNS, requested 
that the House Financial Services Sub-
committee on Housing and Community Oppor-
tunity hold a field hearing in New York City fol-
lowing an attempt to sell Starrett City that 
jeopardized the complex’s affordability. The 
hearing was held in July 2007 and inves-
tigated the impact of affordable housing sales 
on housing costs in New York City. 

Mr. TOWNS’ legislation before the House 
today will allow owners and the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development to convert 
the current subsidy contracts that are in place 
at Starrett City into a new, 20-year Section 8 
contract. This will ensure that a new owner 
can secure the long-term financing necessary 
to keep Starrett City affordable and its tenants 
in their homes. 

Without this legislation, Starrett City’s own-
ers would likely opt out of their Section 8 con-
tract and convert Starrett City to market-rate 
housing, further contributing to the lack of af-
fordable housing in New York City. 

I thank my colleague, Mr. TOWNS and sup-
port his legislation. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RON KLEIN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speaker, I 
was unavoidably detained on Wednesday, 
May 7, 2008. 

Had I voted, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on 
rollcall No. 294. 

f 

PASS A CLEAN AND HONEST 
SUPPLEMENTAL 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, American men and women are on 
the front lines of the Global War on Terrorism 
defeating our enemies abroad so we do not 
have to face them here at home. Unfortu-
nately, at home, Democrats are threatening to 
push through an emergency war supplemental 
spending bill, without committee consideration, 
that includes unrelated spending. 

Funding for our troops should be priority 
number one. However, it is not the time nor 
the place to add additional spending on top of 
what our military has requested in an effort to 
push it through on the coattails of our bravest 
and brightest. If the majority wishes to in-
crease spending on other programs unrelated 
to the Global War on Terrorism, then they 
should bring those requests up under regular 
order—not hidden in an emergency troop 
funding bill. 

As Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
Admiral Mike Mullen has made it clear, this 
supplement spending bill is vital to our secu-
rity. Without passage of the supplemental, our 
soldiers will stop getting their paychecks and 
our ability to equip our troops will be under-
mined. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, and we 
will never forget September 11th. 

f 

IN HONOR OF 25TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF SULLIVAN’S NATIONAL CEN-
TER FOR HOSPITALITY STUDIES 

HON. JOHN A. YARMUTH 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
honor of the twenty-fifth anniversary of Sul-
livan University’s National Center for Hospi-
tality Studies, in Louisville, Kentucky. 

Nearly four thousand students have grad-
uated from NCHS and gone on to impact the 
culinary, travel, and hospitality fields. The im-
pact of Sullivan’s exceptional program can be 
felt throughout the nation, from Las Vegas to 
New Orleans and many lucky cities in be-
tween, but nowhere—I am pleased to say— 
has NCHS and its alumni had a greater influ-
ence than in my hometown of Louisville. 

On any given weekend night, there are over 
600 Sullivan students working in our commu-
nity’s hotels and restaurants. Alumni include 
many of our city’s finest chefs and res-
taurateurs, who have helped ensure that 
Derby week, when our town becomes the na-
tion’s top tourist destination, visitors will leave 
raving about more than just horse races. 

But while I certainly recommend it, one does 
not need to come to Louisville to recognize 

the excellence of the program. President and 
CEO A.R. Sullivan has assembled an award 
winning faculty, including program director 
Chef Tom Hickey, a Culinary Olympics medal 
winner who has overseen culinary operations 
for presidential inaugurations; catering depart-
ment chair chef Kimberly Jones, who has de-
veloped nationally renowned recipes and ca-
tered some of the world’s highest profile 
events; chef John Castro, our local celebrity 
chef who bested the competition on the TV 
Food Network’s Throw Down with Bobby Flay 
and has been featured on the Travel Channel; 
and baking and pastry department chef, the 
nationally ranked Derek Spendlove, who won 
a gold medal in the 1988 Culinary Olympics. 

That faculty and leadership has helped Sulli-
van’s Culinary Competition team win 291 med-
als, including Southeast Regional Pastry Chef 
of the Year in 2008 and Southeast Regional 
Champions in 2001, 2004 and 2005. The 
school was the first culinary school in America 
to be invited to cook at New York’s prestigious 
James Beard House. 

The alumni list of four-star chefs has the 
length of a school celebrating its centennial. 
Still for all that has been accomplished 
through NCHS in a quarter century, the prom-
ise for the future is equally bright. The pro-
gram now builds on a proud tradition where 
students and alumni never cease to exceed 
our highest expectations. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in com-
mending Sullivan University’s National Center 
for Hospitality Studies on the last twenty five 
years of distinction and to wish the center the 
best as it continues to satisfy our taste for ex-
cellence in the years to come. 

f 

CONGRATULATING NANCY 
BRINKER, WHITE HOUSE CHIEF 
OF PROTOCOL, ON HER BEING 
NAMED ONE OF THE 100 MOST 
INFLUENTIAL PEOPLE IN THE 
WORLD 

HON. RAY LaHOOD 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mr. LAHOOD. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Nancy Brinker for the recogni-
tion she has received from Time Magazine as 
one of the 100 Most Influential People in the 
World. 

Nancy grew up in my hometown of Peoria, 
Illinois, and all of us are extremely proud of 
her many accomplishments in diplomacy and 
in the health care arena. 

As White House Chief of Protocol and pre-
viously as President Bush’s Ambassador to 
the Republic of Hungary, Nancy has fostered 
meaningful, positive relationships for the 
United States around the world and advanced 
a broad range of U.S. security and economic 
interests. 

But Peorians know her best for her role as 
founder of the Susan G. Komen Race for the 
Cure after promising her sister, Susan, that 
she would fight to end breast cancer forever. 
Named after Susan, who died from breast 
cancer in 1980, the foundation is now recog-
nized as the Nation’s leading catalyst in the 
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fight against breast cancer. It all began with a 
race in Dallas, followed by one in Peoria, and 
now there are over 112 races with over a mil-
lion participants. Research is the key to finding 
a cure for this disease, and with the financial 
assistance of the Susan G. Komen Founda-
tion, much progress has been made. The suc-
cess of this foundation and its mission is 
known throughout the world. 

In the words of Cokie Roberts’ tribute in the 
Times article, ‘‘When Nancy Brinker meets up 
with her sister, Susan G. Komen, on the other 
side of the pearly gates, she will be able to 
say, ‘‘I did what you asked.’’ And, in the proc-
ess, she will have helped millions who suffer 
from this dreaded disease. 

f 

MACOMB COUNTY SCHOOLS EARN 
BLUE RIBBON STATUS 

HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam Speaker, 
this week the Michigan Board of Education 
designated five schools across the entire State 
as Blue Ribbon Exemplary Schools. You might 
ask why this is significant. Well, I will tell you 
why. 

The Blue Ribbon is the most prestigious 
education award in the state and it distin-
guishes schools for their excellence in leader-
ship, teaching, curriculum, student achieve-
ment, parent involvement and community sup-
port. 

Well, I am proud to inform you that 2 of 
these schools reside in the 10th Congres-
sional District. 

Powell Middle School Bulldogs in Romeo 
and Malow Junior High Mustangs in Shelby 
Township rightfully earned this prestigious dis-
tinction. The Bulldogs and Mustangs under 
went a rigorous examination process which 
even included on sitevisits from state edu-
cation officials. 

Under the leadership of Principal Jeffrey 
LaPerriere, Powell became the first school in 
the Rome Community School District to re-
ceive this honor. On the other hand, Malow 
Principal Robert Hock continued Utica Com-
munity School District’s strong Blue Ribbon 
tradition by becoming the 22nd school to get 
the award. 

I commend all the teachers, parents and 
students for their steadfast commitment and 
dedication to achieve such a remarkable ac-
complishment! This is a great day for all 
Macomb County schools so congratulations on 
a job well done! 

LAWRENCE SUMMERS EXPLAINS 
WHY ‘‘A STRATEGY TO PROMOTE 
HEALTHY GLOBALISATION MUST 
RELY ON STRENGTHING EF-
FORTS TO REDUCE INEQUALITY 
AND INSECURITY’’ 

HON. BARNEY FRANK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 8, 2008 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, it has been common for those who 
support increased trade without any accom-
panying policies to address the impact on for-
eign and domestic workers to dismiss argu-
ments for such policies as mere protectionism, 
lacking any economic justification. 

In the Financial Times, Monday May 5th, 
one of the leading economists in the country, 
former Treasury Secretary Lawrence Sum-
mers, refutes this effort to dismiss our con-
cerns. As former Secretary Summers says, 
some of the ‘‘opposition to trade agreements 
and economic internationalism more generally, 
reflect a growing recognition by workers that 
what is good for the global economy and its 
business champions was not necessarily good 
for them, and that there were reasonable 
grounds for this belief.’’ 

Lawrence Summers has been and is a 
strong supporter of increased trade. But unlike 
many others who have stuck with a far less 
sophisticated analysis, ignoring contemporary 
reality, Secretary Summers explains why the 
current globalized economy means that trade 
can have a negative impact on some workers 
in higher wage countries. As he notes, ‘‘in an 
open economy, where investments in innova-
tion, brands, a strong corporate culture or 
even in certain kinds of equipment can be 
combined with labour from anywhere in the 
world, workers no longer have the same stake 
in productive investment by companies as it 
becomes easier for corporations to combine 
their capital with lower priced labour over-
seas. . . . Moreover businesses can use the 
threat of relocating as a lever to extract con-
cessions. . . . Inevitably the cost of these 
concessions is borne by labour.’’ 

Madam Speaker, the economic explanation 
given by Secretary Summers is not meant by 
him as an argument against trade, but rather 
as an argument for accompanying continued 
expansion of trade with appropriate public poli-
cies that deal with some of these effects, and 
recognize that while trade has overall bene-
ficial effects for the economy, the distribution 
of the costs and benefits are far from uniform. 
And the New York Times for Tuesday, May 
6th, illustrates the economic reality that gives 
rise to the political opposition to increased 
trade and internationalization that Secretary 
Summers notes—as the Times article of that 
date noted, ‘‘In inflation adjusted terms . . . 
weekly wages have slipped by 1.3 percent 
since late 2006.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I strongly urge leaders in 
the business community and others who 
would like to see further progress towards 
internationalization to read and understand 
Secretary Summers’ economic analysis, and 
the very thoughtful public policy recommenda-
tions he includes that stem from this analysis. 

And because I can think of no more important 
contribution to the debate about economic pol-
icy in America, I ask that Secretary Summers’ 
very important essay be printed here. 

[From the Financial Times, May 5, 2008] 
A STRATEGY TO PROMOTE HEALTHY 

GLOBALISATION 
(By Lawrence Summers) 

Last week, in this column, I argued that 
making the case that trade agreements im-
prove economic welfare might no longer be 
sufficient to maintain political support for 
economic internationalism in the U.S. and 
other countries. Instead, I suggested that op-
position to trade agreements, and economic 
internationalism more generally, reflected a 
growing recognition by workers that what is 
good for the global economy and its business 
champions was not necessarily good for 
them, and that there were reasonable 
grounds for this belief. 

The most important reason for doubting 
that an increasingly successful, integrated 
global economy will benefit U.S. workers 
(and those in other industrial countries) is 
the weakening of the link between the suc-
cess of a nation’s workers and the success of 
both its trading partners and its companies. 
This phenomenon was first emphasised years 
ago by Robert Reich, the former U.S. labour 
secretary. The normal argument is that a 
more rapidly growing global economy bene-
fits workers and companies in an individual 
country by expanding the market for ex-
ports. This is a valid consideration. But it is 
also true that the success of other countries, 
and greater global integration, places more 
competitive pressure on an individual econ-
omy. Workers are likely disproportionately 
to bear the brunt of this pressure. 

Part of the reason why U.S. workers (or 
those in Europe and Japan) enjoy high wages 
is that they are more highly skilled than 
most workers in the developing world. Yet 
they also earn higher wages because they 
can be more productive—their effort is com-
plemented by capital, broadly defined to in-
clude equipment, managerial expertise, cor-
porate culture, infrastructure and the capac-
ity, for innovation. In a closed economy any-
thing that promotes investment in produc-
tive capital necessarily raises workers’ 
wages. In a closed economy, corporations 
have a huge stake in the quality of the na-
tional workforce and infrastructure. 

The situation is very different in an open 
economy where investments in innovation, 
brands, a strong corporate culture or even in 
certain kinds of equipment can be combined 
with labour from anywhere in the world. 
Workers no longer have the same stake in 
productive investment by companies as it 
becomes easier for corporations to combine 
their capital with lower priced labour over-
seas. Companies, in turn, come to have less 
of a stake in the quality of the workforce 
and infrastructure in their home country 
when they can produce anywhere. Moreover 
businesses can use the threat of relocating as 
a lever to extract concessions regarding tax 
policy, regulations and specific subsidies. In-
evitably the cost of these concessions is 
borne by labour. 

The public policy response of withdrawing 
from the global economy, or reducing the 
pace of integration, is ultimately untenable. 
It would generate resentment abroad on a 
dangerous scale, hurt the economy as other 
countries retaliated, and make us less com-
petitive as companies in rival countries con-
tinue to integrate their production lines 
with developing countries. As Bill Clinton 
said in his first major international eco-
nomic speech as president, ‘‘the United 
States must compete not retreat’’. 
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