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and for his obvious dedication through-
out his life to restore the economic 
might of his district. I know that 
struggle. Our Federal Government has 
been too slow to respond to the wash-
out of jobs and capacity across this 
country, and that is what is making 
our politics so rocky. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for your 
generous gavel this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I will include in the 
RECORD some materials that we were 
not able to verbally enter this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I will invite Secretary 
of Energy Wright, President Trump, 
and Vice President VANCE to come and 
stand with the workers at Libbey Glass 
in Ohio so they completely understand 
what it takes to rebuild manufacturing 
in America. I hope they will show up. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF CHARLIE 
KIRK 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. MOORE of 
Utah was recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the majority leader.) 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the topic of this Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

will use my time to take a brief mo-
ment and reflect on the horrific assas-
sination of Charlie Kirk and the impor-
tance of free speech in America. 

It is not lost on me that I am stand-
ing here on the House floor, as my col-
leagues and I do every session day, 
sharing my opinions and thoughts 
about the state of our country and 
what Congress is doing about it. 

It is a special place where we get to 
link arms with our fellow delegation or 
caucus members and talk about causes 
that matter to us, debate back and 
forth with our friends on the other side 
of the aisle, welcome the President and 
foreign dignitaries to speak, and so 
much more. This place represents open 
debate and discussion, and Charlie did, 
too. 

As we all process the tragedy that 
took place just a week ago, I hope we 
remember the ways he engaged with 
those who didn’t agree with him. That 
is what makes the American experi-
ment work, from classrooms to work-
places to kitchen tables to the Halls of 
Congress. Charlie modeled fearlessness 
in having the conversation and opening 
the door to debate, and I hope we all 
can, as well. 

My sincerest condolences go out to 
the Kirk family as they navigate this 
unimaginable grief. As a society, I hope 
we can carry forward Charlie’s legacy 
of free speech and commitment to 
faith. 

I also will share my heartfelt grati-
tude to Utah Governor Spencer Cox for 
leading with integrity during this dif-
ficult time for our State and our coun-
try. There is no better person to be in 
a position of leadership and navigate 
this than him, and he surely has made 
Utah proud on the national stage. 

He encouraged all of us to disagree 
better, and while the suspect chose not 
to heed that counsel, the rest of us can. 

Lastly, I will also thank Utah law en-
forcement, The Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, and all of our State and 
Federal partners who worked around 
the clock to identify the suspect. Your 
sacrifice is always appreciated. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

EXTREME HEAT CAUCUS 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. STANTON of 
Arizona was recognized for 30 minutes.) 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the subject of 
the Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, Arizona 

has suffered year after year after year 
of record-breaking temperatures. Our 
summers are getting hotter, lasting 
longer, and providing little relief at 
night. This heat is incredibly dan-
gerous for our health and for our econ-
omy. 

Last summer, tragically, more than 
600 of our fellow Arizonans lost their 
lives to the heat. Today, there are an-
other 406 heat-related deaths in Mari-
copa County, Arizona, parts of which I 
have represented for 25 years. Those 
deaths are under investigation. We are 
on track, yet again, to be one of the 
deadliest areas for heat exposure in 
this country. 

That is why I launched the bipartisan 
Extreme Heat Caucus early this year 
with Congressman MIKE LAWLER of 
New York. At one point this summer, 
nearly half of the country’s population 
was under an extreme heat warning. 
From coast to coast, we are struggling 
to keep people safe and to fully under-
stand the challenges posed by extreme 
heat. 

Extreme heat is a danger to public 
health, but it also threatens our very 
way of life. As heat waves get worse, 
roadways will crack, energy grids will 
falter, and crops will dry out. Insur-
ance rates and electric bills will spike. 

Some Arizonans saw triple-digit in-
creases on their electric bills this sum-
mer. More evictions will follow. Front-
line workers will stay home or end up 
hospitalized. Our local economies will 
lose millions. 

We have to take this seriously, but 
this administration has shown a pro-

found disregard for the problem at 
hand. From his very first day, Presi-
dent Trump has gutted the Federal 
heat response. Researchers, public 
health experts, and administrators of 
critical grant programs were caught up 
in Trump’s mass firings, and it is ev-
eryday Americans who will pay the 
price. A senior, struggling to balance a 
tight budget, could be left high and dry 
without LIHEAP funds to cover their 
electric bills or keep the AC running. A 
single mother, working full time is 
worried that her child’s school won’t be 
able to keep him safe during recess or 
after-school sports practice. A 
landscaper, growing his small business, 
was diagnosed with kidney disease in 
his early 30s due to heat exposures. 

Members of the Extreme Heat Caucus 
and I are fighting for the Federal work-
force that handles extreme heat to be 
reinstated. Their work is critical to 
combat extreme heat and the greater 
climate crisis. 

Without a robust Federal heat re-
sponse, we put countless lives and bil-
lions of dollars at risk. The Extreme 
Heat Caucus is stepping up to change 
that. We are championing smart, bipar-
tisan actions to combat extreme heat. 

As a former mayor of Phoenix, I have 
been focused on heat policy that starts 
local, where the rubber meets the road. 
Our cities, counties, and universities 
are pioneering new ways to combat ex-
treme heat and to respond to heat 
emergencies, but they are often going 
at it without proper and adequate fund-
ing. 

My bipartisan bill, the Heat Manage-
ment Assistance Grant Program Act, 
will allow States, local governments, 
and our Tribal partners to apply for 
dedicated, fast-release funding to re-
spond to extreme heat events. This 
funding could be used to stand up cool-
ing centers, purchase medical equip-
ment for heat illnesses, or many other 
critical services. 

For families worried about balancing 
high-energy costs with high grocery 
bills, I have been working to introduce 
the LIHEAP Parity Act. The bill will 
fairly and fully distribute LIHEAP dol-
lars to families in cold weather States 
who need help with their heating bill in 
the winter and families in warm weath-
er States like mine who need help with 
their air-conditioning bill in the sum-
mer. 

We still don’t know much about the 
possible impacts of extreme heat on 
our emergency response, so as the 
ranking member of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure’s Economic Devel-
opment, Public Buildings, and Emer-
gency Management Subcommittee, I 
partnered with Congresswoman DINA 
TITUS on the Extreme Weather and 
Heat Response Modernization Act, 
which, among many other things, will 
study the unexpected impacts of heat 
on key infrastructure and public 
health. 

That study was wrapped into a larger 
FEMA reform package, and it passed 
our committee on a huge bipartisan 
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margin. It will form an emergency re-
sponse advisory panel to study slow 
moving natural disasters like extreme 
heat. 

b 2000 

I am glad to see the study one step 
closer to law, and I will keep working 
to get the Extreme Weather and Heat 
Response Modernization Act across the 
finish line, as well. 

I thank my colleagues who have 
come to speak before the House today. 
They understand the challenge before 
us. 

As Members of Congress, our most 
basic duty as elected officials is to 
keep our constituents and fellow Amer-
icans safe. Right now, Congress must 
rise to the challenge and start actively 
combating the effects of heat. 

All of us here agree on this duty be-
fore us. Now we have the responsibility 
to meet this moment and to save lives. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my great pleasure 
now to yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT), my friend, and 
the ranking member of the Education 
and Workforce Committee. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding and 
for organizing this Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, this summer, Ameri-
cans from coast to coast are enduring 
the hottest temperatures in recorded 
history. Days are not just uncomfort-
able, they are life-threatening for mil-
lions of workers across the country. 

From agricultural workers in the 
fields, to warehouse employees, to con-
struction crews and factory staff, many 
are laboring in extreme heat with no 
Federal protection from one of the old-
est, most serious, most common work-
place hazards, and that is, of course, 
heat stress. 

The science is clear, the medical evi-
dence is overwhelming, and the moral 
case is undeniable. Yet, the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion, OSHA, still lacks a national 
standard to protect workers from dan-
gerous heat exposure on the job. 

In addition to the important legisla-
tion mentioned by the gentleman from 
Arizona to address the issue, I am a 
proud cosponsor of the bill introduced 
by the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. CHU) to prevent senseless deaths 
of workers due to heat. The bill honors 
the memory of a farm worker who 
tragically died after working 10 
straight hours in 105 degree heat with-
out access to shade, water, or a break. 
His death was preventable, as are the 
deaths of so many others happening 
every year. 

We have known for a long time that 
it does not have to be this way. In the 
fourth century BC, Alexander the 
Great was counseled to guard against 
heat stress as his troops marched 
through the desert. Heat stress is even 
documented several times in the Old 
Testament. Our own military adopted a 
heat stress prevention program in 1952, 
and I remember when I was in basic 
training in the Army, when the heat 

reached certain temperatures, we 
would have to loosen the bottom of our 
pants and stop doing physical training, 
or PT. The National Institute of Occu-
pational Safety and Health, NIOSH, ad-
vised OSHA on the need to protect 
workers from heat stress back in 1972, 
and again in 1986, and yet again in 2016. 

Workers have waited long enough. 
Thanks to Representative CHU’s leader-
ship, we have reintroduced a bill that 
will end delays and excuses and finally 
bring workers the commonsense pro-
tection they deserve. Within one year, 
OSHA would be required under the bill 
to finally issue an enforceable rule set-
ting out the strongest feasible protec-
tions against heat illness. It empowers 
OSHA to require rest breaks, access to 
water, shaded or cool recovery areas, 
and training that delivers information 
in a language and format that workers 
can certainly understand. These are 
simple and sensible safeguards that 
will save lives. 

As the climate crisis accelerates, 
workers are increasingly at risk. Heat 
stress is a predictable problem, but it 
is also a preventable problem. The ur-
gency of the crisis requires us to act 
now, and this legislation is the road-
map for that action. Workers’ lives de-
pend on it. 

I thank the gentleman from Arizona 
for forming the Extreme Heat Caucus 
and for organizing this Special Order to 
give us the opportunity to emphasize 
the importance of this issue. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative SCOTT for his leadership 
on this important issue and the bill 
that he referenced supporting our 
workforce dealing with extreme heat. 
That is an important piece of legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, that is all of our 
speeches on this important topic of the 
extreme heat and the Extreme Heat 
Caucus. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

f 

BREAKDOWN OF TRADITIONAL 
FAMILIES 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GROTHMAN of 
Wisconsin was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, to-
night I will talk one more time about 
what I think is the most pressing prob-
lem facing America as we try to ad-
dress the crime rate, the drug problem, 
and the education problem. It is a prob-
lem that was, sadly, not addressed in 
the One Big Beautiful Bill Act. 

As a matter of fact, the One Big 
Beautiful Bill Act went, to a certain 
extent, in the opposite direction. I 
want to educate the American public 
on this problem, and that is the break-
down of the traditional family with a 
man in the household over the last 60 
years of America. 

As this Congress tries to make Amer-
ica great again, it is hard to imagine 
America being that great if we con-
tinue to punish and penalize any fam-
ily that has both parents at home. 

America has changed dramatically. 
In the 1960s, about 5 percent of the chil-
dren in this country were born into 
families without both a mother and fa-
ther at home. I want to point out, I 
know families of all sorts of back-
grounds. I know parents who have done 
a fantastic job of raising children in all 
backgrounds, and sometimes beyond 
their fault, there are families who ap-
pear to be doing a perfect job of raising 
their children, but nevertheless have a 
problem. 

I think most Americans, though, 
with common sense would say it is 
more difficult for, say, the post-1995 
generations, where 40 percent of Amer-
ican children are born without a moth-
er and father at home, compared to the 
generation of children born in the 
1960s, when that number was only 5 
percent. 

We have to ask ourselves why that 
happened. Sometimes when I talk to 
people back home, they mention the 
decline in religion, and maybe that is 
why we shot up from 5 percent to 40 
percent. 

Actually, if you look at programs the 
government authors, and I am going to 
reference George Gilder a little bit 
here, who was a great sociologist, if I 
can call him that, who wrote ‘‘Wealth 
and Poverty’’ in 1980. He looked at sin-
gle-parent families to see if he had any 
observations. The families he looked at 
were specifically from the poorer parts 
of Albany, New York. At the time a 
woman got pregnant, if the family was 
not a married group, they began to col-
lect benefits, and it was not a panic sit-
uation in which, how are we going to 
support the child? What are we going 
to do? Are we going to have to live 
with your parents? What are we going 
to do? It was kind of gleeful as they 
went from government office to gov-
ernment office getting their low-in-
come housing, getting their free 
healthcare, getting their free college 
education if they wanted to go to col-
lege, food stamps, like I said, free 
apartment, which I think is the most 
generous giveaway of all. 

Now, I don’t know that it is good 
that we have created a situation in 
which a young person getting pregnant 
should be happy because of all the gov-
ernment benefits they are eligible for, 
but if you look at the eligibility re-
quirements for every one of these pro-
grams, they are based on what we call 
percent of poverty. If you have some-
body in the household—it could be a 
woman or it could be a man—if a man 
is in the household, you could penalize 
that family by easily $25,000 or $30,000 
cash for having both parents at home. 

An example of programs which fit the 
bill, which we penalize people for get-
ting married, would be formerly called 
food stamps, certainly low-income 
housing, which by itself can be a ben-
efit of over $12,000 a year; something 
called the earned income tax credit, 
which can easily be $6,000 or $7,000 a 
year, provided you work and keep your 
income under $17,000 or $16,000 a year. 
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