July 18, 2017

Washington’s Tax Code is too big and
too complicated for American small
businesses to grow and to be the job
creation engine for future generations.
We need pro-growth tax reform that
lowers the rates for local businesses
and simplifies the code for families.
Main streets across America are count-
ing on us to do that.

———

NEGATIVE IMPACT OF MEDIA

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a
new survey by the Pew Research Cen-
ter found that an astounding two-
thirds of Americans say the news
media has a negative impact on our
Nation. What a comment on the media.

The survey asked participants wheth-
er a variety of institutions are having
a positive or negative effect on the way
things are going in this country today.
The rating the media received was the
lowest of all institutions.

Another public opinion poll by Gal-
lup showed the media’s credibility has
reached a record low. This is not much
of a surprise, given the media’s con-
stant barrage of personal attacks and
negative news coverage. The American
people deserve better than a biased
media.

For the sake of our country, our de-
mocracy, and the credibility of the
media itself, let’s hope they report the
news more fairly and objectively in the
future.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MOONEY of West Virginia) laid before
the House the following communica-
tion from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 18, 2017.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
July 18, 2017, at 9:19 a.m.:

Appointments:

Women’s Suffrage Centennial Commission.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 806, OZONE STANDARDS
IMPLEMENTATION ACT OF 2017

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 451 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 451

Resolved, That at any time after adoption

of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
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to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 806) to facili-
tate efficient State implementation of
ground-level ozone standards, and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. In lieu of the amendment
in the nature of a substitute recommended
by the Committee on Energy and Commerce
now printed in the bill, it shall be in order to
consider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 115-26. That amendment in the nature
of a substitute shall be considered as read.
All points of order against that amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to that amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be in order except
those printed in the report of the Committee
on Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute
made in order as original text. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. PoLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 451 provides for a struc-
tured rule to consider a bill out of the
Energy and Commerce Committee per-
taining to the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s ozone standards. The
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rule provides for 1 hour of debate
equally divided between the majority
and the minority on the Energy and
Commerce Committee. The rule fur-
ther makes in order six Democratic
amendments for consideration. Fi-
nally, the minority is afforded the cus-
tomary motion to recommit.

Under the Clean Air Act’s National
Ambient Air Quality Standards pro-
gram, the EPA is tasked with setting
standards and regulations for certain
defined pollutants, including ground-
level ozone, commonly referred to as
smog. The Environmental Protection
Agency has set these standards and ad-
justed when necessary in 1971, 1979,
1997, and 2008.

Since 1980, ozone levels have declined
by 33 percent, according to the EPA,
thanks in large part to diligent State
oversight of industries and planning,
along with weather patterns and out-
side temperatures, which all contribute
to ozone levels.

Ozone has been a particular issue in
the north Texas area that I represent,
where hot summer days and prevailing
southerly breezes cause air quality
issues that affect outdoor activities
and may create health concerns.

In 2015, the EPA proposed changing
the 2008 ozone standards that had not
yet been fully implemented, despite
nearly 700 national, State, and local or-
ganizations and stakeholders request-
ing that the EPA allow the 2008 stand-
ards to be adopted before moving the
goalposts on these regulated parties. In
fact, the EPA did not publish its imple-
mentation regulations for the 2008
standards until March of 2015, nearly 7
years after the standards had been
issued, and then promptly that same
year decided to change the rules en-
tirely.

The EPA ignored the request from
stakeholders and moved ahead with
lowering the ozone standard, manipu-
lating scientific findings in order to
justify the move. In fact, nearly two-
thirds of the so-called benefits that the
EPA claimed would result from this
new standard are not based on ozone
reductions at all, but instead on reduc-
tions from an entirely different pollut-
ant regulated under a different set of
rules.

H.R. 806, the Ozone Standards Imple-
mentation Act of 2017, is an important
step toward focusing the EPA’s efforts
at science-based regulating of the envi-
ronment and a rejection of the politi-
cally motivated actions of the previous
8 years.

The legislation phases in implemen-
tation of the 2008 and 2015 ozone stand-
ards, extending the date for final des-
ignation for the 2015 standard to 2025,
aligning the permitting requirements
of the Clean Air Act with the imple-
mentation schedule set by the EPA.
This allows for a thoughtful and me-
thodical implementation process to
proceed at the State level to address
the varied needs and nuances that exist
in the States based upon industry and
based upon weather patterns.
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