December 17, 2015

Gold Medal to each of J. Christopher
Stevens, Glen Doherty, Tyrone Woods,
and Sean Smith in recognition of their
contributions to the Nation.
S. 2409

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
names of the Senator from Washington
(Ms. CANTWELL) and the Senator from
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2409, a bill to amend
titles XVIII and XIX of the Social Se-
curity Act to improve payments for
hospital outpatient department serv-
ices and complex rehabilitation tech-
nology and to improve program integ-
rity, and for other purposes.

S.J. RES. 25

At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. ScoTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S.J. Res. 25, a joint resolution
providing for congressional disapproval
under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the final rule of the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency relating to ‘‘National
Ambient Air Quality Standards for
Ozone’’.

S. RES. 327

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 327, a resolution condemning
violence that targets healthcare for
women.

—————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. REED (for himself and
Ms. COLLINS):

S. 2410. A bill to promote trans-
parency in the oversight of cybersecu-
rity risks at publicly traded compa-
nies; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am
pleased to be introducing the Cyberse-
curity Disclosure Act of 2015 with Sen-
ator COLLINS. In response to data
breaches by various companies, which
exposed the personal information of
millions of customers, this bill asks
each publicly traded company to in-
clude, in Securities and Exchange Com-
mission, SEC, disclosures to investors,
information on whether any member of
the Board of Directors is a cybersecu-
rity expert, and if not, why having this
expertise on the Board of Directors is
not necessary because of other cyberse-
curity steps taken by the publicly trad-
ed company. The legislation does not
require companies to take any actions
other than to provide this disclosure to
its investors.

Many investors may be surprised to
learn that board directors who partici-
pated in National Association of Cor-
porate Directors roundtable discus-
sions on cybersecurity late in 2013 ad-
mitted that ‘‘the lack of adequate
knowledge of information technology
risk has made it challenging for them
to ‘effectively oversee management’s
cybersecurity activities.” Participating
board members also suggested that
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‘without sound knowledge of—or ade-
quate sensitivity to—the topic, direc-
tors cannot easily draw the line be-
tween oversight and management,” and
that once in the technical ‘weeds,” di-
rectors ‘find it difficult to assess the
appropriate level of [the board’s] in-
volvement in risk management.’”’

Investors and customers deserve a
clear understanding of whether pub-
licly traded companies are not only
prioritizing cybersecurity, but also
have the capacity to protect investors
and customers from cyber related at-
tacks. This bill aims to provide a bet-
ter understanding of these issues
through improved SEC disclosure.

While this legislation is a matter for
consideration by the Banking Com-
mittee, of which I am a member, this
bill is also informed by my service on
the Armed Services Committee. It is
through this dual Banking-Armed
Services perspective that I see that our
economic security is indeed a matter of
our national security, and this is par-
ticularly the case as our economy be-
comes increasingly reliant on tech-
nology and the Internet.

For example, James Clapper, Direc-
tor of National Intelligence, recently
appeared before the Armed Services
Committee on September 29, 2015, and
testified that ‘‘cyber threats to the
U.S. national and economic security
are increasing in frequency, scale, so-
phistication and severity of impact.”
He further said that ‘‘[b]ecause of our
heavy dependence on the Internet,
nearly all information communication
technologies and I.T. networks and sys-
tems will be perpetually at risk.”

With mounting cyber threats and
concerns over the capabilities of cor-
porate directors, we all need to be more
proactive in ensuring our Nation’s cy-
bersecurity before there are additional
serious breaches. This legislation seeks
to take one step towards that goal by
encouraging publicly traded companies
to be more transparent to its investors
and customers on whether and how
their Boards of Directors are
prioritizing cybersecurity.

I thank Harvard Law School Pro-
fessor John Coates, MIT Professor
Simon Johnson, Columbia Law School
Professor John Coffee, and the Con-
sumer Federation of America for their
support, and I urge my colleagues to
join Senator COLLINS and me in sup-
porting this legislation.

By Mr. REED (for himself and
Mr. CASEY):

S. 2419. A bill to improve quality and
accountability for educator prepara-
tion programs; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, we know
that the quality of teachers and prin-
cipals are two of the most important
in-school factors related to student
achievement. If we want to improve
our schools, it is essential that teach-
ers, principals, and other educators
have a comprehensive system that sup-
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ports their professional growth and de-
velopment, starting on day one and
continuing throughout their careers.
Senator CASEY and I introduced the
Better Education Support and Training
Act to create such a system, and many
key provisions of this legislation were
included in the Every Student Suc-
ceeds Act that passed the Senate with
an overwhelming bipartisan vote and
was signed into law last week.

However, our work is not done. We
need to make sure that educator prepa-
ration programs help teachers, prin-
cipals, librarians, and other school
leaders develop the skills and knowl-
edge to be profession-ready. There is a
looming shortage of fully-prepared
teachers. BEarlier this month, the Wash-
ington Post reported that many high
poverty schools struggle to fill their
teaching positions and rely on a ‘‘ro-
tating cast of substitutes.” We must do
better by our students and our schools.

Today, I am reintroducing the Educa-
tor Preparation Reform Act and am
pleased to be joined by Senator CASEY
in offering this approach to improving
how we prepare teachers, principals,
and other educators so that they can be
effective right from the start.

The Educator Preparation Reform
Act builds on the success of the Teach-
er Quality Partnership Program, which
I helped author in the 1998 reauthoriza-
tion of the Higher Education Act.

Among the key changes this new bill
makes is specific attention and empha-
sis on principals, with the addition of a
residency program for new principals.
Improving instruction is a team effort,
with principals at the helm. This bill
better connects teacher preparation
with principal preparation. The Educa-
tor Preparation Reform Act will also
allow partnerships to develop prepara-
tion programs for other areas of in-
structional need, such as for school li-
brarians, counselors, or other academic
support professionals.

The bill streamlines the account-
ability and reporting requirements for
teacher preparation programs to pro-
vide greater transparency on key qual-
ity measures such as admissions stand-
ards, requirements for clinical prac-
tice, placement of graduates, retention
in the field of teaching, and teacher
performance, including student learn-
ing outcomes. All programs—whether
traditional or alternative routes to cer-
tification—will be asked to report on
the same measures.

Under our legislation, states will be
required to identify at-risk and low-
performing programs and provide them
with technical assistance and a
timeline for improvement. States
would be encouraged to close programs
that do not improve.

We have been fortunate to work with
many stakeholders on this legislation.
Organizations that have endorsed the
Educator Preparation Reform Act in-
clude: the Alliance for Excellent Edu-
cation, American Association of Col-
leges for Teacher Education, American
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Association of State Colleges and Uni-
versities, American Council on Edu-
cation, Association of American Uni-
versities, Association of Jesuit Col-
leges and Universities, Association of
Public and Land-grant Universities,
Council for Christian Colleges and Uni-
versities, First Focus Campaign for
Children, Higher Education Consor-
tium for Special Education, Hispanic
Association of Colleges and Univer-
sities, National Association of Elemen-
tary School Principals, National Asso-
ciation of Independent Colleges and
Universities, National Association of
Secondary School Principals, National
Association of State Directors of Spe-
cial Education, National Center for
Learning Disabilities, National Edu-
cation Association, National Disabil-
ities Rights Network, Public Advocacy
for Kids, Rural School and Community
Trust, and the Teacher Education Divi-
sion of the Council for Exceptional
Children.

I look forward to working to incor-
porate this legislation into the upcom-
ing reauthorization of the Higher Edu-
cation Act. I urge my colleagues to
join us in this effort and support this
legislation.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 337T—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
DESIGNATION OF FEBRUARY 12,
2016, AS “DARWIN DAY” AND
RECOGNIZING THE IMPORTANCE
OF SCIENCE IN THE BETTER-
MENT OF HUMANITY

Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted the
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation:

S. RES. 337

Whereas Charles Darwin developed the the-
ory of evolution by the mechanism of nat-
ural selection, which, together with the
monumental amount of scientific evidence
Charles Darwin compiled to support the the-
ory, provides humanity with a logical and in-
tellectually compelling explanation for the
diversity of life on Earth;

Whereas the validity of the theory of evo-
lution by natural selection developed by
Charles Darwin is further strongly supported
by the modern understanding of the science
of genetics;

Whereas it has been the human curiosity
and ingenuity exemplified by Charles Darwin
that has promoted new scientific discoveries
that have helped humanity solve many prob-
lems and improve living conditions;

Whereas the advancement of science must
be protected from those unconcerned with
the adverse impacts of global warming and
climate change;

Whereas the teaching of creationism in
some public schools compromises the sci-
entific and academic integrity of the edu-
cation systems of the United States;

Whereas Charles Darwin is a worthy sym-
bol of scientific advancement on which to
focus and around which to build a global
celebration of science and humanity in-
tended to promote a common bond among all
the people of the Earth; and

Whereas February 12, 2016, is the anniver-
sary of the birth of Charles Darwin in 1809
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and would be an appropriate date to des-
ignate as ‘“‘Darwin Day’’: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) supports the designation of ‘‘Darwin
Day’’; and

(2) recognizes Charles Darwin as a worthy
symbol on which to celebrate the achieve-
ments of reason, science, and the advance-
ment of human knowledge.

———————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2932. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr.
UDALL, and Mr. VITTER) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2576, to modernize the
Toxic Substances Control Act, and for other
purposes.

SA 2933. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
227, to strengthen the Federal education re-
search system to make research and evalua-
tions more timely and relevant to State and
local needs in order to increase student
achievement.

SA 2934. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. KIRK)
proposed an amendment to the resolution S.
Res. 148, condemning the Government of
Iran’s state-sponsored persecution of its
Baha’i minority and its continued violation
of the International Covenants on Human
Rights.

SA 2935. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. KIRK)
proposed an amendment to the resolution S.
Res. 148, supra.

SA 2936. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. CORKER
(for himself and Mr. SHELBY)) proposed an
amendment to the bill H.R. 515, to protect
children and others from sexual abuse and
exploitation, including sex trafficking and
sex tourism, by providing advance notice of
intended travel by registered sex offenders
outside the United States to the government
of the country of destination, requesting for-
eign governments to notify the United
States when a known sex offender is seeking
to enter the United States, and for other pur-
poses.

SA 2937. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. CARDIN)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 284, to
impose sanctions with respect to foreign per-
sons responsible for gross violations of inter-
nationally recognized human rights, and for
other purposes.

————
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 2932. Mr. INHOFE (for himself,
Mr. UDALL, and Mr. VITTER) proposed
an amendment to the bill H.R. 2576, to
modernize the Toxic Substances Con-
trol Act, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Frank R.
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st
Century Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS, POLICY, AND INTENT.

Section 2(c) of the Toxic Substances Con-
trol Act (15 U.S.C. 2601(c)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘It is the intent’” and in-
serting the following:

‘(1) ADMINISTRATION.—It is the intent’’;

(2) in paragraph (1) (as so redesignated), by
inserting ‘‘, as provided under this Act” be-
fore the period at the end; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) REFORM.—This Act, including reforms
in accordance with the amendments made by
the Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety
for the 21st Century Act—

‘“(A) shall be administered in a manner
that—
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‘(i) protects the health of children, preg-
nant women, the elderly, workers, con-
sumers, the general public, and the environ-
ment from the risks of harmful exposures to
chemical substances and mixtures; and

‘‘(ii) ensures that appropriate information
on chemical substances and mixtures is
available to public health officials and first
responders in the event of an emergency; and

‘(B) shall not displace or supplant common
law rights of action or remedies for civil re-
lief.”.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

Section 3 of the Toxic Substances Control
Act (15 U.S.C. 2602) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), (6),
(M, B, 9, 10), (11, (12), (13), and (14) as
paragraphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), (10), (12), (13),
(17), (18), and (19), respectively;

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(4) CONDITIONS OF USE.—The term ‘condi-
tions of use’ means the intended, known, or
reasonably foreseeable circumstances the
Administrator determines a chemical sub-
stance is manufactured, processed, distrib-
uted in commerce, used, or disposed of.”’;

(3) by inserting after paragraph (10) (as so
redesignated) the following:

¢“(11) POTENTIALLY EXPOSED OR SUSCEPTIBLE
POPULATION.—The term ‘potentially exposed
or susceptible population’ means 1 or more
groups—

““(A) of individuals within the general pop-
ulation who may be—

‘(i) differentially exposed to chemical sub-
stances under the conditions of use; or

¢“(ii) susceptible to greater adverse health
consequences from chemical exposures than
the general population; and

“(B) that when identified by the Adminis-
trator may include such groups as infants,
children, pregnant women, workers, and the
elderly.”’; and

(4) by inserting after paragraph (13) (as so
redesignated) the following:

‘‘(14) SAFETY ASSESSMENT.—The term ‘safe-
ty assessment’ means an assessment of the
risk posed by a chemical substance under the
conditions of use, integrating hazard, use,
and exposure information regarding the
chemical substance.

‘“(156) SAFETY DETERMINATION.—The term
‘safety determination’ means a determina-
tion by the Administrator as to whether a
chemical substance meets the safety stand-
ard under the conditions of use.

‘(16) SAFETY STANDARD.—The term ‘safety
standard’ means a standard that ensures,
without taking into consideration cost or
other nonrisk factors, that no unreasonable
risk of injury to health or the environment
will result from exposure to a chemical sub-
stance under the conditions of use, including
no unreasonable risk of injury to—

‘“(A) the general population; or

‘“(B) any potentially exposed or susceptible
population that the Administrator has iden-
tified as relevant to the safety assessment
and safety determination for a chemical sub-
stance.”.

SEC. 4. POLICIES, PROCEDURES, AND GUIDANCE.

The Toxic Substances Control Act is
amended by inserting after section 3 (156
U.S.C. 2602) the following:

“SEC. 3A. POLICIES, PROCEDURES, AND GUID-
ANCE.

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF GUIDANCE.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘guidance’ includes any sig-
nificant written guidance of general applica-
bility prepared by the Administrator.

‘“(b) DEADLINE.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of the Frank R.
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 2lst
Century Act, the Administrator shall de-
velop, after providing public notice and an
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