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repeal ObamaCare and replace it with
step-by-step reforms that transform
the health care delivery system by put-
ting patients in charge, giving them
more choices, and reducing the cost of
health care so more people can afford
it, which is precisely the alternative
Republicans offered in 2008, 2009, and
2010, when ObamaCare was debated and
voted in.

It also highlights the big structural
change we will need to make in the
near future to avoid a near collapse of
our Nation’s health insurance market.

Americans get their insurance, our
insurance, through many different
places, some from Medicare, some from
Medicaid, and most from their employ-
ers, but nearly 11 million buy their in-
surance through the exchanges.

If the ObamaCare policyholder isn’t
bearing the cost of the higher pre-
miums I just described, then you—the
taxpayer—will because a large portion
of ObamaCare premiums are subsidized
with tax dollars. There is no excuse for
having a failing insurance market
where taxpayers are paying most of the
bill and costs are so out of control that
we may soon have a situation where no
insurance company is willing to sell in-
surance on an ObamaCare exchange.

Where does that leave these 11 mil-
lion Americans? ObamaCare and its
one-size-fits all takeover of health care
robs States of their abilities to provide
access to affordable health care plans
in a way that makes sense for their
State populations and economies.

ObamaCare was supposed to create a
marketplace where people would have
more access to affordable, private
health insurance plans. Robust, pri-
vate, market competition was supposed
to spur innovative insurance design
and help drive down costs. But just the
opposite has happened, as those stuck
in ObamaCare are facing fewer and
more expensive options.

Long term, Americans should have
the freedom to make their own choices
about their families’ health care needs.

But short-term, in November, nearly
11 million Americans need freedom
from the ObamaCare exchanges. And
this legislation that I will introduce
later today with other Senators will
provide that immediately.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 559—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF SEP-
TEMBER 12, 2016, AS “NATIONAL
DIRECT SUPPORT PROFES-
SIONALS RECOGNITION WEEK”

Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. COL-
LINS, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. KING, Ms.
WARREN, and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted
the following resolution; which was
considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 559

Whereas direct support professionals, in-
cluding direct care workers, personal assist-
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ants, personal attendants, in-home support
workers, and paraprofessionals, are key to
providing publicly funded, long-term support
and services for millions of individuals with
disabilities;

Whereas direct support professionals pro-
vide essential support to help keep individ-
uals with disabilities connected to their fam-
ilies, friends, and communities so as to avoid
more costly institutional care;

Whereas direct support professionals sup-
port individuals with disabilities by helping
those individuals make person-centered
choices that lead to meaningful, productive
lives;

Whereas direct support professionals must
build close, respectful, and trusted relation-
ships with individuals with disabilities;

Whereas direct support professionals pro-
vide a broad range of individualized support
to individuals with disabilities, including—

(1) assisting with the preparation of meals;

(2) helping with medication;

(3) assisting with bathing,
other aspects of daily living;

(4) assisting with access to their environ-
ment;

(5) providing transportation to school,
work, religious, and recreational activities;
and

(6) helping with general daily affairs, such
as assisting with financial matters, medical
appointments, and personal interests;

Whereas the participation of direct support
professionals in medical care planning is
critical to the successful transition of indi-
viduals from medical events to post-acute
care and long-term support and services;

Whereas there is a documented critical and
increasing shortage of direct support profes-
sionals throughout the United States;

Whereas direct support professionals are a
critical element in supporting individuals
who are receiving health care services for se-
vere chronic health conditions and individ-
uals with functional limitations;

Whereas many direct support professionals
are the primary financial providers for their
families;

Whereas direct support professionals are
hardworking, taxpaying citizens who provide
an important service to people with disabil-
ities in the United States, yet many con-
tinue to earn low wages, receive inadequate
benefits, and have limited opportunities for
advancement, resulting in high turnover and
vacancy rates that adversely affect the qual-
ity of support, safety, and health of individ-
uals with disabilities;

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United
States, in Olmstead v. L.C. by Zimring, 527
U.S. 581 (June 22, 1999)—

(1) recognized the importance of the dein-
stitutionalization of, and community-based
services for, individuals with disabilities;
and

(2) held that, under the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S. 12101 et seq.),
a State must provide community-based serv-
ices to persons with intellectual and develop-
mental disabilities if—

(A) the community-based services are ap-
propriate;

(B) the affected person does not oppose re-
ceiving the community-based services; and

(C) the community-based services can be
reasonably accommodated after the commu-
nity has taken into account the resources
available to the State and the needs of other
individuals with disabilities in the State;
and

Whereas, in 2016, the majority of direct
support professionals are employed in home-
and community-based settings and that
trend will increase over the next decade:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

dressing, and

S5725

(1) designates the week of September 12,
2016, as ‘‘National Direct Support Profes-
sionals Recognition Week’’;

(2) recognizes and appreciates the contribu-
tion, dedication, and vital role of direct sup-
port professionals in enhancing the lives of
individuals with disabilities of all ages;

(3) commends direct support professionals
for being integral to the provision of long-
term support and services for individuals
with disabilities; and

(4) finds that the successful implementa-
tion of the public policies affecting individ-
uals with disabilities in the United States
depends on the dedication of direct support
professionals.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 5067. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr. INHOFE
(for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to the amend-
ment SA 4979 proposed by Mr. McCCONNELL
(for Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER))
to the bill S. 2848, to provide for the con-
servation and development of water and re-
lated resources, to authorize the Secretary
of the Army to construct various projects for
improvements to rivers and harbors of the
United States, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 5068. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 5069. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 5070. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 5071. Mr. SASSE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4979 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 5072. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 5073. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2848, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 5067. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 5042 proposed by Mr.
INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. BOXER) to
the amendment SA 4979 proposed by
Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. INHOFE (for
himself and Mrs. BOXER)) to the bill S.
2848, to provide for the conservation
and development of water and related
resources, to authorize the Secretary
of the Army to construct various
projects for improvements to rivers
and harbors of the United States, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
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