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By the time you read this we will know who is
going to be in charge of governing us for the next few
years. The print media as well as television and radio
stations will be busy counting their money from the
political ads that filled newspapers, magazines as well
as the airways during the election season. They will
be toasting one another, knowing that, in any election,
they are the big winners. In this particular election
season, however, they hit the jackpot. The candidates
were identified very early on and the issues were divisive enough
to make for some really interesting drama. But in the end, both
candidates spent the lion's share of their media face time and
advertising dollars pointing out the other candidates' weaknesses
and almost no time telling the public how they would solve the
problems that they had so eloquently identified.

It is a well known axiom that most people are more
comfortable with old problems than they are with new solutions.
Political candidates count on this. To point out a problem to the
electorate is the essence of the political stump. But you very
rarely see a serious candidate propose any innovative solutions
during a campaign. To do so would be treading on very dangerous
ground, indeed. The electorate never really has the time to
properly assimilate the effects that new, innovative proposed
policies or systems would have on them individually. And most
of us vote with our pocketbooks as well as our hearts, so
proposing something too new to be tested could easily be the
kiss of death for a politician at the ballot box.

That is too bad- and a little scary, in a way. Politicians
usually do not see the six months or so after an election as a
honeymoon period. They start running for the next election the
day after the ballots are counted for the last one. So it takes
many, many years (and elections cycles) before new ideas
become old ideas and therefore safe material for serious political
discussion.

A case in point was the discussion, or lack there of, of
proposed solutions to the nations impending health care crisis
in the election just past. Health care had been the number one
or two most important domestic agenda item on the mind of
voters. Every candidate acknowledges that. Each pointed out
the other candidate's lack of a solution to the problem, however
neither put forth any new and innovative ideas to address the
crisis. The problems in health care are well known and becoming
more acute with each passing day.  For the past several years
health care insurance cost has risen at four or five times the
rate of inflation. The ranks of the uninsured and underinsured
in our country have been growing at a rate almost as alarming
as the increase in health care cost itself. Add to these the fact
that healthcare cost is usually one of the leading drivers when a

company decides to move jobs outside the United
States, and the gravity of this issue becomes ever more
clear. But there is an even more sinister health care
issue on the horizon that must be addressed soon or it
will threaten to bankrupt the public treasury- the aging
of our population.  In the next 25 years those citizens
eligible for Medicare will go from one in every eight
to one in every five persons. And there will be less
than two workers to pay the cost for each Medicare

eligible beneficiary. So even if we stem the tide of ever increasing
inflation in the industry, our countries medical systems stands
to be overwhelmed, under funded, and, yet, still threatening to
the financial integrity of the country as a whole.

I guess I shouldn't be too hard on the politicians. I am like
most people. I look for simple solutions. I would gradually
raise the age of Medicare eligibility to, say 72, thus reflecting
more accurately the increase in the average lifespan since
Medicare was enacted in the mid 1960's and the switch in the
youthful demographic in the middle part of the twentieth century
to the reality of the graying of the Baby Boomers in the first
three decades of the twenty first. I might even propose a
reduction of coverage in some of the most controversial
treatments that have not proven effective at increasing the quality
of life or lifespan of elderly patients.

    A rather modest proposal- one that just might make sense-
but also one that would require many of the electorate to start
seeing health care as a personal responsibility rather than a
government entitlement. I wonder how many of us will ever
take seriously and heed the warning of eighteenth century
Scottish Historian Professor Alexander Tyler when he made
the following observation in his 1778 thesis "The Cycle of
Democracy"

 "A democracy cannot exist as a permanent form of
government. It can only exist until the voters discover that
they can vote themselves largesse (generous gifts) from the
public treasury. From that moment on, the majority always
votes for the candidates promising the most benefits from the
public treasury, with the result that a democracy always
collapses over loose fiscal policy, (which is) always followed
by a dictatorship"

    That is a pretty sobering thought and one that helps me
understand why political candidates do not make public too
many good sense solutions to the health care crisis during an
election year. They want to get elected and then reelected. And
the electorate seems to have decided a long time ago that health
care is an entitlement; that the public treasury can afford.

   I hope they are right.

In the spirit of turning FYA into a medium of dialog not just monologue, we offer the following guest column of
provocative thinking from Glen E. Grady, the administrator of Memorial Medical Center in Neillsville, WI.  He was
inspired to write us after reading a column in the last issue of FYA.




