
In arguments before the
Supreme Court this week,
the Obama administration
might have done just
enough to keep the Af-
fordable Care Act from
being ruled unconstitu-
tional. Those who believe in
limited government had
better hope so, at least.

If Obamacare is struck
down, the short-term impli-
cations are uncertain.
Conservatives may be
buoyed by an election-year
victory; progressives may
be energized by a ruling
that looks more political
than substantive. The long-
term consequences,
however, are obvious:
Sooner or later, a much
more far-reaching overhaul
of the health-care system
will be inevitable.

To say the least, the three
days of oral argument
before the high court did
not unfold the way many
experts had expected. Con-
fident predictions that the
administration would
prevail by a lopsided margin
became inoperative as soon
as the justices began pum-
meling Solicitor General
Donald Verrilli with pointed
questions.

At one point Wednesday,
as the barrage was winding
down, Chief Justice John
Roberts told Verrilli he
could have an extra 15
minutes to argue a point.
Verrilli replied, “Lucky
me.”

In the end, however, Ver-
rilli gave the skeptical
justices what they were
looking for: a limiting prin-
ciple that allows them,
should they choose, to defer
to Congress and uphold the
law.

At the heart of the legis-
lation is the requirement
that individuals purchase
health insurance or pay a
fine. It became clear by
their questioning that the
court’s five conservatives
— including Justice An-
thony Kennedy, the swing
vote who sometimes crosses
the ideological divide and
votes with the liberals —
see this mandate as a signif-
icant expansion of the
federal government’s reach
and authority.

Verrilli argued that the
mandate is permissible
under the clause of the Con-
stitution giving the
government the power to
regulate interstate com-
merce. Justices demanded a
limiting principle: Where
does this authority end? If
the government can compel
a citizen to buy health in-
surance, why can’t it
compel the purchase of
other things?

Justice Antonin Scalia
raised the specter of an all-
powerful government that
could even “make people
buy broccoli” if it wished.
Scalia’s mind seemed to be
made up, but Kennedy
seemed to be genuinely

looking for a principle that
permitted a health insurance
mandate but not a broccoli
mandate.

And Verrilli gave him
one. The market for health
insurance is inseparable
from the market for health
care, he argued, and every
citizen is a consumer of
health care. Those who
choose not to buy health in-
surance require health care
anyway — often expensive
care at hospital emergency
rooms — and these costs
are borne by the rest of us
in the form of higher pre-
miums.

I think Verrilli made his
case. The court is supposed
to begin with the as-
sumption that laws passed
by Congress are constitu-
tional. Justices don’t have to
like the Affordable Care Act
in order to decide that it
should remain in effect. If
some members of the court
think they could do better,
maybe they should quit and
run for legislative office.

But it’s going to be a
close call. What if they
strike down the law?

The immediate impact
will be the human toll.
More than 30 million unin-
sured Americans who
would have obtained cov-
erage under Obamacare will
be bereft. Other provisions
of the law, such as for-
bidding insurance
companies to deny coverage
based on preexisting condi-
tions and allowing young
adults to remain on their
parents’ policies, pre-
sumably would also be
invalidated; if not, they
would have to be modified
to keep insurance rates from
climbing sharply. The

United States would remain
the only wealthy industri-
alized country where
getting sick can mean going
bankrupt.

Eventually, however, our
health-care system will be
restructured. It has to be.
The current fee-for-service
paradigm, with doctors and
hospitals being paid through
for-profit insurance com-
panies, is needlessly
inefficient and ruinously ex-
pensive.

When people talk about
out-of-control government
spending, they’re really
talking about rising medical
costs that far outpace any
conceivable rate of eco-
nomic growth. The
conservative solution —
shift those costs to the con-
sumer — is no solution at
all.

Our only choice is to try
to hold the costs down.
President Obama tried to
make a start with a modest
approach that works
through the current system.
If this doesn’t pass constitu-
tional muster, the obvious
alternative is to emulate
other industrialized nations
that deliver equal or better
health-care outcomes for
half the cost.

I’m talking about a
single-payer health-care
system. If the Supreme
Court strikes down Oba-
macare, a single-payer
system will go from being
politically impossible to
being, in the long run, fis-
cally inevitable. 
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Delric Miller IV died in a
hail of bullets a month ago.
When someone fired 37
AK-47 rounds into his De-
troit home at 4:30 a.m., he
was mortally wounded
while dozing on the couch.
He was 9 months old. No
one made the multicolored
teething ring he got for
Christmas or his toy
hammer into national
symbols of random vio-
lence.

Last year, Charinez Jef-
ferson, 17, was shot and
killed on a Chicago street.
“She begged the shooter not
to shoot her because she
was pregnant,” a pastor ex-
plained. The alleged
assailant, Timothy Jones,
18, shot her in the head,
chest and back after seeing
her walking with a rival
gang member. New York
Times columnist Charles
Blow did not write a
column about Jefferson’s
killing as a symbol of the
perils of being a young
black woman in America. 

Last June, a stray bullet
from a confrontation on a
Brighton Beach, N.Y.,
boardwalk killed 16-year-
old Tysha Jones as she sat
on a bench. A 19-year-old
man, out for revenge after
an earlier scuffle on the
boardwalk, was charged in
the shooting. Tysha’s heart-
broken mother was not

featured on all the national
TV shows.

In January, 12-year-old
Kade’jah Davis was shot
and killed when, allegedly,
19-year-old Joshua Brown
showed up at her Detroit
house to demand the return
of a cellphone from Davis’
mother. When Brown didn’t
get the phone, he fired shots
through the front door. No
one held high-profile street
protests to denounce
gunplay over such trifles.

Everything about the
Trayvon Martin case is a
matter of contention. About
this, though, there should be
no doubt: If Martin had
been shot by a black
classmate, if he had been
caught in a random
crossfire, if he had looked
at a gang member the
wrong way, his death would
have been relegated to the

back pages of the local
newspaper. Not a cause, not
even a curiosity: Just an-
other dead young black
man. Nothing to see here.
Please, move on.

Jesse Jackson is right that
“blacks are under attack.”
According to a 2005 FBI
report, blacks accounted for
13 percent of the population
and 49 percent of all
homicide victims. In 93
percent of the cases, the
killer was black. Half of the
victims were ages 17 to 29.
That works out to 4,000
murders of young blacks in
one year, overwhelmingly at
the hands of other blacks. In
the communities where
these killings occur there is,
to put it in Jackson’s inim-
itable terms, no justice and
no peace.

There is no comparable
epidemic of half-Hispanic
neighborhood-watch volun-
teers like George
Zimmerman shooting
young black men. Nor is
there an epidemic of cops
doing the same. Heather
Mac Donald of the Man-
hattan Institute notes that in
New York City, there were
nine civilian victims of
police gunfire last year,
whereas there were “several
hundred black homicide
victims in the city, almost
all shot by other blacks or
Hispanics, none of them

given substantial press cov-
erage.”

An allegedly racially mo-
tivated killing, though, gins
up the outrage machine in a
way the routine murder of
young blacks doesn’t.
Cable-TV outlets get to host
fiery debates. Chin-stroking
commentators get to urge
more “dialogue.” Black
leaders get to relive the
glory of a civil-rights cause
that won its major victories
decades ago when it took
real courage to be on the
front lines. And everybody
gets to evade the intraracial
mayhem that blights the
country’s inner cities.

An injustice may well
have been done in the han-
dling of the Martin
shooting, but let’s not fool
ourselves. Zimmerman
could be arrested, convicted
and hanged tomorrow, and
it will have no effect on the
lives of young black people
in communities beset by
social disorder. Whatever
happens to Zimmerman, the
drip-drip of spilled blood
will continue, all but ig-
nored except in the police
blotter. In America, the lives
of young black people are
cheap, unless they happen
to fit the right agenda.

(c) 2012 by King 
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Don’t lump all
fathers into one
category

To the editor:
In response to Mrs.

Brothers’ opinion column in
Wednesday’s paper, I would
agree with 90 percent of
what she said.   

However, her generaliza-
tion that children who
under-achieve and learn that
it is easier to take what you
can get for free rather than
working for a living come
from a home without
parental support from the
father is severely prejudiced.

What she did not touch
on that has also changed
since her mother graduated
from Bardstown High
School is that divorce has
become a weapon in the
forming of these young peo-
ple. There are many men
such as myself, good people
and good fathers, who are
denied any participation in
our children’s learning
process by the birth moth-
ers. Often, the mothers’
main interest is to maintain
custody so they receive

child support and can con-
trol the situation. That being
said, I loathe and detest any
father who — given the
opportunity — does not rise
to the responsibility of rais-
ing his children and making
sure that they learn to be
productive members of soci-
ety.

I ask Mrs. Brothers and
others in similar positions to
remember not to lump all
fathers together because of
what you see, or think you
see, is happening in a child’s
home. There is a lot that
happens on the legal side of
a divorce and custody rul-
ings that can adversely
affect children and leave
fathers powerless. That is
another area that needs seri-
ous change but I will proba-
bly never live to see it
because no one is ever
going to get elected touting
that he is going to make
sure fathers have the oppor-
tunity to spend time with
their children.

Robert Fenwick
110 Locust Grove Court
Bardstown

The murders that don’t count

Stronger prescription for what ails health care
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Thank you United
Way of Nelson
County

To the editor:
The Nelson County

Community Clinic began a
little more than five years
ago, serving the working,
uninsured, low income resi-
dents of Nelson County and
has grown to more than 850
patients.  The support from
this community is the rea-
son for its success.  

The United Way of
Nelson County has truly
partnered with the clinic to
ensure the mission of pro-
viding health, dental, phar-
maceutical and vision care
to the many residents who
simply cannot afford these
basic services.  The embrace
from our community to sup-
port this mission is hum-
bling to me, the volunteer
Board of Directors and our
patients. I have witnessed
first hand the many lives we
have touched through the
services of this clinic.
There have been many
grateful tears from patients
who have gone without care
for most of their lives and
now are stabilized medically

and leading a healthy, pro-
ductive life. This would not
have been possible without
the generous annual support
of the United Way of
Nelson County. 

I believe in the philoso-
phy of the United Way of
Nelson County because it is
much like our mission: peo-
ple coming together to pro-
vide a service to those less
fortunate in our community.
I appreciate that United Way
volunteer representatives
tour our facility, review our
expenditures and see first
hand the quality of service
that you enable us to pro-
vide with your annual allo-
cations.On behalf of the
patients, volunteer Board of
Directors and staff, I
applaud your service and
thank you for your generous
and thoughtful grant alloca-
tions to the Nelson County
Community Clinic, one of
our community’s greatest
assets.

Jan Tronzo, R.N., B.S.N.
Executive Director
Nelson County
Community Clinic
300 W. John Fitch Ave.
Suite 200
Bardstown

The Standard welcomes
letters on topics of general
interest. All must carry the
name and complete address
(street or route number) of
the writer.

Writers must include their
daytime telephone number.
The telephone number will
be used for verification only
and will not be published.
Unsigned letters will not be
published. Letters submitted
by organizations must
include the signature of the
president or another officer.

Letters may be edited for
style or length. Letters
should be brief and to the

point.
Please limit letters to 300

words and submissions to
one every 30 days.

The right is reserved to
reject any letter received,
including those we deter-
mine might be libelous.

No acknowledgment of
unused letters can be made.

Address letters to Editor,
Kentucky Standard, P.O.
Box 639, Bardstown, KY
40004 or send via e-mail to
news@kystandard.com. You
may also submit letters
online at
www.kystandard.com.
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