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Americans have been and 
remain deeply concerned 
about lack of health care 

security. The number of uninsured 
people continues to grow — now 
more than 40 million — at a time of 
remarkable national econoinic 
performance. Even in the most 
afduent of families,'lack of coverage 
still is often only a relative, friend or 
colleague away, Fbrtfae middle class, 
insurance disaster is but one 
paycheck or one serious illness away. 
Yet now that there is a bipartisan 
move to extend health insurance 
coverage to as tnany as S million 
more kids, some contend that tilings 
aren't really that bad far children. 

There is room to debate and room 
;o quibble over details, but tbe facts 
are clear millions of children need 
h ^ t i i coverage and would benefit 
from it, .but their parents cant afEbrd 
to pay. 

The president and congressioaal 
leaders have agreed on a multiyear 
commitinent of S16 billion to expand 
health insurance for kids. Almost 
overnight, a move by Sens. Orrin 
Hatch and Edward Keimedy to 
write this goal into the budget 
agreement last month produced 45 
votes from both parties despite 
opposition from the Hill leadership 
and thi White House. Beyond a 
doubt, and l>eyond partisanship, the 
nation seems ready to take this ̂ ant 
step for children^ needs,. . 

Jennifer L Howse is president of 
the March of Dimes Birth. Defects 
Foundation in White Plains, N.Y. 
Lawrence A. McAndrews is presi­
dent and CEO ofthe National Asso­
ciation of Children's Hospitals iii 
Alexandria, Va. 

t. As Congress continues to debate 
i " alternative ways of improving 
• health coverage, it is useful to 

review a few facts that quantify the 
problem and point the way toward 
« reasonable set of solutions. Let^ 
take a look at just four of the myths 
tbat have sprung up among those 
who would minimize the 
seriousness of tiie problem. 

• Myth: Data illustrating the 
population of uninsured children 
are inflated. Most children are 
uninsured for less than four months, 
. F^ct: According to two different 
Census surveys, there are 
approximately 10 million children 

. who lack health insurance for at 
least the entire year. There are 3.5 
million cliildren who are uninsured 

' for at least two years, and, it is 
estimated that one in three children 
—20' million — lack health 
insurance for at least one month. 

• Myth: There is no crisis 
j-equiring federal action; most 
parents of means are simply 
choosing to let their kids go 
uncovered. 

Fact Over the past several years, 
the number of uninsured children 
has fluctuated, but it has always 
been significant, Fbr example, in 
1995 tiiere were 13 million more 
uninsured children than there were 
in 1990 — a 15 percent increase — 
and 1.6 miUion more than there 
were in 1987 — a 20 percent 
increase. Seventy percent of 
uninsured children live in a faniily 
where the income is S26;000 or less, 
and most of those families have 
parents who are employed. 

• Myth: Children don't need 
health coverage. They actually get 
health care services wiien they nMd 

• them, even if they are uninsured. 
. Fact: Compared .to insured 
children, uninsured children are 
neariy four times as likely to go 
/Without at least one needed service, 

such as medical care, dental caie, 
prescriptions, eyeglasses or mental 
health care. This is especially tnie 
uf children with chrome or 
congenital conditions. Fbr example, 
more than half of the 600,000 
uninsured children widi asthma 
never see the doctor any time 
during tiie yeai; yet tiiose children 
have higher health care 
expenditiires. tntimaldy, mkny of 
these asthmatic';chil4i;eQ are 
hospitalized with probleins'that 
could have been prevented. ; 

• Myth: Tlie last time the federal 
government expanded Medicaid, 
costs skyrocketed, and still 10 
million children are uninsured. 

Fact Tlte increase in Medidaid 
spending is due primarily to the 
rising population of elderly and 
their more extensive use of tbe 
health care system. Children are 
almost 30 percent of the population, 
but tiiey account for 1 ^ tliaii 15 
percent of healtii care spending. 

Significant health benefits: to 
children can be attributed to 
bipartisan efiforts daring the 1980s 
and eariy 1990s to expand Medicaid 
coverage. Fbr nrampln, becoming 
eligible for Met̂ caid has lowered by 
more than 50 percent the odds that a 
child would go a year^witbout a 
doctor's visit and lowered by 8.S 
percent the infant mortality rate, 
averting nearly 4,000 infant deaths 
per year, and lowered the child 
mortality rate by 4.5 percent avnting 
more than 1,400child deaths peryear 

Because tiiey are accotmtable to 
tax-paying constituents and not to . 
children, elected officials tisually 
vote based on econamic realities, 
not sentimental cliches; Bfit.1tiie 
economics here are simpl(i;S'the 
health care analysis is clear. 
Children^ health is afifordable, and 
coverage iq^ces a real difference in 
how healthy they and our nation 
wiU become.' . " A 

fhe jury's out 
on jury nullmcation 
By Ron Chris t ie : yj nmawt^ slaves. Met with strong 

, ^ -Jr opposition from the Nortti, many 
A h oldrcbiimiyersial t i ^ to Ainvict abolition-

. v y found ndylifb in 
Xjudidal syiten^ 

; activists; distiiistfiU: ofitfae]igcw^ 

was aiTMted and.p|ttin j a a ^ y j d ^ j 
latingMontgomeiy^ transportatian^i 
laws. A jury dfriding Ms. I^vto* 
fate could have fleeted htidtii' 
enforce the punitive and unftist' 
transportationlaws, since ian unjust 
abdimihorallawisnoIawatalLr ; 

While jurors were able to renew , 
ttie evidwicti and acquit heroes such -
as Harriet Itibman, current Jury .-
nullification yHunr^ifff . f i i i l t n <W«- " 
tin^uish jbetween latra tfaat serve a 
legitimate legal purpose iud tfaose 

I tfaatiarecleariytgqttttArecuii'eut 

;^Hi'f,v.;- cation.: is3justifiied?^If|jir55ik 
.-V .•':v',.v̂ ',V jurors-'in- bui-ko«irts;^^ 

" - not have to foUow the laWji ̂ ; • 
what are they there for in 3̂̂̂^̂̂̂^̂̂̂  
the first place? viv-f̂ j:. -t-̂ : 

The nght tb; trial by 
one's peers is a liberty, 
that has been long pre­
served in,, modern 
jurisprudence. In 1215, . • 
King John was forced.to. :. 
sign the Magna Carta 
and grant wide-reaching .:.' 
liberties undeir threat of civil 
Most impor;ant, the Crown for­
bidden to imbrison oeoole without 

: an unjust law 
-a law at all? If 
Harriet Tlib-: 

. man and oth-
: ers like=her 

had been 
convicted of 
violating the 
F u g i t i v e 
Slave Acts, 
untold scores 
of people 
would have 

to fiirtiier endure the injustices 
and inhumanity of slavery. Indeed, 
if iurors had not followprf their 

tend to be UadO rattier ttun pow-. 
der «x»ine, the argument goes; ' 
black jurors should acquit black 
defendants to make up for^ the ̂  
apparent disparity'of justice. . . . . . . 

Unlike the enforcement of Fu^-^i 
tive Slave laws or Jim Crow statutes,'! 
criminal prosecutions for the pos­
session, use,, and distribiitioh of 
cocaine have nothing to do with 
morality. I f anything, ctiirent advo­
cates of jury nullification < d 
question the morality of returning 
criminals to our neighboriioods. 
Better yet, nullification supporters 
shniilH acV t4i A V,i,( 111 it.,,,. fntl.Mi'c 
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