Filename: Potpourri


Wishful thinking


by Jack Balshaw


5/10/99


In 1970 Marin county had a population of 208 K (thousand) and Sonoma County a population of 204 K.  Thirty years later, Marin’s population is estimated at 247 K, an increase of 39 K, while Sonoma County’s population increased to 450 K, an increase of 246 K (thousand).  That’s  20 % growth in Marin and 120% growth in Sonoma County, six times more than Marin.





During that time I’ve witnessed highway 101 through Novato grow from a four lane highway to a six lane freeway.  The freeway south of Novato has grown from two lanes each way to four lanes or more in most areas.  All the while 101 in Sonoma County has remained as a two lane freeway. The next time someone tells you that freeways cause growth, remember that the opposite has been the case in Marin during the last thirty years.





Wouldn’t it be nice if for the next 30 years Marin got the growth and Sonoma County got the freeways?





Politically, we assume the Democrats represent the lower income groups and the Republicans represent the higher income groups.  This may be a reasonable assumption but it seems neither party does much for those on the low end of the income scale.  I’ve read that farmers, for instance, don’t vote Democratic or Republican so much as they vote for candidates who support farm issues.





This caused me to think about how rational it would be to form an income based political party.  Imagine “ The Under $20 Per Hour (in wages)” party.  Such a party might appeal strongly to people who think of themselves as Democrats or Republicans because they have no other choice.  It would also focus legislative attention on improving the incomes of the lower wage workers.





  








Imagine how a candidate for these votes would have to campaign.  Not much special interest or PAC money would be available to him for campaign funding.  Those he wishes to represent are the least likely to either vote or contribute funds.  So much for any hope of getting elected.  





Wouldn’t it be nice if there were legislators looking out for those on the lower portion of the economic ladder?





It seems that everyone is interested in protecting and improving Medicare but nobody wants to pay much more for the improvements.  The biggest obstacles cited are the high costs of providing prescription drugs and in-home care. These are the two most desired additions to current Medicare coverage.  There are simple solutions and there are easy solutions, but there are no solutions that are both simple and easy.





A simple but explosive solution would be to have the government provide all Medicare prescription drugs.  For example, I belong to Kaiser and to minimize their costs they will mail my prescription to me at no extra charge.  It apparently is less expensive for them to do this than to staff their hospitals and clinics for personal prescription service. 





Imagine the quantity discounts the federal government could get from drug companies because they would be buying drugs by the ton.  They could even contract through private providers (as many HMO’s do) to both package and deliver prescription drugs to Medicare recipients.  Such a proposal would outrage drug stores of course.  However, if they continue to charge the high markups they do, it might come to this.





In-home care could similarly be provided through the federal or state government by requiring those receiving public support to perform some home health care services.  Even if the process were inefficient, the money is being spent now without any public benefit.  There would be some additional cost for training and monitoring but these costs would easily be recovered through the savings from placing less people in high cost nursing homes.  The recipient of the services might like to have that option also.





Wouldn’t it be nice if government be
