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have insurance, and we’re not
paying. That’s not how free capitalist markets work. And that’s
why from 1998 to 2016, the average cost of all medical services
increased 100 percent, more
than double inflation. Costs of
hospital care and related services increased 177 percent.
But it doesn’t have to be that
way. When patients shop on
price and pay for services themselves, like cosmetic surgery
and corrective eye surgery,
prices generally grow more

slowly than inflation or decline.
Botox prices went down 11
percent from 1998 to 2016.
Laser hair removal went down
21 percent, and chemical peels
went down 35 percent. Plastic
surgery prices overall increased just 32 percent, while
the inflation rate was 47 percent. And LASIK surgery, with
dramatically improved technology, now costs the same $2,100
per eye as in 1998.
If we had a real price list on
how much name-brand drugs
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A letter writer criticized
women who wait to allege sexual abuse only when the
“abuser” is a successful person.
That showed precisely why
coming forward is difficult for
many women. Right off the bat,
they’re put on the defensive as
if they did something wrong.
The fact that the letter was written by a woman who had been

abused herself shows how insidious patriarchal thinking is.
“Why did you wait so long?”
is not what we should ask, nor
should “How do we protect all
the unfairly accused men?” be
our first priority.
Christine Blasey Ford has
nothing to gain from this. Our
first priority should be to listen
to her and all victims of abuse.
Erik Bresnihan,
Coram
A reader commented that
some women come forward
with allegations many years after
the alleged incident, and only

when the alleged abuser becomes famous. The comment
begs the question. If the allegation against Brett Kavanaugh is
true, does he deserve to sit on
the highest court in the land? If
someone has information that affects the fitness of a person to
hold such a critical position,
does that person have a moral
and/or a patriotic obligation to
come forward?
Robert M. Tolle,
Cedarhurst
Republicans on the Senate Judiciary Committee should find
their spines in time to question

Many Democrats in Congress (many with law degrees)
don’t really care about due
process and the presumption of
innocence in our system of justice. They have taken an oath to
uphold the Constitution, yet
are quick to dismiss the rights
of Brett Kavanaugh.
What would their position be
if they or a relative were accused of something terrible? Is
an accusation alone enough to
impugn a person’s reputation?
Does the accused have a right
to a defense? Is party affiliation
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the determining factor?
Many Democrats have stated
that Ford is to be believed, yet
most have never spoken with
her or learned much information about her allegations
against Kavanaugh.
Rep. Keith Ellison, the No.
2-ranking official in the Democratic National Committee and
the Democratic nominee for attorney general in Minnesota, has
been accused of emotional
abuse by a former girlfriend. He
denies the allegations. Why
haven’t more Democrats come
out to say the woman should be
believed, even though she says
she has medical records and witnesses? So, which is it? Are all
women accusers to be believed,
or just Democrats who accuse
Republicans?
Don Karlsen,
Farmingdale
SEND MAIL to letters@newsday.com.
Letters become the property of
Newsday. They will be edited and
may be republished in all media.

NEWSDAY, WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2018

prove the right candidates for
whom they are now and not reject them because they were
not perfect.
Robert Walsh,
Floral Park

Christine Blasey Ford themselves. It appears they are afraid
they will expose themselves as
not having the character of gentlemen and might use a proxy to
do the jobs they were elected and
paid to do. If they use a proxy,
they should resign, or their constituents should vote them out
for not being morally or ethically
fit to be U.S. senators.
James J. McCormick,
East Northport

cost, and that price were the
same regardless of who paid,
and we knew which generics
were available for the same maladies and how well they
worked in comparison and how
much they cost, drug prices
would stop skyrocketing.
Amazon, Berkshire Hathaway and JPMorgan Chase announced earlier this year they
were banding together to take
on health care. I’d suggest they
do this with their nearly unlimited resources: Commit to producing every generic drug with
a clear, advertised list of prices
paid equally by all buyers with
just enough markup to create a
15 percent profit. If Aetna pays
$19, then so does Medicare, and
so does Lane out of his wallet.
Then start doing the same with
MRIs, X-rays, leg casts and
surgery.
That wouldn’t mean the government couldn’t buy those
things for poor people, or that
employers couldn’t buy them
for workers, or that insurance
couldn’t hedge against the
costs. But it would be a start to
making the costs make sense,
which is what free markets do.
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t’s become increasingly fashionable to argue that the problem with health care in the
United States is capitalism. The
profit motive, proponents of a
more socialist plan say, allows
prices to skyrocket and corporate pirates to get filthy rich and
keep white tigers as pets.
That’s certainly been the reaction to an Associated Press
analysis of brand-name prescription prices released Monday that says the ratio of drug
prices hiked to those reduced
was 96 to 1 in the first half of
2018.
The problem with arguing
that capitalism in health care is
causing the huge price hikes for
drugs and services is that true
free markets do the exact opposite. In free markets driven by
profit, consumers paying with
their own money check the
prices and quality of several
providers, then decide. When it

comes to buying a name-brand
drug or a generic, an MRI or an
appendectomy, we often don’t
know any of that clearly even
after we pay.
Imagine that after all the sitting and snacking that years of
column-writing entails, your
back aches and you need an
MRI. You’d want to shop
around on price and quality.
But there is essentially no answer when you ask a provider,
“How much does your MRI
cost?” because it depends on
who is paying and how. It could
be free, or $3,000.
That also likely will be true
of any back treatment you get
thereafter, any hospital stays
and any prescription drugs.
You might eventually, with the
help of a seance and a nuclearpowered abacus, figure out
what you owe. But you’d never
know the “price” of the goods
and services because individuals and insurance plans are
charged such varying amounts
that the “price” is an abstraction.
And most of us don’t care as
much as we should, because we
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