WHY DOES “HEALTH CARE FOR
ALL NC” SEEK THE
RIGHT TO HEALTH CARE?

Some conditions require commitment, planning and development so that the
needs of the state’s population are as well-served as possible. When our
state recognized education as a right, it had become obvious that this right
was a necessary feature of a vibrant economy and a functioning democracy.
The same is true today for the right to health care. We know that we can
afford to provide everyone with health coverage, but without a primary
commitment to this goal we face endless bickering about thousands of
details before we make a sincere effort to allow the exercise of this
fundamental human right.

Under international law our nation already recognizes the right of everyone
to the enjoyment of the highest available standard of physical and mental
health, to be achieved by creating conditions which will assure to all,
medical service and medical attention in the event of sickness.” !
Furthermore, the USA is obliged to fulfill the right to health care through
legislation, policies and programs that allocate resources and effect a
sustained and equitable distribution.? Such international treaties on human
rights are designated by our federal constitution as the “supreme law of the
land ...” “ -enforceable in every state”. *
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The powerful example of the “Right to Education” has recently been
Impressed upon us again in North Carolina, as our state Supreme Court in
July 2004 reaffirmed the decision of Judge Manning in the “Leandro case”.
That 1994 lawsuit challenged the state’s inadequate support in poor school
districts. Following inaction by the legislature, the governor appropriated
money to begin implementation of Leandro by Executive Order. It is clearer
now than ever, that the state is obligated to see that all students, no matter
what their circumstances, have the chance to use public schools as a
springboard to a better life. Without this obligation on the state (Art. | Sec.
15, NC Constitution), some business interests would still be arguing against
the “affordability” of public education, as they did 100 years ago and as
some do against the “Right to Health Care” today. Such arguments fail to
take into account the net benefit to the people (and businesses) of the state of
truly universal access to health care.

1. The International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR)
signed by the US in October 1977.

2. Paragraph 36 of General Comment 14, of the UN Committee on ESCR (2000)

3. Amendment IX of US Constitution: The enumeration in this Constitution of
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others [other rights]
retained by the people. US Constitution Article VI, cl. 2 International treaties
along with our federal constitution are the “supreme law of the land” and
enforceable throughout the nation.. See more detail at
www.RightToHealthCare.org click on “Legal Documents”.
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http://www.righttohealthcare.org/
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