Can I at least see the menu before you bill me? 
	(This article ran in the Centre Daily Times)	
	Imagine going to a restaurant and told that you cannot see the menu before ordering. You decide to stay as you heard the restaurant is first class; so you order yourself a little something to eat, expecting a bill about ten dollars or so. Then much to your chagrin, when you see the bill, it isn’t slightly higher but sky high, well north of five hundred. Would you pay it? Of course not, as nobody in their right mind would submit to banditry.
	Although are restaurants are not run in such a fashion, our health care industry is and many a person has been befuddled by the bills they receive in this arena. I had previously written about a trip my daughter had to the emergency room at Mount Nittany. She received two stitches in her lip and I was billed twelve hundred dollars.  A bit costly, but nothing in comparison to the bill John Pittas was blindsided with - $93 thousand dollars in total. I at least had an inkling that a bill would be forthcoming, poor John didn’t know what hit him.
	You see in Mr. Pittas’ case, he did not receive medical treatment nor did any of his children; but his mother was in a nursing home and since she could not pay up, Johnny boy was smacked with the charges. 
	Pennsylvania like a few other states was a law on the books that requires children to pay for the medical expenses of their parents when the parent cannot afford to make the payment. It matters not if the child can afford it or not. It matters not if the child and parent are close or estranged. It matters not if the child had any say into the parent receiving said medical attention. The only thing that matters is the fact that you were born and this person is your parent. A bit ridiculous but absurdity matters little when there is a law on the books. And laws being laws, we must adhere to them, no matter what. 
	This concept of a child being responsible for the bills of their parents dates back to 17th century England and it was imported over into colonial America, where in took hold and resides in many of the former colonies. It is called filial responsibility law – filial just a fancy word for one’s obligations to one’s parents. 
	When Mr. Pittas was billed, he scratched his head in disbelief and refused to pay. Eventually, the matter ended up in the courts and made its way to the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. That court just issued a ruling – he must pay. 
	Now, John is not the first person to run afoul of this statute. Andrea August can feel his angst and a bit more. She was hit with a $300,000.00 bill for her mother’s care. She has two kids of her own to take care. What will be left for them when the dust settles? 
	It is ingrained in our culture that an adult is responsible for themselves, debts and all. If a person does not pay on their obligations, the creditor will take action against that person. It should not matter if the issue is health care as if a child can be held responsible for parent’s medical bills, why not a credit card bill?
	The Pennsylvania Supreme Court decision in ordering John Pittas to pay is egregious on so many levels. It offends our sense of fairness as he was not a party to the contract, yet he is required to pay on it. He was never given any notice of the bill before it became due; and yes, even though it is his mother in the nursing home, he is not responsible for the bill. 
	 The Pennsylvania legislature should revisit this law and if they fail to correct it, before you drop your parents off in a nursing home, ask to see the menu. 
	 	     
	  
       
