
Rep. Tom Reed’s Not For You And Me in NY-23 

He voted to raise the Social Security retirement age and 
end the Medicare guarantee 

  

On behalf of Martha Robertson’s campaign for Congress, campaign 
spokesman Seth Stein issued the following statement: 

  

“Social Security and Medicare are a compact made by the American 
people, that if you work hard, you deserve the right to retire with 
dignity. 

  

“Congressman Tom Reed doesn’t seem to agree. He has voted to 
raise the Social Security retirement age and cut benefits. He has 
voted to end the Medicare guarantee. 

  

“His votes would be an absolute disaster for the retirees of today and 
tomorrow. When 2/3 of Social Security recipients depend on the 
program for half or all of their income, his votes would impoverish 
vulnerable older Americans. His votes tell them that he doesn’t care if 
they worked their entire lives. 

  

“Social Security and Medicare are benefits that people have earned, 
working hard and paying into them their entire lives. Martha Robertson 
has pledged to protect these critical programs, earning the 
endorsements of the Alliance for Retired Americans, Senior Votes 
Count, and the National Committee to Preserve Social Security and 
Medicare.” 

  



Phil Rotondi, Political Director of the National Committee to protect 
Social Security and Medicare, had this to say about Martha 
Robertson: “To protect Social Security and Medicare, we need 
members of Congress who understand how important our social 
insurance programs are. The National Committee’s priority is to 
support candidates who will stand up on the critical issues we face—
and Martha Robertson is one of these candidates. She will take to 
Washington exactly the kind of common-sense leadership we need in 
the House of Representatives.” 

  

In the run up to what is expected to be a close election on November 
4th, Martha Robertson’s campaign is issuing a series of the top five 
reasons to vote Tom Reed out of office in New York’s 23rd 
Congressional District. 

  

### 

  

Voted for the Republican Budget for Fiscal Year 2015. In April 
2014, Reed voted for the Republican budget for fiscal year 2015. 
[H Con Res 96, Vote #177, 4/10/14] 

  

AARP: Republican Budget Would Remove the 
Medicare Guarantee. “Chairman Ryan’s proposed budget 
fails to address the high costs of health care and instead 
shifts costs onto seniors and future retirees. Repealing the 
benefits of the Affordable Care Act ignores the progress 
we’ve made to improve access to health care and protect 
against discrimination based on age, gender or medical 
history. Removing the Medicare guarantee of affordable 
health coverage for older Americans by implementing a 
premium support system and asking seniors and future 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2014/roll177.xml


retirees to pay more is not the right direction.” [AARP Press 
Release, 4/01/14] 

  

Washington Post: Republican Budget Calls to Turn 
Medicare into a “Voucher-Style Program.”  “But Ryan 
calls for privatizing Medicare by changing it from an 
entitlement program into a voucher-style 
program.  Democrats have previously opposed this 
proposal and used it as the centerpiece of their arguments 
against Ryan’s spending proposals.” [Washington 
Post, 4/01/14] 

  

The Republican Budget “Essentially Aims to Privatize 
Medicare.”  “It essentially aims to privatize Medicare, 
offering enrollees in 2024 the choice of a private plan, 
while raising the age of eligibility and means tests for high 
income seniors.” [Time Magazine, 4/01/14] 

  

Republican Voucher Plan Would Increase Medicare 
Premiums for Seniors by 50 Percent. “While Rep. Ryan 
uses a different formula than in past budgets to set the 
value of the voucher, it would still make traditional 
Medicare increasingly unaffordable for senior citizens. 
Higher out-of-pocket premiums for traditional Medicare 
would force seniors into private plans, where they may not 
have access to the doctors they want to see. The 
Congressional Budget Office, or CBO, 
previously found that under a premium support plan, 
premiums would increase by 50 percent for traditional 
Medicare.” [Center for American Progress, 4/01/14] 

http://www.aarp.org/about-aarp/press-center/info-04-2014/AARP-on-Chairman-Ryans-Budget-Proposal.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/post-politics/wp/2014/04/01/ryans-last-budget-proposal-would-slash-5-trillion-over-next-decade/
http://time.com/45314/new-paul-ryan-budget-cuts-trillions-in-spending-faces-difficult-vote/
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/budget/news/2014/04/01/86873/the-ryan-budget-is-a-broken-record-of-failed-trickle-down-economics/


  

Supported Budget Based on Simpson-Bowles 
Compromise. In March 2012, Reed voted for a budget alternative 
based on the Simpson-Bowles commission, which would allow 
cuts to Social Security. The budget failed. [Center on Budget and Policy 
Priorities, 2/17/11; H Con Res 112, Vote #145, 3/28/12] 

  

Increased Retirement Age Amounts to “Across the 
Board Cut in Benefits”. The Simpson-Bowles 
commission proposed increasing the retirement age, which 
would amount to “across the board cut in benefits for all 
retirees regardless of the age at which they file.” 

  

Under the plan, a one year increase in the full retirement 
age is equivalent to a roughly seven percent in monthly 
benefits for all retirees who are affected.  

  

By 2070, the full retirement age would be 69 and the 
earliest age of eligibility would be 64. For someone 
reaching 62 in that year whose full retirement age would 
otherwise be 67 under current law, that translates into a 
benefit reduction of about 14 percent. [Center on Budget and 
Policy Priorities, 2/17/11]

http://www.cbpp.org/cms/index.cfm?fa=view&id=3402
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2012/roll145.xml
http://www.cbpp.org/cms/index.cfm?fa=view&id=3402

