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“Let’s not threaten the benefits of those who can least afford to lose them because a relatively 
small number people abused the system.” !
We hear lots of talk these days about “saving Social Security,” and Rep. Tom Reed, R-Corning, 
who represents most of the eastern half of Ontario County in the House, has been sounding the 
alarm for years. !
Now Reed has put that call into action, co-sponsoring an amendment to House rules that in 
effect block the movement of Social Security retirement funds to the Social Security disability 
trust fund, which is running out of money and could be bankrupt by 2016 if no action is taken, 
say federal officials. !
Reed says raiding the retirement fund, which is in relatively good shape, is “unacceptable” as an 
answer to the disability fund’s woes. !
Under new House rules he co-sponsored with Rep. Sam Johnson, R-Texas, the only way money 
can be transferred from the retirement fund to the disability fund is if the move improves the 
solvency of both funds, which is pretty much an impossibility without a hike in Social Security 
payroll taxes, which Reed and his fellow Republicans oppose. !
Critics worry that Reed and the GOP are more interested in finding ways to slash SSDI 
recipients, which include folks formerly part of the workforce who have been forced to the 
sidelines because of physical ailments, as well as people with physical and/or mental disabilities 
who cannot support themselves. The average disability benefit is $12,000 a year or less. !
Transferring funds, or “reallocation,” as it’s called in Washington-speak, to plug holes in both 
funds has happened 11 times in the past, according to a report from NPR. !
Reed thinks the costs of the disability program can be slashed by reducing waste, fraud and 
abuse, as well as getting more recipients into the workforce and off disability. Indeed, there’s 
been some waste in the program, but the Government Accountability Office estimates 
overpayments of $1.62 billion in 2011. A lot of money, for sure, but consider it’s a $128 billion 
program. You could find that amount of waste — and more — in any number of federal 
programs. No doubt we should make every effort to reduce the overpayments, but that’s not 
going to restore the disability fund’s solvency. !
With transferring money from the retirement fund a non-starter as a way to restore SSDI’s 
solvency, as well as higher Social Security taxes, there is no other course of action other than 
cutting the number of recipients significantly. !
“My intention by doing this is to force us to look for a long term solution for SSDI rather than 
raiding Social Security to bail out a failing federal program,” Reed said in announcing the move 
in the House. “Retired taxpayers who have paid into the system for years deserve no less.” !
No one will argue that, although we take issue with Reed’s assessment that it’s a failing program. 
But those who receive SSDI benefits — and many of them paid into the retirement fund when 
they were still able to work — deserve their benefits as well. SSDI has been around since the 
1950s, and it deserves to be fairly funded. !
Let’s not threaten the benefits of those who can least afford to lose them because a relatively 
small number of people abused the system.  

http://www.mpnnow.com/article/20150125/OPINION/150129797

http://www.mpnnow.com/article/20150125/OPINION/150129797

