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As a disabled advocate and wheelchair user, I’m acutely aware of how quickly society can begin to view certain populations as burdens rather than people. That’s why I found this article deeply troubling -- not because it discusses inequity between generations, but because it frames aging itself as a societal burden. That is ageism, even if it is packaged as social justice. 
As someone who works in both age-friendly initiatives and disability advocacy, I spend a lot of time trying to break down stereotypes about aging and disability. This article didn’t challenge those stereotypes -- it reinforced them.
Older adults are not "hoarding" opportunities simply by living longer, working longer, or remaining engaged in civic life. Many are surviving within systems that fail to provide adequate long-term care, accessible housing, or economic security -- the same systems disabled people (of all ages) navigate every day.
In fact, approximately 47 to 51% of adults, age 65 and older in the United States live at or below 300% of the Federal Poverty Level (FPL). For one person household that equals $47,880 in  annual income. According to the National Council on Aging, one in three adults age 65+ live at 200% of the FPL, earning an income of $31,920 or less annually. Further, economic insecurity is higher among minority older adults — 44.1% of Black and 42.1% Hispanic adults age 65+ have incomes below 200% of the FPL. (Read more about the data at: https://www.ncoa.org/article/get-the-facts-on-economic-security-for-seniors/)
The article also ignores the reality that ageism and ableism are deeply interconnected. If we continue framing interdependence, accommodation, or longevity as problems to be managed, we reinforce the same ableist ideas that devalue disabled lives: that a person’s worth is tied to productivity or youth.
I also struggled with the fact that the article throws out a lot of statistics and conclusions without giving readers much context about where those numbers came from. I understand this was an opinion piece, not a research paper, but when you’re making sweeping claims about older adults and the future of our democracy, I think readers deserve more than just unsupported assertions -- even in an opinion piece.
I absolutely agree that younger generations are facing real barriers. What I disagree with is the idea that older adults themselves are the barrier. Are older adults really the problem here, or are we looking at decades of policy decisions that concentrated wealth and opportunity in the hands of a relatively small group of people?
We should certainly address economic inequality and barriers facing younger generations. But generational blaming is a whack-a-mole approach to problem-solving. It may create the appearance of action, but it leaves the underlying policy failures untouched. And blaming older adults instead of addressing broken policies pits generations against one other rather than building the intergenerational solidarity that we actually need. 
If we're serious about addressing things like housing, economic inequality, and political representation, I'm not convinced that “blame old people” is the sophisticated policy solution we're looking for. It feels less like a serious discussion of policy and more like a narrative of division, disguised as a solution.
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