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Previously, the Legislature discussed the possible change of retiree’s health 

insurance from NYSHIP to Aetna. The initiative by the county insurance 

department and administration was designed to potentially save several 

million dollars over the next several years.  

 

Ultimately, the administration withdrew the proposal but it has now 

resurfaced during the shared services initiative as several villages and towns 

have reportedly shown interest in joining such an initiative. 

 

This is an emotional issue that presents an opportunity for elected officials 

and others to make hay politically, despite their denials to the contrary.  

 

Most elected officials really do not understand their role, which is making a 

pure vote, one that is not swayed by reelection calculations, personal 

agendas and political party affiliation, especially when it comes to the 

handful of major votes you are confronted with during your term. 

 

Shared services should be ongoing initiative, not something that comes up 

every now and then. At present every proposal is nothing more than that, a 

proposal. I am particularly interested in the one that centers on the 

consolidation of all sewer districts in the county. I applaud anytime there is 

an idea, but that does not mean it will morph into change or that I will 

personally vote for it. Saving the county taxpayers, however, is one of the 

fiduciary responsibilities of an elected official. 

 

The insurance issue has many in the public making claims that are difficult 

to substantiate along with some strange statements by elected officials. It is 

my understanding that several years ago some who are now against shifting 

to Aetna promulgated a change to that very carrier.  

 

Retirees are comfortable with their current plan and afraid of change, 

completely understandable. Saying Aetna is, “no good,” or providing an 

isolated example is not a reason to vote against it; nor are projections 

claiming millions will be saved unless it can be factually demonstrated over 

a period of time.  



 

For all those who come to the Legislature to lobby against a change to 

Aetna, just as many do not come because the majority of county residents 

will support any expense reduction regardless of who it affects. It is fairly 

easy to take that position and I cannot. 

 

What is clear is that the law is clear. Retirees must have the same coverage 

or better at the time they retired. With tens of thousands of medical 

procedures it seems to me that a line by line comparison is in order, but that 

would be a monumental task and a study would require an independent third 

party provider, most likely very expensive. Unless there is some kind of 

blanket protection it is difficult, if not impossible, to confirm equal or better 

coverage.  

 


