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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON

In the Matter of the Consolidated Public | Case Names and Numbers:
Employees Retirement System (PERS)

Litigation. Strunk __X__(850593) (Control)
Anderson (850647)
Dahlin ~ (S50645)
Evans (550532)
Petrillo (S50687)
Sartain (S50686)
Walsh . (S50656)
Whitty ) (S50685)

NON-STATE DEFENDANTS’ AMENDED
ANSWER TO PETITION

Defendants North Douglas Schoo! District, Deschutes County, Portland School
District, City of Salem, South Lane School District and Oregon Health Sciences University
(collectively the “Non-State Defendants”) respond to plaintiffs’ Petition as follows:

| 1.

The Non-State Defendants admit that defendants are public employcrs and that
Defendant Public Employees Retirement Board (“PERB”) administers PERS. Defendants
are without the knowledge or informatioﬁ sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
remaining allegations in paragraph 1 and therefore deny them.

2.
The Non-State Defendants deny paragraph 2.
3.

The Non-State Defendants admit that the Governor of the State of Oregon signed into

law HB 2003 and HB 2004, but otherwise deny paragraph 3.
4.

The Non-State Defendants admit that ORS 238.300 sets forth the current methods

which are supposed to be used by PERB in calculating retirement benefits for PERS

members. That statute speaks for itself. The Non-State Defendants deny the description of
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those benefit calculation methods set forth in paragraph 4 to the extent that they are
inconsistent with ORS 238.300. The Non-State Defendants further deny that PERB has
complied with ORS 238.300 in computing retirement benefits for PERS members.
5.
The Non-State Defendants admit that Plaintiff Strunk is an employee of Defendant
North Douglas School District. The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in
paragraph 5 and therefore deny them.
6.
The Non-State Defendants admit that Plaintiff Reed is an employee of Defendant
Deschutes Coﬁnty. The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 6 and therefore deny

them.
7.

The Non-State Defendants admit that Plaintiff Booker is a retired employee of
Defendant Portland School District. The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in
paragraph 7 and therefore deny them.

8.

The Non-State Defendants admit that Plaintiff Blumenstein is an employee of
Defendant City of Salem. The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as 1o the truth of the remaining allegations in
paragraph 8 and therefore deny them.

9.
The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or information sufficient to

form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 9 and therefore deny them.
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10.

The Non-State Defendants admit that Plaintiff Martin is an employee of Defendant
South Lane School District. The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in
paragraph 10 and therefore deny them.

11.

The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraphs 11 and 12 and therefore deny
them.

12.

The Non-State Defendants admit that Plaintiff Rhodes is an employee of Defendant
Oregon Health Sciences University. The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in
paragraph 13 and therefore deny them.

13.

The Non-State Defendants are without the knowledge or information sufficient to

form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraphs 14 and 15 and therefore deny

them.

14.

The Non-State Defendants agree that the Court should appoint a Special Master to
receive evidence and prepare recommended findings of fact in this matter. The Non-State
Defendants therefore admit the allegations of paragraph 16.

15.
The Non-State Defendants deny paragraph 17.
16.

The Non-State Defendants respond to the allegations realleged in paragraph 18 as set
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