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Mantpamery, Pamela 

Fram: 
Sent: 
Ta: 
Subject: 

Patrick. Gale . 
Friday, April 04, 200812:01 PM 
Montgomery, Pameta 
RE: Paul Mast Pensk>n Adjustment 

Issues to date based on Information that haa been made availabte to me: 

The OLSON v. CORY judgment makes reference to 1976 Gowmment Code sactfon 68203 before and after the January 
1, 1977 amendment. Before 1971, reference ts made to the increase tn the Calllomfa consumer price index aa ~Jed 
and reported by lhe califomfa Oepaltment of Industrial Relations from the previous caJendar year. 

This language is vague as ii does nol specially define which fndex table to use. 

The Calitomla Department at Industrial Retations (COIA) Issues two California tables. lhe California All Uman Consumers 
fndex (CPl-U) and Iha Caflfomla Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Wor1te1S Index (CPl-W). Further, over lhe years, the 
CDIR has changed the melhadolagy on calcuJating those California Indexes. Also, the COIA uses tables from the U.S. 
Oeparlmanl of Labor and they have cttanged its tables. includng base periods, from whfch Iha COIA computes i1s indexes 
wring the years invofwd with Judge Mesrs situation. Both JLVFF and Judge Mast used the CaMomla CPl·U Index tabfe; 
but, In a letter with schedules from State Controller Coty, dated July 22. 1980, the Indexes used IP( the Cantraller we 
baaed on the Ca!lfomla CPl-w Index tabte. It would seem ID ma that since Controller Cary was Involved wtth the 
Judgment his basis should be used un!ess changed at a later date. 

The CORY v. OLSON judgment makes relerence In the change In lndex for ltle calendar year. I would normally Interpret 
that to mean one is ID use the •Annuar- index fadors fn:im year-to-yaar Which 19 cansfstent with how JLVFF did Judge 
Mast's cafculatlons. Thia Js also consistent on how ACTO calcWltes the COi.A adfustmania for the PERS banema (sea 
Ola Co&toCJf-Uving Report pmduced by ACTO each year.) Judge Mast's talculations uses the Indexes on a September to 
September basis (sometlmas using August versus September as CDIR ceased pubrishfng September indexes In 1998). 
Refentng back ta Controfler Cory'& July 22, 1980 retter and scheduJe, the schedule uses Indexes cm a December to 
December basis for calculatfng the Judges' pay Iha fcftowfng September 1st. Again. H1ce Controller Cary was Involved 
wf!h Iha Judgmenl. this December ID December basis for determining the ·ca1enc1ar year" Increase would seam 
appropriate to use untess It was dmnged at a later date. It shoufd be noted that using the CPl·W Calllomla Index Table 
on a December ID December basis as shown in the schedule attached with the Controllen July 22nd letter, the 
September 1, 1979 Municipal Court Judge's salary of 154.861 is Identical to the salary level Judge Mast indicams should 
be the starting point ln his letter to yau on June 11, 2006. 

One final problem tor which I do not have any answer or apirion on Is 111ference In the judgment to a •s.327% • increase In 
pay I« pay beginning on Septmnber 1, 1971. I have not been able to determine Iha basis for wt*'» that percentage is 
developed based on infonnadan that I rtt:NI have ti lhe September 1, 1978payof145,235 which ,au pruvidad me la 
c:orrect. It is close. but I would think that I should be abte to reproduce it exactty. Perhaps JLVFF cold meet to Ignore lhls 
pen:ertage and start off proiacting Judge Mast's salary from his September 1, 1979 salary ot 54,861. 

In summary, I think you need to get Judge Mast to~ on the Caifomla CPl-W Index basis and the December to 
December basis ft one tnea to folklw Controlar Cory's sdledute, u .... lhe basis wa& changed at a later data before any 
further caJcutadans are done. 

Gale 

--C>dginat Message-
Fn:m: Montgomery, Pamela 
SM: Tuesday, April 01, 2008 1 :06 PM 
To: Patrick, Gata 
Sclbflct RE: Paul Masi Pension Adjusfment 

HIGale, 

JRS-A 000859 

l ..• 

I 

Attachment H 
Respondent's Exhibit L 
Page 1 of 3



·.·~~·".'· .. -_-:-· 

\ 

Applied COLA Year• 

- 1964 
1965 
1966 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1989 
1990 
1991 
1992 
1993 
1994 
1995 
1996 
1997 
1998 
1999 
2000 
2001 
2002 
2003 
2004 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2008 
2009 

LEGISLATORS' RETIREMENT SYSTEM 
RECAP OF COLA'S 

Section 9360.9 Section 9360.9 
Source Of LRS COLA" 

(Old COLA Chart) (Revised 3106) 

17.7 17.7 
19.7 19.7 

22.10 22.10 
24.95 24.95 COLA Period uses 
28.3 28.3 San Francisco -Oakland 
33.7 33.7 (1957-59 = 100) 
40.6 40.6 
47.6 47.6 Los Angeles - Long Beach 
53.1 53.1 (1957-59:; 100) 
58.2 58.2 
67.4 67.4 
84.1 84.1 
103.3 103.3 
115.4 115.4 COLA Period uses 
131.0 131.0 San Francisco -Oakland 
150.4 150.4 (1967 = 100) 
174.6 174.6 
217.1 217.1 Los Angeles - Long Beach 
252.8 252.8 (1967=100) 
276.7 276.7 
281.5 281.S COLA Period uses 
286.5 286.5 Califomia Pr~lndex • 
300.2 300.2 All Urban Consumers 
308.0 308.0 11967:;;: 100} 
322.9 •322.9 
339.8 339.8 
361.0 361.0 
385.9 385.9 
402.2 408.32 
421.6 421.56 
432.7 437.17 COLA Period uses 
450.9 450.9 California Price Index • 
466.5 466.5. All Urban Consumers 
483.0 483.0 (1982-84 = 100) 
496.7 496.7 
519.3 .505.95 

540.15 519.33 
540.15 
558.36 
568.77 
584.01 
602.23 
626.02 

/,.Llt:f. "'J 
1~1n_1Cf 

/rYJ.3)/ 

• Adjustment are based on previous calendar years • 
··All dalW~ determine COL.As is from The U.S. Department of Labor Statistics • 
... n-··· ••--M- l"'A""I A 1- ._ __ -~ -- 6L- 1"-1·1--l- ""---··--- fll\-~-- ,_ .. _•• -L--a t•ftft_... ,... - .. ,,..,.,_, 

California Consumer 
Price Index chart 
11955-2005) ·-

8.24% 
10.71% 
15.57% 
10.92% 
6.46% 
1.64% 
4.95% 
4.62% 
3.13% 
4.02% 
4.54% 
5.00% 
5.47% 
4.15% 
3.56% 
2.61% 
1.41% 
1.65% 
2.01% 
2.16% 
1.99% 
2.93% 
3.74% 
3.95% 
2.42% 
2.31% 
2.63% 
3.68% 

2 

Attachment H 
Respondent's Exhibit L 
Page 2 of 3



(~ 
Consumer Price Index (1982-84=100) 

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics 

CCPl·U ::: California Consumer Price Index ·All Urban Consumers 

CCPl·W = California Consumer Price Index ·Urban Wage Earners and Clerlcal Wortceru 

Percent Chango Percent Change Percent Change Percent Change 
From Previous From Previous From Previous From Previous 

Year Month CCPl-U Month Year CCPl-W Month Year 

1984 Dec. 105.7 5.0% 104.0 2.8% 

1983 Dec. 100.7 4.7% 101.2 4.0% 
1982 Dec. 96.2 0.7% 97.3 0.6% 
1981 Dec. 95.5 11.0% 96.7 10.8% 
1980 Dec. 86.0 12.7% 87.3 13.2% 
1979 Dec. 76.3 15.8% 77.1 16.3% 
1978 Dec. 65.9 7.5% 66.3 7.5% 
1977 Dec. 61.3 7.4% 61.7 7.3% 
1976 Dec. 57.1 5.4% 57.S 5.5% 
1975 Dec. 54.2 8.6% 54.5 8.6% 
1974 Dec. 49.9 12.1% 50.2 12.1% 

,,.~ 
1972 Dec. 41.3 3.8% 41.6 3.7% 

(.?" 1971 Dec. 39.8 2.8% 40.1 2.8% 
·, 

1970 Dec. 38.7 4.6% 39.0 4.8% 
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