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Lisa Frantz

partnership to have been "registered for one year prior to the member's
service retirement..."”
Please note: the means and methods of registration for the domestic
partnership are not defined; therefor, the Los Angeles County Registered
Domestic Partnership meets the “registered” requirement.
(2) The member retired prior to January 1, 2006, and both the member and his or her
domestic partner, who currently are in a state-registered domestic partnership,
sign an affidavit stating that, at the time prescribed by the retirement system for
married spouses to qualify for survivor continuance, the member and the
domestic partner would have qudlified to be registered as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code.
The burden-of-proof has been met for the above condition (2], because Les
and Lisa were CURRENTLY MARRIED at the time of Les' passing however,
CalPERS denied Lisa the opportunity to complete the Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance, and had a registered Domestic
Partnership prior to their marriage which qualified them as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code without the original discriminatory
language.
Please note; the spirit of this condition is for same sex domestic partners to
receive the same rights and benefits of married partners; hence the
specificity of state registered domestic partnership.
The non-attorney staff, staff attorneys, nor consultant attorneys have the authority to interpret
lawll! Allowing NON-ATTORNEY staff members to interpret the State Code who admittedly,
under oath during the Administrative Hearing, purposely overlook 21626.5(a)1 of the State
Code, WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY QUALIFIES LISA to the receive the spousal continuance of Les’
pension benefit. THE STAFF INTERPRETATION, AND DELIBERATELY IGNORING THE FIRST
CONDITION OF THE STATE CODE IS NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT
DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzil!

CalPERS SELECTIVELY APPLYING CalPERS RULES BY DENYING Lisa Frantz the opportunity to
submit an Affidavit of Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
Les and Lisa UNDENIABLY met the CalPERS published rule;
“If you retired before it was legally possible to register your partnership but have since
registered, your partner may still be considered an eligible survivor. If this is your
situation, contact us as soon as possible to request an Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance form. CalPERS will determine if your domestic
partner is an eligible survivor.”
Les and Lisa were NOT legally able to register their Domestic Partnership with the state, but
they were subsequently MARRIED!!! Robert Ball stated that CalPERS had already denied Lisa's
request for survivor continuance, so there was no reason to send her the Affidavit of
Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
DENYING THE SURVIVOR CONTINUANCE WITHOUT OBTAINING COMPREHENSIVE CASE
INFORMATION, DOCUMENTATION AND FACTUAL EVIDENCE...A DELIBERATE, EGREGIOUS



Lisa Frantz

FAILURE OF FIDUCIARY DUTY, AS WELL AS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT
AND CalPERS PUBLISHED GUIDELINES resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!!!

CALPERS REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING
PROCESS, RATHER THAN SUPERIOR COURT in DELIBERATE DEFIANCE of the U.S. Department of
Justice, U.S. Solicitor General and Federal Courts.

In a letter published 20 February 2025 from the United States Solicitor General officially
declared; Administrative Courts are unconstitutional and unlawful, and their days are
numbered. Justice Gorsuch has made it clear: No judge, agency, or bureaucrat can take
your property, children, or freedom without a jury trial.

The pensions managed by CalPERS are the PROPERTY OF THE PENSIONERS, NOT CalPERS, and
as such, the pensioners have the right to assign their property to those THEY choose.
REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING PROCESS IS
NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE, THE U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL AND THE FEDERAL COURT resulting in DAMAGES to
Lisa Frantz!!!

CalPERS STAFF LYING UNDER OATH!!!

During the Administrative Hearing, the CalPERS witness testified under oath that Leslie Zoeller
fraudulently stated in his retirement documents that Lisa Frantz was his spouse. She further
testified that Leslie Zoeller received a higher pension payment as married than he would
have received as single.

This testimony is ABSOLUTELY FALSE!N! The altached retirement documents clearly note Lisa
Frantz as FIANCE or FRIEND!!!

CalPERS staff LYING UNDER OATH is not only a FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL,
resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!ll

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING!!!

The CalPERS witness testified under oath that a SCREENSHOT was proof that Leslie Zoeller
noted he was married at the time of his retirement. Forfunately, the Administrative Hearing
Judge did not allow the screenshot document to be entered into evidence because there
was no contextual basis for the screenshot, nor was the CalPERS witness able to explain the
contextual basis of the screenshot document.

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING is not only a
FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!!!

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES!!

The CalPERS attorney did not bother to submit a Brief prior the Administrative Hearing, and his
Closing Brief was wrought with factual errors, misrepresentations and blatant LIESH! As a
Fiduciary, the CalPERS attorney is held to the highest standard of professionalism in his
representation of CalPERS; his lack of preparedness and Closing Brief are NOT examples of



Lisa Frantz

the highest level of professionalism, and as such, are an egregious failure in his Fiduciary
Duty. Of all the Fiduciaries within CalPERS, the attorney is required by law to perform to the

highest level of professionalism.
CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL

ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES is not only a DELIBRATE, EGREGIOUS FAILURE IN
FIDUCIARY DUTY, PUBLISHING LIES IS ILLEGAL, which result in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!!!

CalPERS Board of Directors, please explain, clearly and concisely how the above issues are
not EGREGIOUS FAILURES IN THE CalPERS FIDUCIARY DUTY.

While the CalPERS staff and attorneys have failed to DIRECTLY address these egregious
failures in the CalPERS Fiduciary Duty, the California Superior Court will hold CalPERS
accountable for the damages caused to Lisa Franiz that are a direct result of CalPERS failure
in their Fiduciary Duty.
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B. Respondent Has Already Lost This Argument in Both Probate and Family Law Court

Respondent already lost these arguments in probate court in Los Angeles County,
demanding that a court order be issued requiring the California Secretary of State to allow for a
retroactively dated domestic partnership between her and Decedent. The probate court denied her
arguments:

Petitioner contends that developments in the law since 2000 have
shown that California’s statutory age restriction on domestic
partnerships for opposite sex couples was unconstitutional. She
contends that this court therefore not only can but must deem her a
registered domestic partner of decedent effective January 1, 1998,
when she contends that began [sic] living together — which is two years
prior to when California even started to allow registration of domestic
partnerships -- or at the latest January 3, 2001, a year prior to decedent’s
retirement date.

(Exhibit 26, Master A167). The probate court carefully explained why Respondent’s arguments
were meritless:

At the heart of petitioner’s July 16, 2024, supplemental brief as well as
the underlying petition is what appears to be either a misunderstanding
or a mischaracterization of the decision of the U.S. Supreme Court in
Obergefell v. Hodges, 576 U.S. 644 (2015). In the July 16, 2024,
supplemental brief, petitioner contends that Holguin “is simply no
longer good law” because, “in June, 2015 the United State Supreme
Court made its ruling that Domestic Partnerships among opposite-sex
couples must be permitted in every state, and must be permitted
retroactively because any prior refusal to do so violated the Fourteenth
Amendment.” Petitioner generically cites Obergefell but provides
no pin cite, presumably because the Supreme Court held nothing
remotely like that in Obergefell.

The U.S. Supreme Court in Obergefell recognized marriage equality
as the law of the land for all couples regardless of their genders, not
domestic partnership equality for all couples regardless of their ages.
The notion that Obergefell created some constitutional right to
retroactive registration of domestic partnerships in California, let
alone nationwide as petitioner contends, finds no support on the
face of Obergefell or in any other case petitioner has cited in
support of her petition. Many U.S. states do not register domestic
partnerships at all or give legal rights to domestic partners. [...]
Petitioner’s generic citation to In re Marriage Cases, 43 Cal.4th 757
(2008) is likewise inapposite to the question presented by
petitioner’s petition, namely whether this court must or even can

8
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grant the relief petitioner seeks: a court-effected retroactive
registration of a domestic partnership.

The fact that the California Legislature eliminated the age restriction
on registration of domestic partnerships for opposite sex couples after
decedent retired does not, in this court’s view, amount to some sort of
concession by the State that the prior age restriction was
unconstitutional.

[...]

This court is similarly unconvinced that the prior age restriction on
registration of opposite sex domestic partnerships and its implications
under CALPERS’s requirements for eligibility for a survivor’s
continuance amount to a violation of petitioner’s constitutional rights.
Petitioner has downplayed throughout these proceedings the
significance of what she is asking this court to do [...]

(Exhibit 26, Master A168-69, emphasis added).

Undeterred, Respondent made the same argument again, but this time in family law court in
Los Angeles County, where again her Request for Orders establishing a domestic partnership was
denied. (Verified Request for Orders to Establish a Domestic Partnership, Exh. 27, Master A154-
A158; Order, Exh. 27, Master A160 [“After reviewing the court file and considering the
evidence/arguments presented, the Court adopts its tentative ruling as the order of the Court as
follows: Petitioner’s request for order filed on September 12, 2023 is denied, without prejudice”™];
Notice of Ruling on Request for Orders to Establish a Domestic Partnership, Exh. 27, Master A162-
A163). Respondent is appealing the probate court decision, and Respondent’s Opening Brief for
that appeal is due April 30, 2025. Counsel for Respondent has confirmed that Respondent is not
appealing the family law court’s decision.

Res judicata (issue preclusion) prevents parties from reasserting the same claim or issue
after a final judgment on the merits has been rendered by a court of competent jurisdiction.
(Mycogen Corp. v. Monsanto Co. (2002) 28 Cal.4th 888, 896-97). The California Supreme Court

clearly explains how issue preclusion applies:

Issue preclusion prohibits the relitigation of issues argued and decided
in a previous case, even if the second suit raises different causes of
action. (Mycogen, supra, 28 Cal.4th at p. 896, 123 Cal Rptr.2d 432, 51
P.3d 297.) Under issue preclusion, the prior judgment conclusively

9
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resolves an issue actually litigated and determined in the first action.
(Boeken, supra, 48 Cal.4th at p. 797, 108 Cal.Rptr.3d 806, 230 P.3d
342.) There is a limit to the reach of issue preclusion, however. In
accordance with due process, it can be asserted only against a party to
the first lawsuit, or one in privity with a party. (Bernhard v. Bank of
America, supra, 19 Cal.2d at p. 812, 122 P.2d 892.)

Issue preclusion differs from claim preclusion in two ways. First, issue
preclusion does not bar entire causes of action. Instead, it prevents
relitigation of previously decided issues. Second, unlike claim
preclusion, issue preclusion can be raised by one who was not a
party or privy in the first suit. Vandenberg v. Superior Court (1999)
21 Cal.4th 815, 828, 88 Cal.Rptr.2d 366, 982 P.2d 229.) “Only the party
against whom the doctrine is invoked must be bound by the prior
proceeding. [Citations.]” (/bid.) In summary, issue preclusion applies:
(1) after final adjudication (2) of an identical issue (3) actually litigated
and necessarily decided in the first suit and (4) asserted against one who
was a party in the first suit or one in privity with that party. (Lucido v.
Superior Court (1990) 51 Cal.3d 335, 341,272 Cal Rptr. 767, 795 P.2d
1223; Vandenberg, at p. 828, 88 Cal.Rptr.2d 366, 982 P.2d 229;
Teitelbaum Furs, supra, 58 Cal.2d at p. 604, 25 Cal.Rptr. 559,375 P.2d
439))

(DKN Holdings LLC v. Faerber (2015) 61 Cal. 4th 813, 824-25
(2015), emphasis added).

Since Respondent already received a final judgment in Los Angeles family law court on an identical
issue and it is now being asserted against Respondent, issue preclusion applies.

C. Only the Secretary of State Can Give Respondent the Relief She Seeks

Respondent’s appeal for the PRSA benefit necessarily requires a finding that she was effectively
in a retroactively dated state-registered domestic partnership. Only the Secretary of State has
authority over such determinations. Family Code section 297 governs who is eligible to enter into a
domestic partnership, and states, “[a] domestic partnership shall be established in California when
both persons file a Declaration of Domestic Partnership with the Secretary of State pursuant to this

division.” (Family Code § 297(b)).

10
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457 DESIGNATION OF BENEFICIARY FORM A Retvaman orgorator

At Records Ma ]
PO Box 581
Washingion, DE 200905150

« Use this form to designate your bensficiary(ies) for:your retirement account.

« Please complete a separate form for each employer plan account.

1

Participant
Information

Emiioier Plan Number Emitoier Plan Mame State
e S e R O PP

Social Security Number Daytime Phone Number:

Name of Participant

frt e S e AR RS e - e s

2

Beneficiary
Designation

Your designatien of beneficiary lies) tells us who should receive the accumulated value of your aceount if yvour death
should ocour before completing distribution of vour account. If no primary beneficiary (ies) lives longer than you, benefits
will be paid to your cantingent beneficiary (ies). f none of your primary arcontingent beneficiaries are living at the time
of your death, the proceeds will be paid to your estate. if this form is not signed, the beneficiary fies) designation you
select will not be valid. If a valid form is not filed, benefits will be paid to vour astate at the time of your death.

PLEASE NOTE: If a Sogial Security number is not provided and RC cannot locate the named beneficiary, the account
balance will be paid 16 your estate.

Primary Beneficiary {ies)

Name/Relationship: .~ _ g SS_BEIT?idai-% of Benefits

Mame/Relationship: S8N: Birthdate: % of Bepefith:
Mame/Relationship: EENe o m BihdatE o e L Bt Heneint Lo
Mame/Relationship: _ SSN: Birthdate: Looseof Benefity - -

Contingent Beneficiary (ies)

Mame/Relationship: Birthdate: | % of Beaefit™;

Mame/Relationship: Birthdate: % of Benefit™:

Birthdate; % of Benefit*;

Name/Relationship:

FEmEREsiansh s dhhas s sl e e e e B Sl i el Binhdate: |- . SeafBewefitts -

* Please use whole parcentages

Plaase write additional beneficiaries on a separate piece of paper and attach it with this form.

3

Participant
Authorization

Participant's Signature: s : Date:

V0060066000600 06060040¢

IMPORTANT-REMEMBER TO PRINT LEGIBLY iN BLACK OR BLUE INK
ICMA Retirement Corporation = Atinm.: Records Management' Unit P.O, Box 98150 » Washington, OC 20090-8150 = Tall Free 1-800-6689-7400

PARTICIPANT COPY



457 Withdrawal Form—Payment Date Selection lsATtenso Hponnan

+ Usp this form o selectyour 457 withdrawal paymentdate ony. If you wish-to select both a payment date
and payment schedule, you must also complete page 2.

+ Complete and sign and submit to your employer

» Once selected, the payment date CANNOT be changed unless your-plan allows for a one-time
postponament,

1 Employer Plan Number Employer Plan Name ~ State

information R =

g Payment Social Security Number Daytime Phone Number:
ate

Selection

Name of Participant

All information
in this Box — e e e — —

Must be s 25 o e e
Campleted . oy L = A |
P Date of Birth: Last Day of Employment: Beginning Distribution Payment Date |
Delay in [

Processing : th Yaa
DLESSING —_— Month Year

Manth Dy Yeat Manth Didy Year r [
:I Check here if this date is a one-
time postponement change. See |
page two of the instructions for mare
iz information on selecting a beginning
1 1

t) Check boxif this is a new address payment data.

permancnt accress: [

Mailing Address for Payments (if different from permanent address)
For state tax purposes, please declare your NOTE: If scheduled installment payments are to be directly deposited to |
intended residency state |F DIFFERENT from your bank, ettach a completed 457 Direct Deposil Authorization Form. |
the state noted tnder the permanent
address section: .

[State|

Gty o

ate Zip ; s |

ST e e T

2

ii?‘ﬂ?‘? tor | _] Check here to receive more detailed information on the RC Incomae for Lifa Annuity Program.

infarmation

3 As required by law and under penalty of perjury, | certify that the Social Security Number (Taxpayer ldentification

Peteisnst Number} | provided for myself is correct. By signing below, | verify that | have read the instructions at the top of this page.
articipan

Authorization

for page 1 Participant Signaturer St dga. et 0 R Lo 8 T El G e

Submit yourrequest to your employer for authorization prior to sending this form to ICMA-RC.

4 Employer's Signature: g Date

Emplayer Name of Employer Althorized Official {Please Print}:

Authorization

g??:p.{oyer‘s Employer Authorized Official’s Title: SRy BN Uilngr o T

Use Only

1
Send payment to:
A Employee
2 Employer

{ 1. Other Administrator |

| 7 Direct Deposit |

IMPORTANT-REMEMBER TO PRINT LEGIBLY IN BLAGK OR BLUE INK ‘0”".""’. 0" .’.’Q.’

“AMS 3.017- 0
ICMA Retirement Corporation = Attn.: Records Management Linit « P.O. Box 98150 » Washington, DC 20093-8150 = Toll Free 1-800-659-7400 FRMS70VP-017-198904

PARTICIPANT COPY






 INSTRUCTIONS

. The 401 Employee Change Formy enables you 1o change information in -

your qualified plan account; If employer approval is required, submit the

compieied form 1o !CMA—RC afier obtaining your employer's srgndture

A conf'rmmson of address changes and allocation changes will be

" 'mailad 16 you within 3 buginass days of axecution. Review your

- genfirmation and quarterly statement to confirm the accuracy of the

changes. if you discover a.discrepancy, contact our Customer Services

- -staff at 1-800-869-7400 immediately. Al discrepancies mwust be raported
“within 120 days fotlowing the end of the quarter, Failure to do so may

S _resu!'r in the inability to adjust your gecount.

1. ESSENTIAL INFORMATION

£ Please complete this section carefully. The information must be

completed in order to process your requested changes. If you are
“reporting a name change. pleasa onter your naw name into the "name of
partiéip_anl" line in Part.1, and attach a copy of one r.:-_f the following:

' dr'iver"s Iicense. Social Security card, marriage certificate or court rder.

2: CHANGE IN PERSONAL AND WORK
“INFORMATION

Use this saction to.change the mail ing address for your statements and

) oihar |mportant accmmt information.

3. AMOUNT OF FUTURE CONTRIBUTIONS

. if allowed by your employer's plan, enter the total percentage ar dollar

: amoum that you wish to voluntarily cantribute: to your account {volun-

y tarv contnbutmns are not tax deferred.) You have two methods by which
* - to.change your voluniary contributions. You can coniribute a percentage
“or specific doflar amount of your compensation. A specific dollar
.amount of your compe':sauen Many usa the percentage mothard

R hecause as your salary increases, the amcum you contribuite also

increases. A dollar amourit of your compensation means your contribu-
-tion remains constant even as your salary increases. To the employer:
- 'Please complete the empfoyer contribution and mandatery or matching
conmbtmcn ared. .

4. ALLOCATION OF FUTURE CONTRIBUTIONS
“ . You must pmwde us with aliceation instructions for hoth your employee
+ account and your employer account. For each accaunt type. you moy
~ design your own portfuhu with any number of funds. Use Fund Codes
“from below. State law, local law or your employer may place restric-

5. BENEFICIARV CHANGE

Use this section to change your beneficiarylies). If this furm is not

-gigned, the naw heneficiarylies) designation you selected will not be
“vaiid. If-a valid form is not filed, then at the time of your death, benefits

will be paid to tha benefiziary(ies} named on your 40t Employee © :
Enroliment Form or your most recent valid Employee Change Form. If no
valid form is on file a1 the time of your death, then benefits will be paid
as outlined in your employer’s plan document. PLEASE NOTE: If a Social
Security number is not provided and we cannot locate the named
beneficiary, the account balance will be paid to the participant’s estate,

BENEFICIARY DESIGNATION - Single Participants
Your designation of beneficiarylies) tells us who should receive the
accumulated vaiue of your account if you dic before full distribution of
your account. If no primary beneficiaryiies) lives longer than you, the
banefits will be paid to your contingent beneficiarylies). If none of your
primary or contingent hencficiaries are living at the time of your death,
the proceeds will be paid as aullined in your employer's plan document.

BENEFICIARY DESIGNATION - Married Participants
Your spousa will he the primary beneficlary for 50 percent of your
account. You may name your spouse as beneficiary for up to 100 percent
of your account. You may also waive naming your spouse as haneficiary
for any part of your account and name someone clse as heneficiary.
Howaver, if you waive naming Your spouse as heneﬁcmv your spouse
must consent to this waiver.

Your empiover plan may require that your spousa be the heneficiary
for more than 30 percent of your account. If this is the case, the waiver

and consen! rules menlioned aisove stiil apply. If you are unsure whizh
provisian applies (o you. check with your empleyer or our Customer
Services stafl. Complete details about waiving this benefit, inctuding the
requirad waiver and consent forms, are avaiiable from our Customer
Services staff at 1-800-669-7400.

6. AUTHORIZED SIGNATURES

Once you have completed this form, sign and submit it for your
employed's approval, if required. Send the first copy to us, your
employer keaps the second copy and the third copy is for your records.

. tions on investment in certain funds.

Y Trust Familv of Funds
'_..Aggresmvu Oppontunities Fund

¥ ﬂreﬂahle luern;mrer pam uwl i’-E‘

. Avaitais baly ta smployer pians estabiighed pn-'rteknﬂl 1,188,

:JCM.t\ Eeummenl Cotpumnon .-‘mn.. Rc'qrd" Manngemt.m Unit -

Fund Codes

Mutmﬂ Fund Series

'P.0. Box 88150 - Washington, DC 20030-8150 Tolt Free 1-800-326-7060

Series/Social Responsibility Fund

Savings Oriented Fund

MA Sar]esanmantum Grawth Fund (Neuberger Berman
.- International Fund MD {American Century Ultra Fund} 29 Socially Responsive Trust) 55
" Growth Fund MG Series/Aggressive Growth Fund Series/Special Situations Fund
" Growth & Income Fund ' ) {Putnam Vovager Fund) 21 (Gabelti Value Fund) 27
Equity Income Fund MM .. Series/Capital Appreciation Fund Series/Value Fund
~ Asset Allocation Fund i 2 MP (Fidelity Mageltan™ Fund)* 32 {American Century Value Fund) 39
U:S. Treasury Securities Fund _MT ' Series/Large Company Growth Fund Series/Balanced Income Fund
- - Money Market Fund Mw (MFS Massachusetts investors [Fidelity Puritan® Fund) - 24
_Vantage'l'rust I'-"LUS Fund 71 . Growth Stock) 48  Serles/Balanced Fund
; - Series/Growth Fund (Vanguard Wellington Fund) 31
lndex Fund Senas ; ; {Fidelity Blue Chip Growth Fundi 22 Series/Foreign :
S Overseas Equity Index Fund wC Sarieslcon_trarian Growth Fund (Putnam International Growth Fund)<* > a8
. Mid/Small Company Index Fund - “WE  {Fidelity. Contrafund}®* 23 7 " :
“Broad Market: Index: Fund. - ~ WH _ Series/Growth and Income Fund ) Mods! Portfolio Funds -
7. .500°Stock Index Fund - WL - Fidelity Growth & Income Portfolio)** 23  Long-Term Growth Fund : 84
Fa Core Band lndex Fund SWINC ' j 5 Traditional Growth Fund 83
- i Conservative Grawth Fund 82
: -h*-;llsula ey to emplover plans mm:shedpnmu Détobur 1, 1897, 81

FAM1AOR-007-199809












Leslie H Zoeller

Options available

Your beneficiary's monthly

if you retire on Your manthly allowance after your death Your monthly allowance upon
01/04/2002 with | allowance at age | (per month for life unless unmodified | the death of your beneficiary
28907 50.00 allowance or ogtion 1 has been (per month for life)

Years of Service | (per month for life) selecled)

UNMODIFIED $ 4,696 Retired Death Benefit $ 4,696

ALLOWANCE

Option 1 $ 4,672 Your remaining contributions™ $ 4672

Option 2 $ 4,503 $ 2,155 $ 4,696

Option 2W $ 4515 $ 2,167 $ 4515

Option 2 $ 4,535 $ i,123 $ 4,696

e $ 4,602 $ 1,127 $ 4,602

In addition to the retirement date you requested, we have provided you with an additional estimate based
on your date of birth:

Options available
f you retire on
12/02/2002 with
29.808
Years of Service

Your monthly
allowance at age

51.00
{per month for life)

Your beneficiary's monthly
allowance after your death
(per month for life unless unmodified
allowance or option 1 has been
selected)

Your monthly allowance upon
the death of your beneficiary
(per month for life)

UNMODIFIED
ALLOWANCE
Option 1
Option 2
Option 2W

Option 3

Option 3W

$ 4,505
$ 4477
$ 4311

$ 4,324

$ 4,403

$ 4,410

Retired Death Benefit

Your remaining contributions™

$ 2,058 g

$ 2,072

$ 1,075

$ 1,078

$ 4,505
$ 4,477
.§. 4505
$ 4,324

$ 4,505

$ 4,410

PLEASE SEE IMPORTANT INFORMATION ON NEXT PAGE
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Leslie H Zoeller s

* Option 1 provides that after your death, your beneficiary will receive a lump sum payment of the
remainder of your contributions. The total contributions of $251,280.04 will be reduced by
$1,875.81 for each month that you received an allowance. Your contnbut:ons will be reduced to
zero in approximately 11.16 years.

SURVIVOR CONTINUANCE: A continuing allowance of $2,348.02 will be paid upon your death to an
eligible survivor in addition to any payment under the option you elect.

A lump sum benefit of $500 will be paid to your beneficiary upon your death regardless of the
option elected at retirement.

While completing your estimate we have noticed that you have special compensation invoived in your
payroll. Special Compensation is additional income you might receive for uniform allowance,

holiday pay, longevity pay, etc. and is reported separately from your base pay. Please be aware

that we will only include compensation that has been reported by your employer to date. Any

special compensation not yet reported by your employer has not been included in your estimate.
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CALPERS WEB SITE

You have taken an important step in planning your retirement by requesting an estimate of your
retirement allowance. You may obtain additional information on all programs administered by

CalPERS by logging on to our web site at hitp://www.calpers.ca.gov. In addition, this site ir[cludes
a retirement planning calculator; by entering some personal information, the calculator provides

an estimate of your monthly retirement benefit.
PLEASE SEE IMPORTANT INFORMATION ON NEXT PAGE
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Explanation of Optional Settlements
All Payments Provide a Lifetime Allowance to the Member

If there is any change in your retirement date, birth date or beneficiary's birth date, credited service
time or compenstion, the allowances payable will differ from the allowance shown on your estimate.

Unmaodified - The Unmodified Allowance is the highest monthly allowance paid to you each month
for life. Upon your death, there is no monthly allowance* or return of member contributions to your
beneficiary.

Option 1 - The Option 1 Allowance is slightly less than the Unmodified Allowance but provides that if
there are any member contributions remaining at the time of your death the balance would be paid
to your beneficiary in a lump sum. There will be contributions remaining for approximately 9 to 11
years. The Option 1 Allowance does not provide for a monthly allowance* to a beneficiary after the
member's death.

Option 2 - The Option 2 Allowance is the lowest monthly allowance payable to you for life. Selecting
this option provides that upon your death the same monthly ailowance will continue to be paid to your
designated beneficiary for life. If your named beneficiary predeceases you, your monthly allowance
will increase (or pop-up) to the present value of the Unmodified Allowance.

Option 2W - The Option 2W Allowance is slightly higher than the Option 2 Allowance. Upon your
death, your named beneficiary will continue to receive the same monthly allowance for life. However,
if your named beneficiary predeceases you, your monthly allowance will remain the same.

Option 3 - The Option 3 Allowance provides for a higher monthly allowance to you than the Option 2
or 2W Allowances. Upon your death, your named beneficiary will receive 2 of your monthly
allowance for life. If your named beneficiary predeceases you, your montlhy allowance will
increase (or pop-up) to the present value of the Unmodified Allowance.

Option 3W - Option 3W is slightly higher than the Option 3 Allowance. Upon your death, your named
beneficiary will continue to receive ¥z of your monthly allowance for life. However, if your named
beneiiciary predeceases you, your monthly allowance will remain the same.

Option 4 - Under Option 4, the law allows you to customize the amount of allowance you want to
provide, as long -as the amount to your beneficiary is not more than the amount provided under
Option 2W. Please refer to Retirement Option 4 (PERS-PUB-18) for examples of the types of Option
4 allowances that are currently available.

*Explanation of Survivor Continuance

Survivor Continuance is a monthly benefit paid for by your employer to your eligible survivor upon
your death. This benefit is provided to all State and School employees. Public Agencies can provide
this benefit to their employees by contract amendment. If payable to a spouse, the benefit will
continue for lifetime regardless of remarriage.

In addition to the amounts payable under the option selected, your beneficiary will receive a retired
member lump sum death benefit.
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passing. Les retired January 2002, four years after Les and Lisa entered into
their Registered Domestic Partnership; therefore, the burned-of-proof has
been met for the above condition (1), which requires the domestic
partnership to have been “registered for one year prior to the member's
service retirement..."”
Please note: the means and methods of registration for the domestic
partnership are not defined; therefor, the Los Angeles County Registered
Domestic Partnership meets the “registered” requirement.
(2) The member retired prior to January 1, 2006, and both the member and his or her
domestic partner, who currently are in a state-registered domestic partnership,
sign an affidavit stating that, at the time prescribed by the retirement system for
married spouses to qualify for survivor continuance, the member and the
domestic partner would have qualified to be registered as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code.
The burden-of-proof has been met for the above condition (2], because Les
and Lisa were CURRENTLY MARRIED at the fime of Les’ passing however,
CalPERS denied Lisa the opportunity to complete the Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Confinuance, and had a registered Domestic
Partnership prior to their marriage which qualified them as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code without the original discriminatory
language.
Please note; the spirit of this condition is for same sex domestic partners to
receive the same rights and benefits of married partners; hence the
specificity of state registered domestic partnership.
The non-attorney staff, staff attorneys, nor consultant attorneys have the authority to interpret
lawl!ll Allowing NON-ATTORNEY staff members to interpret the State Code who admittedly,
under oath during the Administrative Hearing, purposely overlook 21626.5(a)1 of the State
Code, WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY QUALIFIES LISA to the receive the spousal continuance of Les’
pension benefit. THE STAFF INTERPRETATION, AND DELIBERATELY IGNORING THE FIRST
CONDITION OF THE STATE CODE IS NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT
DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS SELECTIVELY APPLYING CalPERS RULES BY DENYING Lisa Frantz the opportunity to
submit an Affidavit of Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
Les and Lisa UNDENIABLY met the CalPERS published rule;
"If you retired before it was legally possible to register your partnership but have since
registered, your partner may still be considered an eligible survivor. If this is your
situation, contact us as soon as possible to request an Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance form. CalPERS will determine if your domestic
partner is an eligible survivor.”
Les and Lisa were NOT legally able to register their Domestic Partnership with the state, but
they were subsequently MARRIED!!! Robert Ball stated that CalPERS had already denied Lisa’s
request for survivor continuance, so there was no reason 1o send her the Affidavit of
Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.



DENYING THE SURVIVOR CONTINUANCE WITHOUT OBTAINING COMPREHENSIVE CASE
INFORMATION, DOCUMENTATION AND FACTUAL EVIDENCE...A DELIBERATE, EGREGIOUS
FAILURE OF FIDUCIARY DUTY, AS WELL AS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT
AND CalPERS PUBLISHED GUIDELINES resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!ll

CALPERS REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING
PROCESS, RATHER THAN SUPERIOR COURT in DELIBERATE DEFIANCE of the U.S. Department of
Justice, U.S. Solicitor General and Federal Courts.

In a letter published 20 February 2025 from the United States Solicitor General officially
declared; Administrative Courts are unconstitutional and unlawful, and their days are
numbered. Justice Gorsuch has made it clear: No judge, agency, or bureaucrat can take
your property, children, or freedom without a jury trial.

The pensions managed by CalPERS are the PROPERTY OF THE PENSIONERS, NOT CalPERS, and
as such, the pensioners have the right to assign their property to those THEY choose.
REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING PROCESS IS
NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE, THE U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL AND THE FEDERAL COURT resulting in DAMAGES to
Lisa Frantzi!!

CalPERS STAFF LYING UNDER OATH!I!

During the Administrative Hearing, the CalPERS witness testified under oath that Leslie Zoeller
fraudulently stated in his retirement documents that Lisa Frantz was his spouse. She further
testified that Leslie Zoeller received a higher pension payment as mairried than he would
have received as single.

This testimony is ABSOLUTELY FALSE!!! The aftached retirement documents clearly note Lisa
Frantz as FIANCE or FRIEND!!!

CalPERS staff LYING UNDER OATH is not only a FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL,
resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Franizll!

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING!!!

The CalPERS witness testified under oath that a SCREENSHOT was proof that Leslie Zoeller
noted he was married at the time of his retirement. Fortunately, the Administrative Hearing
Judge did not allow the screenshot document to be entered into evidence because there
was no contextual basis for the screenshot, nor was the CalPERS witness able to explain the
contextual basis of the screenshot document.

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING is not only a
FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzi!!

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES!!!

The CalPERS attorney did not bother to submit a Brief prior the Administrative Hearing, and his
Closing Brief was wrought with factual errors, misrepresentations and blatant LIES!!! As a



Fiduciary, the CalPERS attorney is held to the highest standard of professionalism in his
representation of CalPERS; his lack of preparedness and Closing Brief are NOT examples of
the highest level of professionalism, and as such, are an egregious failure in his Fiduciary
Duty. Of all the Fiduciaries within CalPERS, the attorney is required by law to perform to the
highest level of professionalism.

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES is not only a DELIBRATE, EGREGIOUS FAILURE IN
FIDUCIARY DUTY, PUBLISHING LIES IS ILLEGAL, which result in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!ll

CalPERS Board of Directors, please explain, clearly and concisely how the above issues are
not EGREGIOUS FAILURES IN THE CalPERS FIDUCIARY DUTY.

While the CalPERS staff and attorneys have failed to DIRECTLY address these egregious
failures in the CalPERS Fiduciary Duty, the California Superior Court will hold CalPERS
accountable for the damages caused to Lisa Frantz that are a direct result of CalPERS failure

in their Fiduciary Duty.






passing. Les retired January 2002, four years after Les and Lisa entered info
their Registered Domestic Partnership; therefore, the burden-of-proof has
been met for the above condition (1), which requires the domestic
partnership to have been “registered for one year prior to the member's
service retirement...”
Please note: the means and methods of regisfration for the domestic
partnership are not defined; therefor, the Los Angeles County Registered
Domestic Partnership meets the “registered” requirement.
(2) The member retired prior to January 1, 2006, and both the member and his or her
domestic partner, who currently are in a state-registered domestic partnership,
sign an affidavit stating that, at the time prescribed by the retirement system for
married spouses to qualify for survivor continuance, the member and the
domestic partner would have qualified to be registered as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code.
The burden-of-proof has been met for the above condition (2), because Les
and Lisa were CURRENTLY MARRIED at the time of Les’ passing however,
CalPERS denied Lisa the opportunity to complete the Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance, and had a registered Domestic
Partnership prior to their marriage which qualified them as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code without the original discriminatory
language.
Please note; the spirit of this condition is for same sex domestic partners to
receive the same rights and benefits of married partners; hence the
specificity of state registered domestic partnership.
The non-attorney staff, staff attorneys, nor consultant attorneys have the authority to interpret
lawlll Allowing NON-ATTORNEY staff members to interpret the State Code who admittedly,
under oath during the Administrative Hearing, purposely overlook 21626.5(a)1 of the State
Code, WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY QUALIFIES LISA to the receive the spousal continuance of Les’
pension benefit. THE STAFF INTERPRETATION, AND DELIBERATELY IGNORING THE FIRST
CONDITION OF THE STATE CODE IS NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT
DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS SELECTIVELY APPLYING CalPERS RULES BY DENYING Lisa Frantz the opportunity to
submit an Affidavit of Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
Les and Lisa UNDENIABLY met the CalPERS published rule;
“If you retired before it was legally possible to register your partnership but have since
registered, your partner may still be considered an eligible survivor. If this is your
situation, contact us as soon as possible to request an Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance form. CalPERS will determine if your domestic
partner is an eligible survivor.”
Les and Lisa were NOT legally able to register their Domestic Partnership with the state, but
they were subsequently MARRIED!!! Robert Ball stated that CalPERS had already denied Lisa's
request for survivor continuance, so there was no reason to send her the Affidavit of
Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.



DENYING THE SURVIVOR CONTINUANCE WITHOUT OBTAINING COMPREHENSIVE CASE
INFORMATION, DOCUMENTATION AND FACTUAL EVIDENCE...A DELIBERATE, EGREGIOUS
FAILURE OF FIDUCIARY DUTY, AS WELL AS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT
AND CalPERS PUBLISHED GUIDELINES resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!l!

CALPERS REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING
PROCESS, RATHER THAN SUPERIOR COURT in DELIBERATE DEFIANCE of the U.S. Department of
Justice, U.S. Solicitor General and Federal Courts.

In a letter published 20 February 2025 from the United States Solicitor General officially
declared; Administrative Courts are unconstitutional and unlawful, and their days are
numbered. Justice Gorsuch has made it clear: No judge, agency, or bureaucrat can take
your property, children, or freedom without a jury trial.

The pensions managed by CalPERS are the PROPERTY OF THE PENSIONERS, NOT CalPERS, and
as such, the pensioners have the right to assign their property to those THEY choose.
REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING PROCESS IS
NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE, THE U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL AND THE FEDERAL COURT resulting in DAMAGES to
Lisa Frantz!ll

CalPERS STAFF LYING UNDER OATH!!!

Per the transcript of the Administrative Hearing, the CalPERS witness testified under oath that
Leslie Zoeller fraudulently stated in his retirement documents that Lisa Frantz was his spouse.
She further testified that Leslie Zoeller received a higher pension payment as married than he
would have received as single.

This testimony is ABSOLUTELY FALSE!!! The altached retirement documents clearly note Lisa
Frantz as FIANCE or FRIEND!!!

CalPERS staff LYING UNDER OATH is not only a FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL,
resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzll!

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING!!

The CalPERS witness testified under oath that a SCREENSHOT was proof that Leslie Zoeller
noted he was married at the time of his retirement. Fortunately, the Administrative Hearing
Judge did not allow the screenshot document to be entered into evidence because there
was no contextual basis for the screenshot, nor was the CalPERS witness able to explain the
contextual basis of the screenshot document.

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING is not only a
FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL resulting in DAMAGES fo Lisa Frantz!l!

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES!!

The CalPERS attorney did not bother to submit a Brief prior the Administrative Hearing, and his
Closing Brief was wrought with factual errors, misrepresentations and blatant LIES!!! As a



Fiduciary, the CalPERS attorney is held to the highest standard of professionalism in his
representation of CalPERS; his lack of preparedness and Closing Brief are NOT examples of
the highest level of professionalism, and as such, are an egregious failure in his Fiduciary
Duty. Of all the Fiduciaries within CalPERS, the attorney is required by law to perform to the
highest level of professionalism.

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES is not only a DELIBRATE, EGREGIOUS FAILURE IN
FIDUCIARY DUTY, PUBLISHING LIES IS ILLEGAL, which result in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS Board of Directors, please explain, clearly and concisely how the above issues are
not EGREGIOUS FAILURES IN THE CalPERS FIDUCIARY DUTY.

While the CalPERS staff and attorneys have failed to DIRECTLY address these egregious
failures in the CalPERS Fiduciary Duty, the California Superior Court will hold CalPERS
accountable for the damages caused to Lisa Frantz that are a direct result of CalPERS failure

in their Fiduciary Duty.






passing. Les retired January 2002, four years after Les and Lisa entered into
their Registered Domestic Partnership; therefore, the burned-of-proof has
been met for the above condition (1), which requires the domestic
partnership to have been “registered for one year prior to the member’s
service retirement..."
Please note: the means and methods of registration for the domestic
partnership are not defined; therefor, the Los Angeles County Registered
Domestic Partnership meets the “registered” requirement.
(2) The member retired prior to January 1, 2006, and both the member and his or her
domestic partner, who currently are in a state-registered domestic partnership,
sign an affidavit stating that, at the time prescribed by the retirement system for
married spouses to qualify for survivor continuance, the member and the
domestic partner would have qualified to be registered as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code.
The burden-of-proof has been met for the above condition (2}, because Les
and Lisa were CURRENTLY MARRIED at the time of Les' passing however,
CalPERS denied Lisa the opportunity to complete the Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance, and had a registered Domestic
Partnership prior to their marriage which qualified them as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code without the original discriminatory
language.
Please note; the spirit of this condition is for same sex domestic partners to
receive the same rights and benefits of married partners; hence the
specificity of state registered domestic partnership.
The non-attorney staff, staff atorneys, nor consultant attorneys have the authority to interpret
law!ll Allowing NON-ATTORNEY staff members to interpret the State Code who admittedly,
under oath during the Administrative Hearing, purposely overlook 21626.5(a)1 of the State
Code, WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY QUALIFIES LISA to the receive the spousal continuance of Les’
pension benefit. THE STAFF INTERPRETATION, AND DELIBERATELY IGNORING THE FIRST
CONDITION OF THE STATE CODE IS NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT
DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzi!!

CalPERS SELECTIVELY APPLYING CalPERS RULES BY DENYING Lisa Frantz the opportunity to
submit an Affidavit of Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
Les and Lisa UNDENIABLY met the CalPERS published rule;
"If you retired before it was legally possible to register your partnership but have since
registered, your partner may still be considered an eligible survivor. If this is your
situation, contact us as soon as possible to request an Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance form. CalPERS will determine if your domestic
partner is an eligible survivor.”
Les and Lisa were NOT legally able to register their Domestic Partnership with the state, but
they were subsequently MARRIED!!! Robert Ball stated that CalPERS had already denied Lisa’s
request for survivor continuance, so there was no reason to send her the Affidavit of
Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.



DENYING THE SURVIVOR CONTINUANCE WITHOUT OBTAINING COMPREHENSIVE CASE
INFORMATION, DOCUMENTATION AND FACTUAL EVIDENCE...A DELIBERATE, EGREGIOUS
FAILURE OF FIDUCIARY DUTY, AS WELL AS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT
AND CalPERS PUBLISHED GUIDELINES resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!ll

CALPERS REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING
PROCESS, RATHER THAN SUPERIOR COURT in DELIBERATE DEFIANCE of the U.S. Department of
Justice, U.S. Solicitor General and Federal Courts.

In a letter published 20 February 2025 from the United States Solicitor General officially
declared; Administrative Courts are unconstitutional and unlawful, and their days are
numbered. Justice Gorsuch has made it clear: No judge, agency, or bureaucrat can take
your property, children, or freedom without a jury trial.

The pensions managed by CalPERS are the PROPERTY OF THE PENSIONERS, NOT CalPERS, and
as such, the pensioners have the right to assign their property to those THEY choose.
REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING PROCESS IS
NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE, THE U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL AND THE FEDERAL COURT resulting in DAMAGES to
Lisa Frantzi!!

CalPERS STAFF LYING UNDER OATH!!!

During the Administrative Hearing, the CalPERS witness testified under oath that Leslie Zoeller
fraudulently stated in his retirement documents that Lisa.Frantz was his spouse. She further
testified that Leslie Zoeller received a higher pension payment as married than he would
have received as single.

This testimony is ABSOLUTELY FALSE!!! The attached retirement documents clearly note Lisa
Frantz as FIANCE or FRIEND!!!

CalPERS staff LYING UNDER OATH is not only a FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL,
resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!!!

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING!!!

The CalPERS witness testified under oath that a SCREENSHOT was proof that Leslie Zoeller
noted he was married at the time of his retirement. Fortunately, the Administrative Hearing
Judge did not allow the screenshot document to be entered into evidence because there
was no contextual basis for the screenshot, nor was the CalPERS witness able to explain the
contextual basis of the screenshot document.

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING is not only a
FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzi!!

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIESH!

The CalPERS attorney did not bother to submit a Brief prior the Administrative Hearing, and his
Closing Brief was wrought with factual errors, misrepresentations and blatant LIESH! As a



Fiduciary, the CalPERS attorney is held to the highest standard of professionalism in his
representation of CalPERS; his lack of preparedness and Closing Brief are NOT examples of
the highest level of professionalism, and as such, are an egregious failure in his Fiduciary
Duty. Of all the Fiduciaries within CalPERS, the attorney is required by law 1o perform to the
highest level of professionalism.

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES is not only a DELIBRATE, EGREGIOUS FAILURE IN
FIDUCIARY DUTY, PUBLISHING LIES IS ILLEGAL, which result in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS Board of Directors, please explain, clearly and concisely how the above issues are
not EGREGIOUS FAILURES IN THE CalPERS FIDUCIARY DUTY.

While the CalPERS staff and attorneys have failed to DIRECTLY address these egregious
failures in the CalPERS Fiduciary Duty, the California Superior Court will hold CalPERS
accountable for the damages caused to Lisa Frantz that are a direct result of CalPERS failure
in their Fiduciary Duty.






passing. Les retired January 2002, four years after Les and Lisa entered into
their Registered Domestic Partnership; therefore, the burned-of-proof has
been met for the above condition (1), which requires the domestic
partnership to have been “registered for one year prior to the member's
service retirement..."”
Please note: the means and methods of registration for the domestic
partnership are not defined; therefor, the Los Angeles County Registered
Domestic Partnership meets the “registered” requirement.
(2) The member retired prior to January 1, 2006, and both the member and his or her
domestic partner, who currently are in a state-registered domestic partnership,
sign an affidavit stating that, at the time prescribed by the retirement system for
married spouses to qualify for survivor contfinuance, the member and the
domestic partner would have qualified to be registered as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code.
The burden-of-proof has been met for the above condition (2), because Les
and Lisa were CURRENTLY MARRIED at the time of Les' passing however,
CalPERS denied Lisa the opportunity to complete the Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Contfinuance, and had a registered Domestic
Partnership prior to their marriage which qualified them as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code without the original discriminatory
language.
Please note; the spirit of this condition is for same sex domestic partners to
receive the same rights and benefits of married partners; hence the
specificity of state registered domestic partnership.
The non-attorney staff, staff attorneys, nor consultant attorneys have the authority to interpret
law!ll Allowing NON-ATTORNEY staff members to interpret the State Code who admittedly,
under oath during the Administrative Hearing, purposely overlook 21626.5(a)1 of the State
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CalPERS SELECTIVELY APPLYING CalPERS RULES BY DENYING Lisa Frantz the opportunity to
submit an Affidavit of Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
Les and Lisa UNDENIABLY met the CalPERS published rule;
"If you retired before it was legally possible to register your partnership but have since
registered, your partner may still be considered an eligible survivor. If this is your
situation, contact us as soon as possible to request an Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance form. CalPERS will determine if your domestic
partner is an eligible survivor.”
Les and Lisa were NOT legally able to register their Domestic Partnership with the state, but
they were subsequently MARRIED!!! Robert Ball stated that CalPERS had already denied Lisa’s
request for survivor continuance, so there was no reason to send her the Affidavit of
Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
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OF JUSTICE, THE U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL AND THE FEDERAL COURT resulting in DAMAGES to
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CalPERS STAFF LYING UNDER OATH!!!

During the Administrative Hearing, the CalPERS witness testified under oath that Leslie Zoeller
fraudulently stated in his retirement documents that Lisa Frantz was his spouse. She further
testified that Leslie Zoeller received a higher pension payment as married than he would
have received as single.

This testimony is ABSOLUTELY FALSE!!! The altached retirement documents clearly note Lisa
Frantz as FIANCE or FRIEND!!!

CalPERS staff LYING UNDER OATH is not only a FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL,
resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING!!!

The CalPERS witness testified under oath that a SCREENSHOT was proof that Leslie Zoeller
noted he was married at the time of his retirement. Fortunately, the Administrative Hearing
Judge did not allow the screenshot document to be entered into evidence because there
was no contextual basis for the screenshot, nor was the CalPERS witness able to explain the
contextual basis of the screenshot document.

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING is not only a
FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!ll

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES!!

The CalPERS attorney did not bother to submit a Brief prior the Administrative Hearing, and his
Closing Brief was wrought with factual errors, misrepresentations and blatant LIES!! As a



Fiduciary, the CalPERS attorney is held to the highest standard of professionalism in his
representation of CalPERS; his lack of preparedness and Closing Brief are NOT examples of
the highest level of professionalism, and as such, are an egregious failure in his Fiduciary
Duty. Of all the Fiduciaries within CalPERS, the attorney is required by law to perform to the
highest level of professionalism.

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES is not only a DELIBRATE, EGREGIOUS FAILURE IN
FIDUCIARY DUTY, PUBLISHING LIES IS ILLEGAL, which result in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS Board of Directors, please explain, clearly and concisely how the above issues are
not EGREGIOUS FAILURES IN THE CalPERS FIDUCIARY DUTY.

While the CalPERS staff and attorneys have failed to DIRECTLY address these egregious
failures in the CalPERS Fiduciary Duty, the California Superior Court will hold CalPERS
accountable for the damages caused to Lisa Frantz that are a direct result of CalPERS failure

in their Fiduciary Duty.






passing. Les retired January 2002, four years after Les and Lisa entered into
their Registered Domestic Partnership; therefore, the burned-of-proof has
been met for the above condition (1), which requires the domestic
partnership to have been “registered for one year prior to the member's
service retirement...”
Please note: the means and methods of registration for the domestic
partnership are not defined; therefor, the Los Angeles County Registered
Domestic Parinership meets the “registered” requirement.
(2) The member retired prior to January 1, 2006, and both the member and his or her
domestic partner, who currently are in a state-registered domestic partnership,
sign an affidavit stating that, at the time prescribed by the retirement system for
married spouses to qualify for survivor continuance, the member and the
domestic partner would have qualified to be registered as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code.
The burden-of-proof has been met for the above condition (2), because Les
and Lisa were CURRENTLY MARRIED at the time of Les' passing however,
CalPERS denied Lisa the opportunity to complete the Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance, and had a registered Domestic
Partnership prior to their marriage which qualified them as domestic partners
pursuant to Section 297 of the Family Code without the original discriminatory
language.
Please note; the spirit of this condition is for same sex domestic partners to
receive the same rights and benefits of married partners; hence the
specificity of state registered domestic partnership.
The non-attorney staff, staff attorneys, nor consultant altorneys have the authority to interpret
law!ll Allowing NON-ATTORNEY staff members to interpret the State Code who admittedly,
vnder oath during the Administrative Hearing, purposely overlook 21626.5(a)1 of the State
Code, WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY QUALIFIES LISA to the receive the spousal continuance of Les’
pension benefit. THE STAFF INTERPRETATION, AND DELIBERATELY IGNORING THE FIRST
CONDITION OF THE STATE CODE IS NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT
DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!!!

CalPERS SELECTIVELY APPLYING CalPERS RULES BY DENYING Lisa Frantz the opportunity to
submit an Affidavit of Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.
Les and Lisa UNDENIABLY met the CalPERS published rule;
"If you retired before it was legally possible to register your partnership but have since
registered, your partner may still be considered an eligible survivor. If this is your
situation, contact us as soon as possible to request an Affidavit of Domestic
Partnership for Survivor Continuance form. CalPERS will determine if your domestic
partner is an eligible survivor.”
Les and Lisa were NOT legally able to register their Domestic Partnership with the state, but
they were subsequently MARRIED!!! Robert Ball stated that CalPERS had already denied Lisa's
request for survivor continuance, so there was no reason to send her the Affidavit of
Domestic Partnership for Survivor Continuance.



DENYING THE SURVIVOR CONTINUANCE WITHOUT OBTAINING COMPREHENSIVE CASE
INFORMATION, DOCUMENTATION AND FACTUAL EVIDENCE...A DELIBERATE, EGREGIOUS
FAILURE OF FIDUCIARY DUTY, AS WELL AS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT
AND CalPERS PUBLISHED GUIDELINES resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!ll

CALPERS REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING
PROCESS, RATHER THAN SUPERIOR COURT in DELIBERATE DEFIANCE of the U.S. Department of
Justice, U.S. Solicitor General and Federal Courts.

In a letter published 20 February 2025 from the United States Solicitor General officially
declared; Administrative Courts are unconstitutional and unlawful, and their days are
numbered. Justice Gorsuch has made it clear: No judge, agency, or bureaucrat can take
your property, children, or freedom without a jury trial.

The pensions managed by CalPERS are the PROPERTY OF THE PENSIONERS, NOT CalPERS, and
as such, the pensioners have the right to assign their property to those THEY choose.
REQUIRING PENSIONERS/SURVIVORS TO APPEAL TO AN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING PROCESS IS
NOT ONLY A FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS IN DIRECT DEFIANCE OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE, THE U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL AND THE FEDERAL COURT resulting in DAMAGES to
Lisa Frantzi!!

CalPERS STAFF LYING UNDER OATH!!!

During the Administrative Hearing, the CalPERS witness testified under oath that Leslie Zoeller
fraudulently stated in his retirement documents that Lisa Frantz was his spouse. She further
testified that Leslie Zoeller received a higher pension payment as married than he would
have received as single.

This testimony is ABSOLUTELY FALSE!!! The attached retirement documents clearly note Lisa
Frantz as FIANCE or FRIEND!!!

CalPERS staff LYING UNDER OATH is not only a FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL,
resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantz!!!

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING!!!

The CalPERS witness testified under oath that a SCREENSHOT was proof that Leslie Zoeller
noted he was married at the time of his retirement. Fortunately, the Administrative Hearing
Judge did not allow the screenshot document to be entered into evidence because there
was no contextual basis for the screenshot, nor was the CalPERS witness able to explain the
contextual basis of the screenshot document.

CalPERS STAFF FABRICATING EVIDENCE and the CalPERS ATTORNEY ATTEMPTING TO SUBMIT A
FABRICATED DOCUMENT INTO EVIDENCE DURING THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING is not only a
FAILURE IN FIDUCIARY DUTY, THIS IS ILLEGAL resulting in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzill

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES!!

The CalPERS attorney did not bother to submit a Brief prior the Administrative Hearing, and his
Closing Brief was wrought with factual errors, misrepresentations and blatant LIES!!! As a



Fiduciary, the CalPERS attorney is held to the highest standard of professionalism in his
representation of CalPERS; his lack of preparedness and Closing Brief are NOT examples of
the highest level of professionalism, and as such, are an egregious failure in his Fiduciary
Duty. Of all the Fiduciaries within CalPERS, the attorney is required by law to perform to the
highest level of professionalism.

CalPERS ATTORNEY SUBMITTING A SLOPPILY WRITTEN CLOSING BRIEF, WROUGHT WITH FACTUAL
ERRORS, MISREPRESENTATIONS AND LIES is not only a DELIBRATE, EGREGIOUS FAILURE IN
FIDUCIARY DUTY, PUBLISHING LIES IS ILLEGAL, which result in DAMAGES to Lisa Frantzil!

CalPERS Board of Directors, please explain, clearly and concisely how the above issues are
not EGREGIOUS FAILURES IN THE CalPERS FIDUCIARY DUTY.

While the CalPERS staff and attorneys have failed to DIRECTLY address these egregious
failures in the CalPERS Fiduciary Duty, the California Superior Court will hold CalPERS
accountable for the damages caused to Lisa Frantz that are a direct result of CalPERS failure
in their Fiduciary Duty.





