
BEFORE THE

TEACHERS’ RETIREMENT BOARD

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Retirement Benefits of:
PRECEDENTIAL DECISION

Patricia McLain, Precedential Decision No. 24-0 1

Respondent. Effective: March 6, 2024

Case No. 5TRS202000021
OAHNo. 2022030062

On March 6, 2024, the Appeals Committee of the Teachers’ Retirement Board, acting

pursuant to Government Code section 11425.60 and Section 7 of the Board Governance Manual on

Designating Precedential Decisions, designated the entirety ofIn the Matter ofthe Retirement

Benefits of Patricia McLain as a Precedential Decision.

The attached copy of the Notice of Decision and Order is a true and correct copy thereof as

adopted and designated as precedential by the Appeals Committee.

Once a decision or part of a decision has been designated as a Precedential Decision, it is

binding in future administrative adjudications unless the Appeals Committee has rescinded the

designation. The Precedential Decision shall be added to an index containing all of Ca1STRS’

Precedential Decisions and will be publicized annually in the California Regulatory Notice

Registry. The designation of a decision or part of a decision, or failure to designate a decision or

part of a decision, as a precedential decision is not subject to judicial review.

Dated: c j
i )c..

Reina G. Minoya
Assistant General Counsel
Office of the General Counsel
California State Teachers’ Retirement System
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TEACHERS’ RETIREMENT BOARD 

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Pursuant to Government Code section 11517, subdivision (c)(2)(C), the attached 

proposed decision of the administrative law judge was adopted on November 2, 2023, by the 

Appeals Committee of the Teachers’ Retirement Board as its decision in the above-entitled 

matter.  

The Appeals Committee adopted the proposed decision with the following technical or 

other minor changes, which do not affect the factual or legal basis of the proposed decision: 

1. On page 2, paragraph 2, line 2, change “is reported” to “can be reported.”

2. On page 2, paragraph 2, line 5, change “calculate” to “initially pay.”

3. On page 17, paragraph 1, line 5, change “In the Matter of: Stanislaus County Office of

Education” to “In the Matter of Whether the Stanislaus County Office of Education

Incorrectly Reported Compensation to CalSTRS: Stanislaus County Office of

Education.”

4. On page 18, paragraph 5, lines 1-2, change “In the Matter of: Barbara Pahre” to “In the

Matter of the Statement of Issues Against: Barbara Pahre.

Pursuant to Government Code section 11519, subdivision (a), this decision shall become

effective 30 days after it is mailed unless a reconsideration is ordered by the Appeals Committee 

within that time. 

In the Matter of the Retirement Benefits of: 
Patricia McLain 

Respondent. 

Case No. STRS202000021 

OAH No. 2022030062 

NOTICE OF DECISION AND ORDER 

11/3/2023 10:52 AM
RECEIVED BY OAH

Pursuant to Government Code section 11425.60, this decision is designated as a Precedential Decision.



Dated: ____________________              
           Reina G. Minoya 
           Assistant General Counsel 
           Office of the General Counsel 
           California State Teachers’ Retirement System 

11/03/2023

Pursuant to Government Code section 11425.60, this decision is designated as a Precedential Decision.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Retirement Benefits of:

PATRICIA MCLAIN, Respondent.

Agency Case No. STRS2O200002J

OAH No. 2022030062

PROPOSED DECISION

Administrative Law Judge Holly M. Baldwin, State of California, Office of

Administrative Hearings, heard this matter on May 22, 2023, by videoconference.

Attorneys Dianne L. Sweeney and Ryan Selness represented complainant

William Perez, Chief Benefits Officer of the California State Teachers’ Retirement

System (CaISTRS).

Attorney Denise Eaton-May represented respondent Patricia McLain, who was

present.

The record was held open after hearing for the submission of briefs.

Complainant’s closing brief and reply brief were marked for identification as Exhibit 23

and Exhibit 24, respectively. Respondent’s closing brief and reply brief were marked for

identification as Exhibit S and Exhibit T, respectively. Complainant also submitted an

objection to respondent’s reply brief, which was marked for identification as Exhibit 25.
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