
April 2008

President’s Message
So busy with the kids’ 
activit ies and work 
that I have had little 
opportunity to observe 
what is going on in my 
own backyard.  Our twin 
girls recently became 
t e e n a g e r s ,  w h i c h 
coincided with their ever 
increasing schedule of 
activities.  Fortunately, 
for my wife, Becky, 
and I, these activities 

have been mostly sports related.  As if the hours of 
homework were not enough, the girls have found 
their ways onto swimming and volleyball teams 
and seem always to be in the midst of practice or 
a weekend long meet or tournament depending on 
which sport we’re talking about.  It’s not a swirl of 
activity, it’s more like a hurricane.  When you live 
with the storm, there is no practical way to avoid the 
impact and we are all swept up into it.  None of this 
would be so bad if it were not for the fact that we 
must drive them everywhere they need to go.

 Given all the activity, I could be excused from 
neglecting the garden.  It was, however, a bout with 
the fl u that provided me with a chance to walk around 
the house and see what was going on at ground level.  
I say walk, but it was more of a stumble.  My head 
was pounding with each step and every square inch 
of my body had adopted its own special version of 
hurt.  But the sun was out, I was not lying sleepless 
in bed, my coughing had lessened in severity, and 
there was reason to believe I would survive after all.  
It had only been a day earlier that I was questioning 
my fate, but now the warm sun was causing me to 
be momentarily optimistic.

 In any event, a mid-March walk around the 
house and garden reveals the losses sustained over 
the winter and the potential for spring and summer.  
I am not much of a gardener, but I enjoy adding to 
our perennials, planting the annuals, and keeping a 
neat lawn and herb garden.  We don’t have much 
room and not enough sun for tomatoes, but we do 
our best and the deer are always so pleased with our 
work that they and their groundhog friends eat most 

everything we plant before any of it can mature.  In 
fact, the whistle pigs (another name for groundhog) 
will even climb the stairs of our deck and squeeze 
through a gate to reach potted plants on the upper 
level.  My willingness to engage in gardening futility 
doubtless stems from experience gained early in 
life.

 It was on a late spring visit to a local orchard 
that my father was apparently struck with the idea 
that his children, or at least the two oldest boys, 
would benefi t from learning more about the virtues 
of manual labor.  I can remember my great disbelief 
as my father simply went up to the owner and asked, 
“was there any work around here that these two 
boys could do”.  Neither wage nor child labor laws 
were mentioned, nor was any caution uttered about 
potentially hazardous farm machinery.  In fact, I was 
ten and my brother Bruce was nine and we were given 
a hefty starting wage of fi fty cents per hour.  We were 
also soon to learn that our primary protection against 
injury would be the exercise of common sense, which 
at our age was essentially a sense of trepidation.  To 
this day, I have no idea what motivated my father to 
seek employment for us, although I am certain it was 
not done as a punishment.  My father has always been 
unconventional and I am positive that he believed 
the experience would be good for us.  Turns out, he 
was right.

 The orchard owner was a wizened leathery old 
man from Sicily who was referred to by everyone, 
his wife included, as Mr. Aparo.  Mr. Aparo was in 
his early sixties at the time and he was no more than 
fi ve foot three inches tall, if that.  He never moved 
or spoke in haste.  Instead, he seemed always to be 
conserving his energy, pacing himself for the next 
chore, and there was always some great task to 
accomplish.  Mr. Aparo communicated with short 
bursts of speech accompanied by instructive hand 
gestures and often only with the gestures.  This 
had nothing to do with his fl uency in English.  He 
could speak clearly and intelligently when he felt 
like it, which was rarely.  He was a living, walking, 
time warp of a man.  He was typically outfi tted in 
blue jean overalls, fl annel work shirt (regardless of 
season) and a fedora.  Mr. Aparo’s “new car” was a 
1954 Cadillac that was turquoise and white on the 
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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE
Continued from page 1

exterior, all turquoise on the inside with tons of chrome trim.  On 
rainy days, we would clean this car that seldom was seen outside 
of its designated barn/garage.  The everyday driver was an early 
forties Nash coupe that was black inside and out and looked like 
it had rolled off the set of an Elliot Ness fi lm.

 As a ten year old, I could look Mr. Aparo straight in the eye.  
Although over the next fi ve years, my brothers and I soon came to 
tower over our antique boss, it was Mr. Aparo who was most secure 
in his own physical stature.  He would call us skinny and insisted 
that we should work harder to build up our muscles.  Despite his 
diminutive frame, Mr. Aparo was Popeye strong and tough as 
nails.  He could lift bails of hay like they were boxes of Kleenex.  
Let’s just say he was a very tough guy, probably the toughest guy 
I ever knew.

 I never thought I would grow to appreciate Mr. Aparo or any 
of the hard work he had us do, but I was wrong.  We learned to 
plant and pick tomatoes, squash, strawberries, apples, peaches, 
pears and much more.  We learned how to clear the fi elds of rocks 
in the spring, how to pull the weeds from around the plants in the 
summer, how to scale the large apple trees in the fall and how to 
prune the trees in the winter.  It was the hardest work I ever did 
and nothing has ever come close since.

 So now, as I look down at the prim roses and daffodils as they 
pierce their way through the soil, I think back to the orchard.  I 
will do the same surveying my desk upon my return to the offi ce 
as I wonder how I will fi nd the time and energy to catch up with 
all the work that was not done while I was out sick.  Then I will 
remind myself how lucky I am to make a living on the basis of 
my intellect as opposed to how much manual labor I can perform.  
Yes, we constantly face new and diffi cult challenges as attorneys, 
but we have the luxury of being able to overcome these obstacles 
with intelligence, and our potential is therefore limitless.  Spring 
brings us such optimism.

Respectfully submitted,

John C. Fredrickson  
President, Prince George’s County 
Bar Association
O'Malley, Miles, Nylen & Gilmore, P.A.
11785 Beltsville Drive, 10th Floor
Calverton, Maryland  20705
jfredrickson@omng.com
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The Milestone Agency 
 Ofc: 240-620-8535 
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P.O. Box 3075 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20773 
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• Analysis of electronic mail 
• Recover  deleted data 
• Analysis of Internet Usage and 

Searches 
• Recover damaged and encrypted 

files 

“Finding the Evidence You Need” 
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to get your 
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WE REST OUR CASE.

Steps from the Federal District Courthouse

Numerous corporate and government neighbors

On-site restaurants, fitness facilities and bank

This is not just an incredible office park…it’s an incredible office park 
literally just steps away from the Federal District Courthouse. If that’s not
convincing enough, consider that Capital Office Park also boasts every
feature and amenity you could possibly desire. 

Find out more at www.capitalofficepark.com.

Capital Office Park, Greenbelt, MD

For more information, please contact:
John Adderly, Mack-Cali, at 610.640.7980 jadderly@mack-cali.com  

Dennis Burke, CRC Commercial, at 301.441.3434 x104 dburke@crc-commercial.com

Off the Capital Beltway, close to the Metro and MARC stations

Greenbelt Marriott on-site

Ample surface parking

Environmentally friendly tenant fit-outs available

Units range from 1,000 to 167,000 sf 

Entire building available

Land for additional 600,000 sf of office space



PGCBA NEWSJOURNAL                                                                                 PAGE  6                                                                                   APRIL 2008

COMMUNITY LEGAL SERVICES NEWS By Nora C. Eidelman, Deputy Director

Prince George’s 
County Faced Twice 

as Many Home 
Foreclosures!

 In the past year, 
Pr ince George 's  had 
twice as many home 

foreclosures as any other county in Maryland, 
according to data compiled by the firm 
RealtyTrac Inc., a national foreclosure tracking 
company.  Tom Perez, Secretary of the 
State Department of Labor, Licensing and 
Regulation and Co-chairman of the Governor’s 
Foreclosure Task Force, stated that "Prince 
George's County is ground zero in Maryland's 
foreclosure challenge."  

 In order to address this challenge, 
the Prince George's County Pro Bono 
Committee of the Court of Appeals along 
with other organizations including CASA de 
Maryland, Civil Justice Center, Community 
Legal Services of Prince George’s County, 
Inc., Maryland Legal Aid, Pro Bono Resource 
Center of Maryland sponsored a free workshop 
for homeowners facing foreclosure to learn 
about their options and rights.  Homeowners 
met one-on-one with lawyers specially trained 
by Civil Justice network for free.  The event 
was held on March 15, 2008, at the YMCA 
in Fort Washington.  We extend our gratitude 
to Angie Hawkins, President of the YMCA 
DC and Jimmy Rogers, District Executive 
Director for donating the space.  We also thank 
CASA de Maryland for providing English/
Spanish interpreters for this workshop.     

 On April 4, 2008, the Prince George's 
County Pro Bono Committee  held a 
free training for lawyers to assist clients in 
foreclosure cases as well.  The event was 
held in the offi ces of Legal Aid Bureau in 
Riverdale, Maryland.  We express our gratitude 
to Phil Robinson from Civil Justice Center 
for providing the training, to Blake Fetrow, 
Executive Director of the Legal Aid Bureau 
for donating the space for the training, and 
to Manuel Geraldo, Chair of the Prince 
George’s Pro Bono Committee, for making the 
issue of home-foreclosures in the County a top 
priority of the Pro Bono Committee.  Future 
foreclosure workshops will be scheduled 
around Prince George’s County!  If you 
would like to be informed on future events, 
feel free to write me at eidelman@clspgc.org 
or contact me by telephone at 301-864-4907, 
ext. 12. 

New Comparability Rule!!

 Legal services providers including 
Community Legal Services (CLS) appreciate 
the changes provided by the Comparability 
Rule that will help solidify funding for legal 
services through out Maryland.  Most banks 
have already sign on, and 18 have already 
joined the new MLSC/MSBA IOLTA Honor 
Roll.  Banks in the Honor Roll Program are 
those who are paying even higher interest rates 
on lawyer trust accounts.  

The Maryland Court of Appeals recently 
amended MD Rule 16-610 governing attorney 
trust accounts to ensure that banks participating 

in the IOLTA Program pay interest rates 
on IOLTA deposits that are comparable to 
rates paid on similarly situated non-IOLTA 
accounts.  The Rule means more funding 
for legal services.  Virtually all Maryland 
Financial Institutions will remain approved 
to accept IOLTA Accounts pursuant to the 
new Rule, which takes effect April 1, 2008.  
To fi nd more information on changes to the 
Rule and participating banks in the Honor 
Roll program, you can go to Maryland Legal 
Services website at 
http://www.mlsc.org/

Community Legal Services of Prince George’s 
County, Inc., is a non-profit organization 
established to provide quality civil legal 
services to low-income persons in Prince 
George's County.  It does this through the 
generous contribution of legal advice and legal 
representation by members of the private Bar.  
Additionally, CLS operates three free legal 
Clinics in the County.  They are located in the 
in Circuit Court House, Oxon Hill, and Langley 
Park respectively.  For more information about 
our services, please contact Nora C. Eidelman, 
at 301-864-4907, ext. 12.

CLS is Featured in the Catalogue for 
Philanthropy 2006-07. View our profile 
at: http://www.catalogueforphilanthropy-
dc.org/2007/community_legal_71641.htm

Updates: Foreclosure Workshops and the New Comparability Rule
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“LAW PRACTICE 101”

SPONSORED BY THE PRINCE GEORGE’S

COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION

SESSION FOUR

APRIL 24, 2008

COURTHOUSE

ROOM M2402

4:30 – 5:30 PM

TOPIC: ADMITTING EVIDENCE,

REPRISE AND EXPANDED EXPERT

WITNESSES

QUALIFICATIONS, FOUNDATIONS AND

JUNK SCIENCE
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Prince George’s County Bar Association Presents

50
TH

ANNIVERSARY

“LAW DAY”
LUNCHEON

THURSDAY, MAY 1, 2008
12:00 P.M. TO 2:00 P.M.

SHOW PLACE ARENA

UPPER MARLBORO, MD

GUEST SPEAKER TBA

HONORING SEVENTH CIRCUIT MOCK TRAIL COMPETITORS

CHAMPION: ST. MARY’S RYKIEN HIGH SCHOOL

FINALIST: CHARLES H. FLOWERS HIGH SCHOOL

AND

ALL-STAR ATTORNEYS AND WITNESSES

__________________________________________________________________________________

Mail form with your check NO LATER THAN APRIL 23
RD

to

Prince George’s Bar Association

14330 Old Marlboro Pike

Upper Marlboro, MD 20772

Name: ________________________________________________________________________

Names of Student Guests: _________________________________________________________

Phone: ________________________Firm:____________________________________________

I have enclosed my check for ______lunches at $25.00:_____students at $15.00 for a total of

___________.
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By: Timothy P. O’Brien 

 
 In Dougherty v. Rubenstein, 
172 Md.App. 269, 914 A.2d 184 
(2007), the Court of Special Appeals 
was recently called upon to consider 
whether a will that disinherited the 
testator’s son should be set aside as a 
result of the testator’s false belief.  In 
Dougherty, there was no dispute that 
the testator’s will was the product of 
this false belief. However, there was a 
dispute as to whether the “false belief” 
was an “insane delusion.” 

 Issues related to “false beliefs” 
and “insane delusions” have rarely 
been addressed by the appellate courts 
in Maryland. There have only been 
seven reported cases between 1848 and 
2006. However, those issues can arise 
more often in the practice of law. When 
representing clients in estate planning 
matters, attorneys are occasionally 
directed by clients to prepare wills that 
“cut out” one or more heirs.  In such 
cases, it is particularly important for the 
attorney to assess the client’s rationale 
and the client’s capacity to make a will.  
If the client’s capacity to make a will 
is properly assessed, it may make it 
more diffi cult for a disinherited heir to 
show that the false belief of a testator 
constituted an “insane delusion.” 

 The facts of the Dougherty case 
will sound familiar to many attorneys 
that have dealt with generational 
disputes.  In late 1997, the testator was 
hospitalized following a minor stroke.  
Following his discharge from the 
hospital in early 1998, the testator’s son 
placed the testator in a boarding home. 
The testator was angry and adamantly 
objected to the placement. The testator 
was miserable at the boarding house 
and he repeatedly demanded to be 
taken to his own house to live.  After 
about a week at the boarding house, 
the testator’s sister (without the son’s 
knowledge) removed the testator and 
returned him to his own home.

 While the testator was 
hospitalized, the son started to handle 
the testator’s fi nancial affairs. Once the 
testator was back home, the son returned 
the fi nancial records to the testator.  The 
testator lashed out at his son and falsely 
accused him of stealing money.  To no 
avail, the son tried to reason with the 
testator and show him that no money 
had been taken.  The testator persisted 
in his false belief that his son stole from 
him.  The testator shunned his son and 
told him, “As far as I'm concerned, you 
are dead.”  That was the last time the 
two saw each other. 

 In June 1998, the testator 
executed a will (the “1998 Will”) that 
disinherited the son and left the entire 
estate to the testator’s sisters. At the 
time the 1998 Will was executed, the 
testator’s attorney observed that the 
testator appeared to be competent 
to make a will and that there was no 
indication of the exertion of undue 
infl uence over him.

 The testator never reconciled 
with the son and died in October 2004.  
The 1998 Will was offered to probate by 
the testator’s sister.  The son challenged 
the 1998 Will on several grounds, 
including the existence of “insane 
delusions.”  After an evidentiary hearing 
in the Orphans’ Court, the judge found 
that, when testator executed the 1998 
Will, the testator “was lucid, he was 
coherent, he understood the extent of 
his assets and the object of his bounty, 
except for the [possible] issue of [an] 
insane delusion[.]”  The judge further 
found that, although the 1998 Will was 
a product of a false belief, there was no 
evidence to show that the “delusion or 
incorrect belief was the product of a 
mental disease.” The Orphans’ Court 
admitted the 1998 Will to probate.  The 
son appealed.

 On appeal, the Court of Special 
Appeals provided a detailed analysis of 
Maryland law as it relates to “insane 
delusions.”  The Court noted that, under 
Maryland law, every person is presumed 

to be sane and to have the mental 
capacity to make a valid will. This 
presumption, however, is rebuttable 
by proof that the testator was either (a) 
permanently insane before he made his 
will or (b) was of unsound mind when 
he made the will. An “insane delusion” 
is one variety of unsoundness of mind 
that could void a will.  The Court further 
noted that:

an “insane delusion” is ‘a 
belief in things impossible, 
or a belief in things 
possible, but so improbable 
under the surrounding 
circumstances, that no man 
of sound mind could give 
them credence.’ It also has 
defi ned the term to mean ‘a 
false belief for which there 
is no reasonable foundation 
... concerning which [the 
testator's] mind is not open 
to permanent correction 
through argument or 
evidence.’ (Internal 
citations omitted).

 The Court of Special Appeals 
also explained that eccentricity, peculiar 
beliefs and hostility toward relatives are 
not, by themselves, “insane delusions.”  
Nor is an insane delusion a general 
defect of the mind.  Indeed, a person 
that otherwise appears competent and 
rational on other subjects could be found 
to be suffering from an “insane delusion” 
in regard to a particular person or event.  
The Court of Special Appeals reviewed 
three earlier Maryland appellate cases 
that discussed “insane delusions” and 
noted the common facts of those cases 
where “insane delusions” were found to 
exist:

All were negative false 
beliefs about the character 
of a particular close relative 
of the testator that were not 
connected to any reality or 

FALSE BELIEF ALONE IS INSUFFICIENT TO INVALIDATE WILL

Continue on page 11



PGCBA NEWSJOURNAL                                                                                    PAGE  11                                                                                 APRIL 2008

true experience, existing 
only in the testator's (or 
grantor's) mind. Even an 
illogical thought process 
or generalization could not 
link the negative false belief 
to some true fact about the 
subject of the delusion. Not 
only was there no evidence 
in any of the cases that the 
subject of the delusion had 
done whatever it was the 
testator was convinced he 
or she had done; there also 
was no evidence that the 
subject of the delusion had 
done anything negative 
toward the testator (or 
any one else) that could 
account, even irrationally, 
for the testator's wrath. The 
delusions did not suggest 
mistake, unreasonableness, 

confusion, stubbornness, 
poor judgment, denial, 
or willfulness;  they only 
could be explained by a 
deranged mind. (Emphasis 
Added).

 The Court of Special Appeals 
distinguished the facts in Dougherty 
from the facts in the earlier appellate 
cases. The Court noted that in the 
earlier appellate cases, “there simply 
was no explanation, whether or not 
rational, for the testator's sudden false 
belief, and therefore the delusion only 
could have come from within the 
testator's own mind.”  In Dougherty, 
the testator’s beliefs were based upon 
his terrible experience at the boarding 
house that he blamed completely on his 
son.  Though not logical, the testator’s 
delusion that his son also had betrayed 
him by stealing his money was based 

on the testator’s stubborn belief that 
his son had done wrong by placing him 
in the boarding house.  The Court of 
Special Appeals held that although it 
was a false belief, and it prompted the 
testator to disinherit his son, “it was not 
an inexplicable delusion that only could 
have come into being as the product of 
an insane mind.”
 When a client directs an 
attorney to draft a will that disinherits 
an individual who would otherwise be 
the natural object the client’s bounty, 
the attorney should make inquiries into 
the reasons for the disinheritance.  Even 
if the reason is based upon a false belief, 
the will still may be valid if the client 
can provide an explanation that is based 
upon external events and not solely on a 
deranged mind.  

MARYLAND LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION ANNOUNCES GRANT

AWARDS FOR JUDICARE 
PILOT IN MARYLAND     

 The Maryland Legal Services 
Corporation (MLSC) announces 
funding of our pilot projects to 
expand representation in family law 
matters at reduced fees.  Grants for 
January 1 through June 30, 2008 
have been awarded to Allegany 
law Foundation, Community Legal 
Services of Prince George’s County, 
Harford County Bar Foundation 
and Maryland Volunteer Lawyers 
Service.

     In early 2007 a study was 
commissioned by the Maryland State 
Bar Association (MSBA) Section 
on Delivery of Legal Services with 
support from the Administrative 
Offi ce of the Courts (AOC) to 
review the potential of reinstating 
a program from the 1970s known 

as “Judicare,” which uses private 
lawyers paid reduced fees to serve 
low-income persons who could not 
otherwise obtain civil legal services.  
University of Maryland School of 
Law Professor Michael Millemann 
conducted the study, which was 
released last May and presented at 
the annual meeting of the Judiciary 
in conjunction with the MSBA 
annual meeting in June.

     As recommended in the study, 
private attorneys accepting Judicare 
cases in family law matters will be 
paid $80 per hour with a cap of $1,600 
for 20 hours of work.  Compensation 
also includes a waiver provision for 
up to $800 in additional payments 
if the attorney works fi ve additional 
pro bono hours.

     MLSC plans to continue the pilot 
project through Fiscal Year 2009, 

and AOC will conduct an evaluation 
with the anticipation of expanding 
the project to other jurisdictions.

     MLSC was established by the 
Maryland General Assembly in 1982 
to receive and distribute funds to 
nonprofi t organizations that provide 
civil legal assistance to low-income 
persons.  From its inception, MLSC 
has made grants totaling over $108 
million to help provide services in 
more than 1.5 million legal matters 
for Maryland’s families in areas 
of family, housing, consumer, 
employment, health care and other 
civil legal matters.
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BREAKING NEWS by: Judge Albert W. Northrop-Special Reporter

BAILIFFS ANNOUNCE STRIKE 
DEADLINE

Judge Albert W. Northrop-Special Reporter
 
The Circuit Court bailiffs announced on April 1, 
that barring resolution, they will go out on strike 
on April 21, 2008.  In a statement released from the 
bailiff’s offi ce generally, it was stated:

“We are at an impasse.  What we are asking for 
is simple and is for no more that our brothers on 
the District Court already have.  Our simple request 
has fallen on deaf ears.  Accordingly, we will go 
out on strike on April 21, 2008.”

At issue is a request for a clothing allowance for 
uniforms and for the right to carry a fi rearm.  

District Court bailiffs all carry a fi rearm for 
courtroom security and all wear a uniform in the 
form of a blue blazer.  The blazer makes them 
readily identifi able in the courtroom.

Owing to budgetary constraints, the request has 
been denied.

The proposed uniform would be a scarlet blazer 
with a matching solid color tie and a charcoal shirt.  
“This would readily make it clear who the bailiffs 
are and would produce a nice color contrast to the 
Circuit judges’ blue robes.”

As to the fi rearm request, it was noted that “….there 
are civil cases where sheriff’s deputies are not 

always present. Those people can go crazy too and 
we need to be able to protect the courtroom.  There 
is nothing like a warm Glock on your hip.  And we 
want .45s, not those little 9mm types.”  The lone 
judicial response at the time of this report was from 
Judge Schiff who favored arming the bailiffs.  Said 
Judge Schiff, “I need all the protection I can get.”

In a show of solidarity, the District Court bailiffs 
announced that they would honor the Circuit Court 
bailiffs’ move by striking as well.  In addition, they 
have asked for new green blazers with matching 
ties to be worn over lavender shirts.

The total cost to outfi t all the bailiffs as requested 
would be $8,246.00 plus tax.  One suggested 
resolution has been to explore the possibility of 
having the bar association fund the requested 
clothing allowance.

In anticipation of the strike the bar will hold, at the 
Circuit Court request, a training day for volunteer 
substitute bailiffs on Sunday, April 13, 2008 from 
8:30 a.m. till 12 noon in the jury assembly lounge.  
While participation is voluntary, members of the bar 
are encouraged to sign up and attend.  Those who 
participate will be given a special commemorative 
badge to keep as a memento.  
There’s been no word 
from the bailiffs regarding 
any proposed picket lines 
or action against strike 
breakers.

CONSUMER RIGHTS LAWYERS

The Holland Law Firm, P.C.

• Auto Dealer Fraud • Wrongful Repossessions
• Predatory Lending • Debt Collection Harassment

• Foreclosure Rescue Scams • Consumer Protection Act

Contact: Peter A. Holland
410-280-6133

Clock Tower Place, Annapolis, Md 21403
www.hollandlawfirm.com
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Sticking to a Client’s Best Interests 
When Their “Diminished Capacity” is 

Discovered After Establishment of the 
Attorney-Client Relationship

By: Benjamin J. Woolery

INITIAL FACTS:

 Wouldn’t it be nice if client’s 
carried ‘Certifi ed Competent’ cards 
with them to their fi rst appointment?

 Candace knew her father’s 
life was nearing its end - Dad allowed 
her and her minor son  Andy to live in 
his home, where she’s been caring for 
him for four years; she was aware of 
his affairs enough to know that she and 
one of her sisters are in the Will, while 
the third and fourth sisters were being 
disinherited.

 Viewed as simply a straight-
forward Elder Law matter, the daughter 
and I discussed the asset protection 
technique whereby a parent can convey 
their home to a child that’s resided in 
that home for at least the two years 
immediately preceding the parent’s 
admission to a health care facility if a 
medical professional can vouch for the 
idea that the parent would have needed 
institutional care but for the child’s 
assistance; the parent’s care in a nursing 
home would be paid for by Medical 
Assistance, I assured the daughter, 
if her widowed father was otherwise 
lacking in assets as the Deed described 
does not violate the Medicaid Law.  
We reviewed the ideas of “competent” 
to sign, and “voluntarily” signing it 
before a disinterested Notary (perhaps 
reserving a Life Estate), and quoted 
a fee for her to come back with if her 
father seemed inclined to alter his estate 
plan in this manner.

 What was looking like a cookie-
cutter case was taking a typical turn as 
the consultation neared its end, that 
turn being a comment something like 
“Isn’t this case unusual?” (no) or “Isn’t 
my family strange?”  (Truly, “normal” 
families are unusual, at least those 
that fi nd the need for lawyers) or “My 
family’s going to tell you I’m crazy if 
you talk to them”  (heard often enough 
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to think nothing of it).  In hindsight, 
I recall Candace offering the last of 
these - I hardly thought twice about 
her statement, but I did think about it 
that second time long enough to look 
back into her eyes as I escorted her to 
the offi ce lobby and it registered with 
me: this wasn’t sibling rivalry playing 
out four decades along, but more of a 
serious statement by a clear-thinking 
client.   Not suspecting any clinical 
truth to it, and none being offered to 
my perception, I assured her that Dad’s 
mental capacity is what matters if a 
Deed was being prepared.  When she 
called later that day on the cell phone 
to thank me for our time, she again 
mentioned the allegation(s) I may hear 
about her, to which I responded “If 
anyone questions our work together in 
that regard I’ll tell them that the person 
I met with for an hour today followed 
all of the aspects of our conversation 
and worked her way logically through a 
sequence of choices.”

 Our call ended, and at my end 
of the line it was back to working on 
other clients’ matters around the offi ce - 
note what is necessarily implied by this 
sentence, to wit: Candace was a client 
of mine by that point. 

 The next events of Candace’s 
situation occurred in rapid succession, 
including: a brief call from Candace 
indicating that her modest retainer 
would not be used for the Deed 
discussed (no detail as to whether she’d 
discussed it with him and felt he could 
not comprehend it in his deteriorating 
condition, or if it was simply a bad idea), 
communication(s) from counsel for the 
sibling(s) about “access” to their father, 
and a curious call from a neighbor of 
the family about how Candace’s son 
Andrew had to sneak out a bedroom 
window with the father’s Will when the 
adult siblings arrived looking for things 
while Dad was out getting medical care.  
The one valuable piece of information, 
useful for me in serving this client, 
was the neighbor’s name and phone 
number since Candace was reportedly 
“not dealing with things too well right 
now.” 

ISSUE(S):

 As this three-generation family 
appeared on the brink of disintegrating, 
one of the greatest and most-legitimate 
concerns is “will attorneys’ fees 
consume an inordinate amount of the 
family’s wealth (presumably, with 
Dad’s health, in a battle that will see 
the funds all but guaranteed to become 
available through probate)?”  Potential 
litigants, besides the vulnerable father 
who should be respected under all 
circumstances, at least while he’s alive: 
Candace, her sister Mae as co-legatee 
in the elusive Will, Candace’s two 
other sisters as Caveator(s), and even 
the grand-son Andrew and, Yes, the 
neighbor.  Though a multitude of issues 
exist, a multitude of attorneys probably 
would be counterproductive as far as 
the family is concerned.

RULES OF LAW & ETHICS:

 As the list of legal issues 
started growing, an ethical dilemma 
developed:

 Candace began sounding 
different on the phone, unable to handle 
multi-part scenarios, so her neighbor 
made some calls for her;   in one or two 
more face-to-face sessions, she was also 
visibly different - staring at the ground, 
moving slowly.  

 After a week or two, the news 
came:   the father was hospitalized 
and probably on his death bed, and 
Candace was in a different hospital’s 
psychiatric ward on a self-admission;   I 
was learning that my client did have a 
history of unstable periods, which often 
occurred when under stress, so by this 
point the neighbor was housing teen-
aged Andy and the two of them would 
call me as the situation evolved.

 When asked to help Candace 
create a Guardianship of the Person for 
the neighbor (Bertha) to house Andy, I 
was presented with a crucial question of 
professional responsibility:   the initial 
retainer was more than exhausted, my 
client had fallen into some psychiatric 
condition that made me uncomfortable 
about her ability to make informed 
decisions, and if I quote a retainer to 
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Bertha for her Petition for Guardianship 
of Candace’s child I will start off with 
mutual Consents to the Confl ict of 
Interest;   while that was an unpleasant 
choice, the client wanted to avoid Social 
Services placing her teen-aged son with 
one of her own estranged siblings, and 
given her return to an unstable mental 
status in the midst of her father’s dying 
it was hard to imagine her ability 
to establish a new attorney-client 
relationship whereby she could achieve 
her certain goal of having Andy remain 
in the neighborhood with the neighbor 
Bertha since some other attorney(s) 
might struggle so long in creating an 
attorney-client relationship that the 
“Andy” objective was jeopardized. 

 Indeed, I’d learned enough of 
Candace in the preceding days to know 
(a) she was mentally unstable, (b) her 
son’s father was of no help even if he 
would admit to paternity, and (c) she 
was unable to provide long-term shelter 
for herself and Andy outside of her own 
father’s house, and he had just died.  
In short, my client was on the verge 
of homelessness. The professional 
responsibility question for me was “Is 
this client to be abandoned in her time 
of need?”  

 A simple decision on a human 
level was informed at that time by the 
following from the Rules of Professional 
Conduct:

 Rule 1.14 of the Md. Rules of 
Professional Conduct ‘Client Under a 
Disability’

(a) When a client’s ability to 
make adequately considered 
decisions . . . is impaired . . 
. . the lawyer shall, as far as 
reasonably possible, maintain 
a normal client-lawyer 
relationship with the client.  

(b) A lawyer may seek the 
appointment of a guardian or 
take other protective action 
with respect to a client, only 
when a lawyer reasonably 
believes that the client cannot 
adequately act in the client’s 
own interest.  

COMMENT

 The normal client-lawyer 
relationship is based upon an 
assumption that the client, 
when properly advised and 
assisted, is capable of making 
decisions about important 
matters.  When the client  . . . 
suffers from a mental disorder or 
disability, however, maintaining 
an ordinary client-lawyer 
relationship may not be possible 
in all respects.  . . . .  Nevertheless, 
. . . to an increasing extent the 
law recognizes intermediate 
degrees of competence.  . . . 
.  The fact that a client suffers 
from a disability does not 
diminish the lawyer’s obligation 
to treat the client with attention 
and respect.  If the person has no 
guardian or legal representative, 
the lawyer often must act as de 
facto guardian.  . . . 

 A lawyer representing a 
person under disability should 
advocate the position of the 
disabled person unless the 
lawyer reasonably concludes 
that the client is not able to 
make a considered decision in 
connection with the 
matter. . . 

 . . . .  [I]f a disabled 
client has substantial property 
that should be sold for the 
client’s benefi t, effective 
completion of the transaction 
ordinarily requires appointment 
of a legal representative.  
In many circumstances, 
however, appointment of a 
legal representative may be 
expensive or traumatic for the 
client.  Evaluation of these 
considerations is a matter of 
professional judgment on the 
lawyer’s part.

. . . . .    So, with the client’s Consent for 
me to represent Bertha in a Petition for 
Guardianship of the Person of a Minor 
in the Orphans’ Court, we all took the 
plunge together.

APPLYING LAW TO FACTS:

 The minor’s guardianship 
case has invited the potential for three 
lawyers:    Petitioner’s, mother’s, and 
child’s (alleged father denies paternity);   
the probate estate, meanwhile, also 
invites roles for three legal positions at 
least - each legatee daughter, plus the 
other sisters should either fi le a Caveat 
(if one of the two legatees does not also 
become Personal Representative, we 
are talking another lawyer possibly).  
The most amazing feature of the tale is 
that merely two lawyers were able to 
manage this family’s three-generation 
turmoil.  
 Southern Maryland lawyer 
George Meng seized an opportunity 
early in the process that facilitated the 
economic management of the situation:   
the father’s Will nominated Candace 
as Personal Representative, yet Mr. 
Meng detected a technical point that 
would possibly bar Candace’s actual 
appointment.

 Now, Mr. Meng’s client might 
insist that she be appointed;  but, instead, 
Mr. Meng offered that Candace’s counsel 
would be Personal Representative 
by consent, and Mr. Meng would 
be counsel of record to the Personal 
Representative - each lawyer would still 
serve their lay client and receive their 
compensation for work done for that 
client from their share of the net estate, 
while the Personal Representative and 
Mr. Meng as the estate’s counsel would 
look to the “Maximum Allowable 
Commissions” as the gauge for their 
combined compensation is serving the 
estate.  We are pleased to report that the 
attorneys’ compensation for their work 
overall was approved by all.  

 Admittedly, in the typical 
middle-class estate of a man with a house, 
auto, bank account(s) and personalty, 
most issues are capable of management 
within reasonable and logical parameters 
- having said that, many folks still want 
their day in court on issues as they 
arise, and some attorneys don’t manage 
such situations and their clients in them 
(whether from lack of experience, or 
other reasons).  Here, we had (a) “To 
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Continued on page 13
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what extent is a legatee occupying that 
dwelling responsible for ‘rent’ during 
probate?”, (b) “Can Candace use the 
car while she’s squatting in Dad’s 
house?”, (c) “what if one of the legatees 
wants to buy the home?,”  (d) “What 
if both legatees want certain items of 
personalty?,” (e) “What happened to 
specifi c items of personalty?” [always 
a favorite], (f) “Why does Dad’s credit 
card have multiple charges at Hecht’s 
for women’s clothes?,” (g) “Can we 
have advances on our inheritances 
before the Accounting from the bank 
accounts?,” and lastly (h) “How do 
you make the water company fi x the 
leaky basement in the days before the 
house is to be sold?”     It is true that 
one lawyer acting as counsel to the 
Personal Representative with another 
acting as Personal Representative, 
with each attorney appreciating their 
obligation in the larger context, creates 
an environment where all issues 
may be resolved with minimal court 
involvement.

 The details and particulars 
of issues counsel and the Personal 
Representative worked through are 
unimportant for the purposes of this 
case study.  Of greater interest is the 

structure of issue spotting and dispute 
resolution - and, this is where it is very 
helpful to have many settled principles 
of probate law, which can be used to 
focus clients on the likely parameters 
for the outcome of any legal dispute.  
This dispute resolution structure came 
into being naturally, largely through the 
ability of two adversaries to work with 
each other.  Mr. Meng would monitor 
the overall Estate to protect the interests 
of his legatee client and give advice 
to the Personal Representative, an 
attorney himself with his own legatee 
for a client and yet an over-riding duty 
to the Estate as an offi cer of the Court.  
If the Personal Representative identifi ed 
an issue, his legatee would be brought 
into the information loop as quickly as 
possible, before the Estate’s attorney 
if possible, and the client’s advice 
would be evidenced by a letter; if this 
legatee’s input was necessary, verbal 
input was typically followed by the 
client’s confi rmatory act (for instance, 
the cashing of a check with a clear note 
on the “memo” line, or a notarized 
statement, or a note from her doctor).  
A similar process may have existed for 
Mr. Meng’s side.  
 
 

 Wendy Cartwright as the Chief 
Judge of the Orphans’ Court for Prince 
George’s County was also helpful 
- the Show Cause Hearing became a 
mechanism for the Court’s input in 
that the Hearing date could be reset 
when the case was called on any given 
date;   while the postponement request 
was being considered, the pending and 
looming issues would be discussed 
with the Chief Judge in order for her 
to confi rm the parameters of law on the 
record so all the family could appreciate 
where the issues were heading.  Perhaps 
as much as anything that lent itself to 
effi cient dispute resolution was the 
legatee clients’ shared appreciation 
for the extent to which their limited 
inheritances would be depleted by 
aggressive litigation, thus causing them 
to become manageable clients.
As of the writing of this case study, the 
child’s with Bertha and Bertha has been 
advanced enough funds to get through 
the school year while the child remains 
in the community that he called home 
when living under his grandfather’s 
house – with this lingering issue 
unresolved, the entire situation can be 
viewed as a successful story of lawyers 
helping a family through a most-diffi cult 
time, however inevitable the death of 
the patron was.
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Taking Attorney Fees From An Estate   By: George E. Meng

 On March 11, 2008, the Court 
of Appeals again addressed the issue 
of attorneys fees paid by a decedent’s 
estate. The case is Attorney Grievance 
Comm’n v. Kendrick,  http://mdcourts.
gov/opinions/coa/2008/35a06ag.pdf.

 The message from this case is 
one that has been stated by the Court 
in the past. But, even so, it is one that 
bears constant repeating. Simply put, 
statutes govern taking any attorney fees 
from an estate. Other than by consent 
as authorized under ET 7-604, if you 
take an attorney fee from an estate, you 
had better have a court order in hand 
approving the fee. And, this applies to 
personal injury attorneys’ contingent 
fees. Do not delude yourself into 
thinking that you are exempt because 
you have taken your contingent fee 
before distribution to the estate. In 

those cases where a decedent’s estate 
is your client, the contingent fee you 
take is paid by the estate. That is true 
whether the gross is distributed to the 
estate and you then take your fee or you 
take your fee off the top and distribute 
the balance to the estate. And, while I’m 
on the subject of estate money, it must 
be within the control of the Personal 
Representative and thus should not be 
held in an attorney’s escrow account 
(where it is under the control of the 
attorney, not the PR) unless you are 
doing so by court order. 

 The message to Ms. Kendrick 
is one those of you not profi cient in 
estate administration should carefully 
note. The Court wrote: “It is clear from 
the record that Respondent’s failure 
to comply with probate law in the 
administration of the Estate was due to 

her inexperience and her unwillingness 
to obtain the help she needed to 
properly administer the estate. As the 
hearing judge stated in his analysis, 
‘inexperience does not necessarily 
amount to a violation of this Rule.’ We 
have said, however, that attorneys 
who undertake legal work in areas 
unfamiliar to them ‘must take careful 
thought as to their competence to 
practice in “specialty” areas,’ like 
the administration of estates.... If 
an attorney ‘plunges into a fi eld in 
which he or she is not competent, and 
as a consequence makes mistakes that 
demonstrate incompetence, the Code [of 
Professional Responsibility] demands 
that discipline be imposed; that one is 
simply a general practitioner who knew 
no better is no defense.’”
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Maryland’s Evolving Spousal 

Elective Share: Where Will It End?

By Agnes C. Powell, P.C.

 This article focuses on recent 
changes in judicial interpretations 
of the reach of Maryland’s spousal 
elective share beyond the probate estate 
to allow a surviving spouse to claim a 
forced share of non-probate assets.  It 
looks briefl y at [i] the evolving history 
and rationale behind the elective 
share from its common law origin to 
Maryland’s most recent Court decision, 
[ii] at how various states have expanded 
the reach of their forced share statutes 
and [iii] where Maryland’s share  is 
likely headed in the future.  Finally, 
the author offers suggestions on how 
to advise clients in the current unstable 
and unclear landscape.

The History of the Elective Share
 Dower and Curtesy.  The 
elective share derives from old English 
common law and in its earliest form, [i] 
dower gave a wife (W) life estate rights 
in her husband’s (H) real property 
and [ii] curtesy gave H rights in W’s 
real property if there were surviving 
children.  The share’s different 
treatment of spouses refl ected a time 
when married women could not own 
property and did not work outside 
the home and so, were fi nancially 
dependent upon their husbands.

 Early Elective Share Laws.  
In the last half of the 20th century, 
increasing fi nancial equality between 
the sexes led fi rst to equal sexual 
treatment, and ultimately, to the repeal 
of dower and curtesy laws.   Similarly, 
the rationale for the share changed from 
one based on the surviving spouse’s 
(SS) need to the family law view of 
marriage as an economic partnership  
in which the fi rst-to-die should not be 
able to disinherit the survivor.
 Dower and curtesy were 
replaced with the elective share which 
still aimed to protect SS’ rights, giving 
a disinherited spouse the right to elect 
against – or dissent from – the Will of 
a testate spouse or to take a statutory 

share of an intestate’s estate.   The 
traditional elective share [i] applied 
only to assets in the probate estate and 
[ii] was a fi xed fraction -- between 
½ and ⅓, depending on whether a 
decedent (D) left surviving minor 
children, children from a previous 
marriage, etc.  However, in the late 20th 
century, SS’ protection under  elective 
share laws began to erode as increasing 
amounts of wealth passed outside of 
probate -- in non-probate transfers: (a) 
“benefi ciary assets” -- life insurance, 
retirement assets, pay-on-death (POD) 
and transfer-on-death (TOD) bank 
and brokerage accounts, (b) jointly 
owned property, and (c) assets used to 
fund inter vivos revocable living trusts 
(RLT).

The Evolving Elective Share
 The Augmented Estate 
Elective Share.  With the increasing 
popularity of non-probate wealth 
vehicles, some states passed augmented 
estate statutes that brought non-probate 
assets back into the probate estate for 
purposes of computing the spousal 
share.  E.g., N.Y. now equates wills 
and “will substitutes” like the RLT, 
and specifi cally includes RLT assets in 
the computation of the elective share.  
Maine augments its probate estate with 
gratuitous transfers in which D retained 
a life interest, but excludes benefi ciary 
assets like life insurance and retirement 
assets.  Florida’s augment estate 
includes jointly-owned property, but 
excludes jointly-owned real property 
in other states.  Virginia’s augmented 
estate includes the probate estate [i] 
plus non-probate assets, [ii] plus certain 
of D’s inter vivos transfers, [iii] minus 
probate and non-probate assets going to 
SS.  States with augmented estate laws 
necessarily have rules for calculating 
the augmented estate, instructing, e.g., 
how to value property, how to add back 
property passing to SS, and whether 
SS’ separate property is included in the 
calculation.
 The Equitable Elective Share.  
The 1969 Uniform Probate Code  
embraced the augmented estate, but 
in order to prevent a windfall going 
to SS after a brief marriage, the UPC 

equitably based SS’ share on the length 
of the marriage.  I.e., the longer the 
marriage, the greater the percentage of 
the augmented estate SS was entitled 
to.  To date, 20 states (excluding 
Maryland) have adopted the UPC 
in varying forms.  E.g., some states 
adopted the proportional percentage, 
while others increased their fractional 
share to 50%.

Courts and the Evolving 
Elective Share

 Increased, more complex 
litigation.   The evolving elective share 
laws have increased probate litigation 
and made it more complicated.   E.g., 
the Sexton v. Cornett  decedent was 
a Va. state employee who left [i] no 
probate estate and [ii] a non-probate 
estate that included employer-provided 
life insurance and retirement benefi ts.  
D left no children; was involved in 
divorce proceedings at the time of his 
death; and months before his death, had 
changed his insurance and retirement 
benefi ciary from his wife to his sister 
and her child.  Faced with deciding 
whether Va’s 1990 augmented estate 
statute partially repealed older laws 
exempting state employment benefi ts 
from “attack of any kind,” the Wyeth 
Co., Va. Circuit Court in Sexton held 
that D’s non-probate assets were exempt 
from the augmented estate calculation, 
noting, inter alia, the many retirement 
plans designed in reliance on the older 
laws.

 In Est. of Luken,  D was 
survived by SS and adult children 
from D’s previous marriage.  The 
Cass Co., N.D. District Court assigned 
SS the burden of rebutting the UPC 
presumption that any property he 
owned at D’s death was derived 
from her, and held that if SS couldn’t 
produce “suffi cient credible evidence” 
to the contrary, all of his assets would 
be included in the calculation of his 
elective share – thereby reducing his 
claim on D’s  assets.  SS was required 
by subpoena from D’s estate to disclose 
all of his property and to “trace” its 
origin.  The district court had to decide 
[i] what type and amount of “credible 
evidence” was required to rebut the 
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UPC presumption and [ii] how to value 
SS’ closely-held business.  In deciding 
whether to include SS’ wrongful death 
proceeds in the augmented estate, the 
Alaska Supreme Court in Maldonado v. 
Bailey  decided that SS had no interest 
in the proceeds before D’s death and 
remanded for a decision on what 
portion of the proceeds were probate 
assets under state law.

 Confl ict of Laws.  Because the 
UPC is the most comprehensive reform 
and codifi cation of estates and probate 
law ever, states have passed different 
versions – and varying portions -- of the 
UPC.   E.g., unlike Florida, Michigan’s 
version of the UPC does not specify 
whether out-of-state real property 
is included in the calculation of the 
elective share, raising such questions 
as: is out-of-state real property in state 
B included in the elective share of state 
A?  Can D, owning real property in 
different jurisdictions, specify in his 
Will which state law controls?  Can 
state B deny SS’ elective share if D 
was a non-resident owner of property 
in state B?
 Maryland Courts and the 
Evolving Elective Share

       Knell v. Price.  Maryland courts 
fi rst ventured into the evolving elective 
share waters in Knell v. Price,  where D 
and SS had separated after 22 years of 
marriage and D had subsequently lived 
with his mistress (M) for the next 27 
years.  When D purchased the Kent Co. 
home where he and M lived, he gave 
himself a “life estate with powers,”  
with the remainder to M.  At D’s death, 
SS claimed that the property should be 
included the calculation of her elective 
share.  The Md. Court of Appeals, 
citing D’s retention of a life interest 
in this non-probate asset, held that D’s 
effort to pass the property outside of 
probate to M was, as a matter of law, 
a fraud on SS’ marital rights.  The 
Knell Court, however, did not clarify if 
the reach of its decision included any 
other non-probate assets, leaving much 
ambiguity from 1990 until 2007 when 
Schoukroun v. Karsenty  was decided.

      Md’s most recent decision on the scope 

of the elective share.  The Schoukroun 
D died in 2004, being survived by 
SS.  D was previously married to S1, 
who bore his only child (C) who was 
age 14 at his death.  D and S1 signed 
a Separation and Property Agreement 
that was incorporated but not merged 
into their divorce decree that required 
each of them to keep a $150,000.00 
life insurance policy on their lives that 
named C as the irrevocable benefi ciary.  
Instead of having the life policy required 
by his and S1’s Agreement, D created 
a revocable living trust for C’s benefi t 
and funded it with $422,000.00 in TOD 
accounts.  At D’s death, SS asked the 
Anne Arundel Co. Circuit Court to 
impose a constructive trust on the RLT 
accounts, claiming that under Knell, 
D’s transfer of the TOD accounts while 
retaining a life interest in the RLT was, 
as a matter of law, a fraud on her marital 
rights.  The Circuit Court ruled against 
SS, saying that the minor child had a 
“higher equitable call on the property” 
than SS.  However, the Md. Court of 
Special Appeals concurred in SS’ 
bright line reading of Knell, explaining 
that as a result of D’s decision to retain 
for life the right to revoke his RLT, all 
of the RLT assets were included in his 
estate for purposes of calculating SS’ 
elective share.

 Does Schoukroun add clarity?  
Under Knell and Schoukroun, it is clear 
that Maryland now has a judicially-
created augmented estate, but very few 
rules for its calculation.  Schoukroun 
clarifi ed that [i] RLT assets are included 
in Md’s augmented estate and [ii] the 
inclusion is as a matter of law, such 
that SS no longer has to prove fraud.  
However, if one assumes that other 
“benefi ciary” assets like POD accounts 
are included in the augmented estate, 
we do not know -- as the Sexton case 
in Va. illustrates, whether qualifi ed 
retirement assets created under federal 
law are included?  If we assume that 
joint bank accounts are also included in 
Knell’s judicially-created augmented 
estate, and maybe, following Michigan, 
also joint real property located in Md., 
we still don’t know whether, like 
Florida, Md. excludes real property in 

other states.  Schoukroun tells us  more 
about what we don’t know than what 
we do know.

 Maryland and the UPC.  This 
author sits on the Md State Bar Ass’n 
(“MSBA”) Estates & Trusts Section 
Council,  and has been privy to their 
discussion of whether Md. should adopt 
the UPC, which UPC provisions to adopt 
intact, which to revise, and which to 
exclude.  While the MSBA E&T Section 
Council agrees that adoption of some 
version of the UPC is needed to clarify 
Knell‘s ambiguity, it has struggled 
with this most comprehensive reform 
and codifi cation of estates and probate 
law ever.  In 2000, when few states 
had passed some version of the UPC, 
the Section Council did a lengthy, in-
depth study of the UPC and produced a 
“marked up” version that was presented 
to the state legislature.  However, the 
very scope and complexity of the bill 
doomed its passage, as legislators 
decided to wait for more states to act.  
Even though more states have now 
adopted the UPC, its very complexity 
still stymies the E&T Section Council, 
which wisely has decided to make Md’s 
evolving elective share the focus of its 
CLE at the MSBA annual meeting this 
summer in Ocean City.  Because the 
topic impacts several practice areas, 
the CLE will be co-sponsored by the 
MSBA Family Law and Elder Law 
sections in order to [i] make the general 
bar aware of Knell’s ambiguity and the 
UPC’s complexity and [ii] get whatever 
input bar members wish to offer.

 What is the current rationale? 
What cost?  As Md. Courts, the MSBA, 
and the legislature revise Md’s elective 
share, they may fi rst wish to clarify 
the current purpose of the share for 
21st century spouses.  If its purpose is 
to provide for a needy SS, the UPC’s 
equitable percentage is less protection 
for a needy but newly-married spouse 
than a fi xed percentage.   If its purpose 
derives from marriage as an economic 
partnership, reviving dower and curtesy 
– given that real estate is often the major 
asset in modest estates – might be a 
simpler way to protect SS from inter 
vivos or posthumous alienation of real 

PROBATE, ESTATES & TRUSTS
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estate.  In the marriages of yesteryear, 
assets passing to SS would be used to 
care for D’s and SS’ children.  If equity is 
a concern today when blended families 
are numerous, should a wealthy SS’ 
rights trump those of D’s needy, minor 
children from a former marriage?  This 
author feels that clarifying the purpose 
might clarify the path of revision.

Advising Clients under the Knell v. 
Price Ambiguity

     Prenuptial Agreements.  Despite that 
most couples don’t seek legal advice 
before marrying, the best way for clients 
to avoid the uncertain computation of 
Knell’s augmented estate is to enter 
pre- or post-nuptial agreements that 
clarify SS’ rights in D’s estate.  Second, 
since it’s clear that Knell does not reach 
D’s irrevocable inter vivos transfers, 
we may wish to advise clients to not 
just make irrevocable transfers, but to 
complete them as soon as possible.  I.e., 
donors must worry about completing 
transfers outside the IRC §2036 3-year 

period which brings irrevocable inter 
vivos transfers made within 3 years of 
death back into D’s estate for federal 
estate tax purposes, as well as, e.g., 
Va’s augmented estate that includes 
transfers made within 5 years of death.  
Clients considering joint real property 
purchases may wish to buy in states 
where the elective share doesn’t reach 
non-probate real property.

     Md. Medicaid planning.   After 
Schoukroun, Md’s evolving elective 
share poses greater concerns for  

Medicaid planning, where spouses’ 
estate plans may require an 
institutionalized spouse to completely 
divest  and the community spouse 
to have a minimal probate estate.  
Augmenting D’s estate for purposes 
of calculating the institutionalized 
SS’ elective share completely thwarts 
Medicaid planning and may result in 
more drastic measures like divorces 
among these elderly couples.

Register of Wills Approved!
Calvert Appraisal Service
Phone/FAX (301) 855-1965

Cell (301) 518-5138

Real Estate Valuations – Historic Valuations
Personal Property – Wills & Estates

Firearms – Handguns, Rifl es, Shotguns
Divorce & Expert Testimony

Maryland Certifi ed Appraiser
 Quick Response – Excellent Turn Times

Serving Southern Maryland over 20 years

PROBATE, ESTATES & TRUSTS
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U.S. MERIT SYSTEM PROTECTION BOARD (MSPB)U.S. MERIT SYSTEM PROTECTION BOARD (MSPB)U.S. MERIT SYSTEM PROTECTION BOARD (MSPB)U.S. MERIT SYSTEM PROTECTION BOARD (MSPB)U.S. MERIT SYSTEM PROTECTION BOARD (MSPB)

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC)EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC)EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC)EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC)EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC)
OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT (OPM)OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT (OPM)OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT (OPM)OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT (OPM)OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT (OPM)

DISABILITY RETIREMENTDISABILITY RETIREMENTDISABILITY RETIREMENTDISABILITY RETIREMENTDISABILITY RETIREMENT

7400 York Road, Suite 405
Towson, MD  21204-7531
Phone (410) 321-8368
Fax (410) 321-1599

STEPHEN J. DUNNSTEPHEN J. DUNNSTEPHEN J. DUNNSTEPHEN J. DUNNSTEPHEN J. DUNN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

208 East Market Street
York, PA  17401-1249
Phone (717) 845-7301

wwwwwwwwwwwwwww.sdunnlaw.sdunnlaw.sdunnlaw.sdunnlaw.sdunnlaw.com.com.com.com.com
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LAW PRACTICE 101 SUBMITTED By: Jennifer Birckhead

EXCELLENT   CAREER   OPPORTUNITY 

Calvert County A-Rated Law Firm urgently 

needs a lawyer to relocate to Calvert County 

to do General Practice with focus on 

Administrative Law and Business Practice 

CALL   301-627-4300 

 On February 28, 2008, the 
Prince George Bar Association held 
its’ third session of Law 101.  This 
session had four panel members: 
Judge Michele Hotten, Judge Sean 
Wallace, Judge Leo Green, and Mr. 
Erik Nyce, Esquire.  The topic was 
relevant issues regarding Pretrial 
Conferences in Prince George’s 
County.  An outline was given with 
rules of interest to practitioners.  This 
outline is available on the PGCBA 
web site.  

 The panel expressed the 
importance of accurately completing 
the Case Information Report when 
fi ling your case.  When estimating 
the length of trial, be aware that 7 
hours is considered to be one full day.  
However, Judge Hotten explained 
that the Track that a particular case 
may be assigned to is determined 
more by the complexity of the case 
rather than the length of trial.  Once 
your case is received a Judge will 
review the case and independently 
determine whether it is Track 1, 2, 
etc.  

 The Court will then generate 
a Scheduling Order indicating the 
Track and Motions Judge a case is 
assigned to along with the important 
dates and deadlines, one of which is 
the Pretrial Conference.  Prior to the 
Pretrial Conference, the attorneys 
must prepare a Pretrial Statement 
pursuant to MD Rule 2 504.2.  That 
rule sets forth the contents of the 
Pretrial Statement.  It varies by Judge 
as to how detailed your Pretrial 
Statement must be, but you may 
be bound by the contents of your 
Statement.  Pay particular attention 
to the request for your expert and non 
expert witnesses and the exhibits you 
plan to use at trial.  Judge Hotten also 
cautioned that if you fi le the Pretrial 
Statement a day or two before the 
Pretrial Conference, it may not catch 
up to the fi le in time so you should 
send a copy directly to Judge’s 
Chambers or bring a copy with you.  

   The panel then briefl y 
discussed a few inadequacies in the 
Rules with regard to advances in 
technology.  Rule 2 504.3, computer 
generated evidence, mandates a 90 
day notice requirement. Mr. Nyce 
questioned whether photographs 
taken on a digital camera were 
considered to be computer generated 
evidence under Rule 2 504.3.  The 
panel took the position that these 
photographs were computer stored, 
not computer generated.  In addition, 
how does HIPPA affect disclosure of 
the names of health care providers 
in the Pretrial Statement which is 
available to the public. 

 The purpose of the Pretrial 
Conference is to set the trial date 
and identify and address any 
administrative or scheduling issues 
that may arise before or during trial.  
Judge Wallace and Judge Hotten 
identifi ed what they are looking 
for at the Pretrial Conference.  The 
Judge is interested in any issues that 
may be stipulated to and he or she 
attempts to assess the parties dispute 
of liability.   

 The parties should anticipate 
any issues which may arise.  For 
example the Judge should be made 
aware of any pending or if a party is 
intending to fi le a dispositive motions.   
At the conference, the Judge will also 
ask whether the parties will benefi t 
from ADR.  

 The attorneys must identify 
the number of fact witnesses, expert 
witnesses, and exhibits and estimate 
the length of trial.  Judge Hotten also 
stressed the importance of indicating 
whether or not an interpreter will be 
needed for trial. 

 Judge Green then explained 
that the District Court has historically 
been known as the "People’s Court" 
and discussed issues particular to 
that Venue.  The District Court is the 
forum of choice for pro se litigants 
as well as attorneys.  Pro se litigants 
will be given a little more leeway in 
discovery Motions.  The history of 
the increases in the District Court 
jurisdiction as well as the increase 
in the minimum jury trial amount 
was discussed.   That Court along 
with its effi ciency and expediency in 
rendering an accurate decision will 
continue to be the forum of choice 
for many.  Judge Green described his 
magnanimous open door policy in 
dealing with administration of cases 
and specially setting matters which 
take longer than two hours.  

 After the panelists spoke, 
the fl oor was opened for questions.  
As in previous Law 101 sessions, 
several of the questions discussed 
scheduling orders and the importance 
of compliance with these orders.
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MEMBER ANNOUNCEMENTS

THE LAW FIRM OF MCNAMEE, HOSEA, JERNIGAN, 
KIM, GREENAN & WALKER, P.A.

James M. Greenan and John P. Lynch were selected by
WASHINGTONIAN MAGAZINE as

2007 “Top Lawyers”
in the Washington Metropolitan area.

James M. Greenan was named as one of the top
 bankruptcy and reorganization attorneys.

John P. Lynch was named for the second time
 as one of the top civil defense litigators.

The fi rm is also pleased to announce the appointment of
Brent M. Ahalt and Christopher L. Hamlin

as Principals of the fi rm, as of January 1, 2008.
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2008 EQUAL JUSTICE CONFERENCE
MAY 7-9, 2008

SPONSORED BY THE ABA

FOR MORE INFORMATION CALL

312-988-5756 OR EMAIL

PiquionT@staff.abanet.org.

UP COMING EVENTS

The Law Links Committee is 

seeking law fi rms to participate 

in their summer program.  If 

you are interested in hiring a 

student for this summer and 

participating in this program, 

please contact 

Judge Adams at 
301-952-3766 or 

Abigail Bruce-Watson at 
301-731-0005.

SAVE THE DATE
RETIREMENT DINNER

IRMA S. RAKER
JUDGE OF THE COURT OF 

APPEALS OF 
MARYLAND

THURSDAY, MAY 15, 208
6:00 PM

SMOKEY GLEN FARM
GAITHERSBURG,

 MARYLAND

FOR INFORMATION:
KATHY PARKER 

240-777-9212

VOLUNTEER FOR

 CHRISTMAS 

IN APRIL

APRIL 26, 2008

RAIN OR SHINE

CONTACT

MAURENE EPPS WEBB OR

ERIK NYCE

301-952-3644 / 301-306-4300

TEE OFF WITH THE WBA
Monday, May 5, 2008

Women's Bar Association 
of Maryland

  13th Annual Golf 
 Tournament Benefi t

Charity: Junior 
Achievement of Central 

Maryland
at Whiskey Creek Golf Course

   Sign up on line:
www.tournevents.com/wba2008

Family Law Events:

April 16, 2008
Topics: Nuts and Bolts -Cross Examination 
of Primary Witnesses in a Custody Action

Speaker: Ronald Bergman, Esq.
 

June 18, 2008
Topics: Motions for Continance
   & Enforcement of Discovery

 Requests Speaker: TBA
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CONFERENCE ROOM RENTALS

UPPER MARLBORO: CLOSE TO 
COURTHOUSE - PGCBA’s Confer-
ence Room is available for Hourly & 
Daily Rentals - Schedule your next com-
mittee meeting, deposition, arbitration, 
mediation or client/attorney conference 
by calling  (301) 952-1442. Members: 
$15 per hour; $75 all day. Non-Mem-
bers: $20 per hour; $100 all day.

POSITION - AVAILABLE
ASSOCIATE ATTORNEY: Small 
southern Maryland law fi rm is seeking 
associate attorney with a minimum 
of two years experience as a licensed 
attorney in Maryland.  Attorney will 
handle criminal, traffi c and family law 
matters.  Compensation commensurate 
with experience.  Please email resume 
to MSBAChat@aol.com.

ASSOCIATE ATTORNEY: Growing 
law firm in Bethesda looking for 
Associate Attorney.  Employment 
Law background preferred.  1-2 years 
exp.  Submit resumes to morris@
morrisfi scherlaw.com

ATTORNEY:  CALVERT COUNTY 
A-RATED LAW FIRM  looking 
for a lawyer to do general practice, 
administration of estates and some 
settlements.  If interested and willing 
to relocate to Calvert County call 301-
627-4300.

CLASSIFIED ADS

ATTORNEY: The Law Firm of Zoglio 
& Chandlee, L.L.C. in Bowie, MD., 
is seeking an associate attorney 
to handle mainly District Court 
criminal and traffic cases.  Must 
have a minimum 3-5 years experience 
as either a prosecutor or public 
defender.  Excellent Salary.  All 
replies will be kept confidential.  
Please fax cover letter and resume 
to (301) 464-7371

 ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL 
II/I (#13321 & #10071)   
(Attorneys) Looking for Two Law Firm 
Refugees – Nation’s leading public land 
use, park and recreation agency seeks 
attorneys to fi ll entry and mid-level Full-
time Career Positions for assignments 
in Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties. Applicants must have a 
minimum of two years of progressively 
responsible experience as an attorney 
to be eligible for appointment at mid-
level. 
 Do you want  to  become 
passionate about your client’s business? 
Have you thought about public service? 
Do you have a comfortable bedside 
manner and effective leadership skills? 
Maybe you can fi nally have some fun 
practicing law. 
 Commensurate with the level 
of hire, the attorneys will be required 
to negotiate, draft and review contracts 
and leases; draft pleadings, briefs and 
memoranda; litigate and argue cases 
in state and federal courts; attend 
administrative hearings; and, act in 
an appellate advocacy capacity. The 
positions require experience either in 
land use and zoning or transactional 
matters. Applicants for either position 
should have excellent writing skills, 
trial experience and/or judicial clerkship, 
good communication skills, the ability 
to work well with people, the ability 
to work under considerable pressure, 
and good research skills. Applicant 
must be computer literate and profi cient 
with Microsoft Word. Self-sufficient 
keyboard skills are very desirable. 
 Applicants must have a license 
to practice law in the State of Maryland. 

Positions require flexibility and the 
ability to travel to various locations 
throughout the State of Maryland. 
The Commission offers a competitive 
salary range of $52,140 - $70,768 (Top 
of Grade $89,395) for an entry level 
attorney and $60,686 - $83,225 (Top 
of Grade $105,763) for an Associate 
General Counsel II, and a comprehensive 
benefi ts package. The Commission is 
an Equal Opportunity Employer and 
encourages applications from minorities, 
females and persons with disabilities. 
Applicants send response to: 

Recruitment & Selection Services 
Offi ce

Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission 

Attention: Associate General Counsel 
II/I, PGBar

6611 Kenilworth Avenue 
Suite 103 

Riverdale, Maryland, 20737 
Email: cas-recruiting@mncppc.org, 

Reference Associate General Counsel 
I/II-PG Bar in the subject line.

OFFICE SPACE - AVAILABLE

BOWIE:  LAW OFFICE IN BOWIE 
has a furnished private offi ce available.  
Full service includes conference 
rooms, kitchen, fax, DSL, and copier.  
Receptionist to answer your phone 
calls, schedule your appointments, and 
occasional light word processing.  Please 
call Ashley Campbell (301) 390-6600. 

Classifi ed Advertising Rates
Per Month

PGCBA Members:
 2 lines (minimum) $15, 3 lines $19,
  4 lines $23, each additional line $4

Non-Members:
 2 lines (minimum) $17, 3 lines $21, 
4 lines $25, each additional line $5

Internal Box Responses $5 add’l.

Post-publication billing; 
automatic renewal each month until

notifi cation of cancellation.
Deadline for Submission: 15th of 

month preceding publication.

LAW OFFICE
SPACE AVAILABLE

GREENBELT: Office units from 1,000 -
10,000 sf, off the Beltway, close to Metro
and MARC. Next door to the Federal
District Courthouse. Impressive amenities.
www.capitalofficepark.com

Contact Dennis Burke,
CRC Commercial at 301-441-3434, x104

dburke@crc-commercial.com

CAPITAL OFFICE PARK
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GLEN BURNIE TOWN CENTER:  
Share Conference Room, Office 
Equipment, mailbox, sign, one block 
from Courthouse.   $200.00 per month 
410 766-4868 

LARGO: Law offi ce has furnished 12 X 
10 offi ce to rent within 2,300 sq. ft. suite.  
New paint and carpet.  Includes shared 
recept. area, copier/fax, DSL, large conf. 
room, kitchenette, & ample free parking.  
Just off the beltway, close to Largo Metro 
Ctr. & minutes from all PG Co. & Fed 
Courts. Photos of offi ce space can be 
seen at craigslist.com-1/10/08 posting.  
Please call Leticia Smith at 
(301) 883-8616 ext. 10.

LAUREL:  Laurel Personal Injury Firm 
- Shared offi ce space; use of common 
area & copier; ”A” rated space in new 
building on Main Street in the Historical 
District. Inquire to Robb@lawmcs.
com.

GREENBELT AT BELTWAY: Offi ce 
available in law office with other 
attorneys. Includes windowed offi ce, use 
of all amenities, including conference 
room/law library, phone system, copier, 
and fax. Also available for occasional 
use as a local offi ce to meet clients. Ken 
Folstein 301-982-3080.

F O R T  W A S H I N G T O N : 
UNFURNISHED OFFICE space availble 
in prominent location ranging from 
820-5,939 sq. ft. Contact Carl at (301) 
292-4500.

OFFICE FURNISHINGS: Satellite 

CLINTON:  OFFICE AVAILABLE 
BRANCH AVENUE and Woodyard 
Road. Stand-alone bldg. w/retail 
exposure. Private parking, private 
entrance. 1,000 to 3,000 s.f. available.  
Call Teris 443-534-3050. 

UPPER  MARLBORO:  Furnished 
offi ce with parking, library, phone, fax. 
Walking distance to courthouse.  Call Ed 
O’Connell 301-627-7700                     

BOWIE:  ESTABLISHED FIRM with 
offi ce space and all amenities required 
for legal practice including secretary, 
receptionist, stationary, fax, telephones, 
voice mail, copier, conference room, 
kitchen, free parking and much more. 
We offer more than just a shared space 
arrangement. Overfl ow work available. 
Contact R. Walsh (301) 262-6000. 

B O W I E :  O F F I C E  A N D 
CONFERENCE space for rent. Use 
of telephone system, fax, and copier. 
Contact Patricia McCarthy, Esq. at (301) 
262-1155

GREENBELT: OFFICE SPACE One 
offi ce with secretarial space. All standard 
offi ce amenities included.  Please contact 
Vail A. Kaufman at (301) 513-0500.

GREENBELT: LAW OFFICE SPACE 
to rent (short term/long term) Choice 
of three furnished windowed rooms (1 
large, 2 smaller) with multiple waiting  
areas, copier, full legal  library, large 
conference room w/fi replace, kitchenette, 
ample parking and DSL. Location is 
central to local State and Federal Courts. 
Please contact Dawn Jackson@ (301) 
982-0700 or email BSPILAW@aol.
com.
OXON HILL:  BRAND NEW 1,500 sq. 
ft. furnished offi ce to share with another 
attorney or possible sublease entire 
space.  Includes large conference room 
and kitchenette. Contact Carl at 
(301) 292-4500.

GREENBELT/LAUREL/BOWIE: 
Several offi ce condos available for sale 
or lease from 1,000 SF.  G.L. Shannon 
Realty, Inc. (301)431-5525.

Offi ce being closed.  All furniture and 
furnishings for sale including 10-foot 
conference table, desks, chairs, reception 
furniture, decorative items, etc.  Call Carl 
(301) 292-4500.

UNFURNISHED OFFICE: space 
availble in prominent location ranging 
from 820-5,939 sq. ft. Contact Carl at
 (301) 292-4500. 

SERVICES

ECONOMIST: Dr. Richard Edelman. 
Lost Income Valuation. 

MEDIATION
ARBITRATION

Judge Theresa A. Nolan
 (Retired)

(410) 897-9644

CLASSIFIED ADS

PROFESSIONAL PROCESS SERVING, INC.
Post Offi ce Box 407

Rockville, MD 20848
(301) 570-0770

* Trained and experienced   
   professionals
* Prompt service
* Post Offi ce checks
* Continuous status reports

* Rush service available
* Competitive rates, bulk 
   rates available
*  Skip tracing/Locating
* Immediate Driving Record Access

* Unlimited attempts

Celebrating 20 Years of Service
Janet M. Shipe, Director
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FAMILY LAW SEMINAR

THE 8th ANNUAL 

FAMILY LAW SEMINAR
A Joint Presentation of the Prince George’s County Bar Association and the

J. Franklin Bourne Bar Association’s Family Law Committees
                                                                                 

“IT’S ALL ABOUT THE KIDS”
   

I.     Custody Tangents
                    *Home Studies
                    *Custody/Psychological Evaluations
                    *Parenting Coordinators
                    *Best Interest Attorneys
  II.     Mock Trial-Custody & Child Support
  III.    Grandparent/Third Party Custody & Visitation
  IV.    Case Law and Legislative Update/Helpful Bits

SATURDAY, MAY 17, 2008
8:30 A.M. – 1:00 P.M.

Jury Lounge, Court House, Upper Marlboro
               

COST FOR SEMINAR AND MATERIALS:
Advance Registration-$30; Registration after April 18th and At the Door-$40.

(Note: Written materials may be unavailable at the time of the seminar to “walk-ins”)

 
FOR INFORMATION CONTACT:

PGCBA, Family Law Committee
Co-Chair:                                            Co-Chair:

Justin J. Sasser, Esq.  301 627-4300        Elveta M. Martin, Esq. 301 952-5448

Please register me for the 2008 Family Law Seminar.  My $30.00 check payable to the Prince George’s 
County Bar Association for advance reservation (by April 18th) is enclosed. $40 fee at door.

Name__________________________________________________________Phone:_________________

Firm/Address:_________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________

Return form with check to Prince George’s County Bar Association
14330 Old Marlboro Pike, Upper Marlboro, MD  20772
301 952-1442: FAX  301 952 1429
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PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION, 
INC.

COMMITTEE SIGN –UP FORM
Would you like to work with your colleagues to develop programs affecting the practice of 

law in Prince George’s County?

Communicate with the local courts?

Collaborate with other community organizations?

JOIN A PGCBA COMMITTEE!

Most of the PGCBA’s programs and activities are planned and implemented by its members 
through committee work.  Committee participation is open to all members of the Association.

YOUR PARTICIPATION IS ENCOURAGED 
AND APPRECIATED

Please return this form to:
Prince George’s County Bar Association, Inc.

Attn:  Georgia Perry
14330 Old Marlboro Pike

Upper Marlboro, MD 20772
Fax:  301-952-1429

E-Mail:gperry@pgcba.com

MEMBER’S NAME: ________________________________

ADDRESS: ________________________________________

__________________________________________________

E-MAIL: __________________________________________

PHONE: __________________________________________

COMMITTEE PREFERENCE: ________________________

see committee list on page 23
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Administrative Law  
Daniel F. Lynch, Co-Chair   
301-952-0100     
Abigail Bruce-Watson, 
Co-Chair 
301-731-0005

Alternative Dispute Resolution
David M. Bulitt, Chair          
301-220-2200                           
             
Appellate Practice
David P. Sutton, Co-Chair        
410-547-1349
Michael A. Wein, Co-Chair  
310-441-1151                           
     
Bankruptcy Law
John D. Burns, Chair                
301-441-8780
                                             
Criminal Law
Tara A. Harrison, Co-Chair  
301-441-3000
Richard Allen Moore, II,
Co-Chair 301-952-3190
David M. Simpson, Co-Chair 
301-474-9634
Michael R. Pearson, Co-Chair  
301-220-1570    

Elder Law
Jacqueline D. Byrd, Co-Chair  
301-464-7448
Karren Pope-Onwukwe, 
Co-Chair 301-927-3145
 
Estates, Trusts & Probate
Agnes C. Powell,  Co-Chair  
301-982-0275
Benjamin J. Woolery, 
Co-Chair 301-262-3600
        
Family Law
Elveta M. Martin, Co-Chair  
301-322-2711
Justin J. Sasser, Co-Chair         
301-627-4300
                                
Federal Practice
Robert C. Bonsib, Co-Chair 
301-441-3000
Timothy J. Sullivan, Co-Chair 
301-927-3035                       
Immigration Law
Joseph A. Trevino, Chair       
301-441-3131
 
Juvenile Law
Vacant Chair                           
                                                  
Labor & Employment
Sheldon L. Gnatt, Co-Chair      
301-952-0100
Jay P. Holland, Co-Chair         
301-220-2200

Tort Law
Aileen E. Oliver, Co-Chair   
301-650-0078
Paul A. Turkheimer, Co-Chair 
301-699-5800                           
                                        
Workers’ Compensation
Debora Fajer-Smith, Chair   
301-390-4900
 
Alter Ego Program
The Honorable Ronald D. 
Schiff, Chair 
301-952-4066
 
Ethics and Professionalism
Steven Rosen, Chair                 
301-699-1400
 
Judicial Selections
Alexander Williams, III, Chair  
301-982-8600
 
Legislative
A. Robert Gardner, Chair         
301-454-1666
 
Law Day
The Honorable Sherrie L. 
Krauser, Chair 
301-952-5285
 
Law Links
The Honorable Sheila 
Tillerson Adams, Chair 
301-952-3766
Abigale Bruce-Watson, 
Co-Chair 301-731-0005
 
Law Related Education/Mock 
Trial Program
The Honorable Sherrie L. 
Krauser, Chair 
301-952-5285
John D. Burns, Co-Chair               
301-441-8780
 
Lawyer Referral
Gerald C. Baker, Chair             
301-577-4600
Perry J. Becker, 
Co-Chair 301-262-
4400
 
Outreach / Christmas 
in April Maurene Epps 
Webb, Chair
301-952-5181
Erik H. Nyce, 
Co-Chair 
301-306-4300
 
Outreach / Community 
Service Project 
Vacant, Chair

Public Service Projects
Susan L. Bayly, Chair              
301-405-4943

Speakers Bureau
John A. Bielec, Co-Chair      
202-512-2846
Joseph A. Trevino, Co-Chair 
301-441-3131
 
Cooperative Guidance/
Mentor Program 
John F. Calabrese, Chair          
301-699-1400
 
Fee and Dispute Conciliation 
Program
Martin G. Oliverio, Chair      
301-513-0613
 
Lawyers in Need
James F. Flynn, Chair               
301-932-0700
 
Memorial
The Honorable Vincent J. 
Femia, Chair 301-952-4173
 
Solo Practitioner
Debra M. Davis, Co-Chair    
301-899-9400
William J. Parker, Jr., 
Co-Chair 
301-952-1052
 
Technology
Vacant Chair
 
Young Lawyers
Robert J. Antonnetti, Jr., Chair   
301-952-1800
 
ByLaws/ 
Parliamentarian
Richard Allen Moore, II, Chair 
301-952-3190
Finance & Investments
Todd K. Pounds, Chair 
301-292-3300

History
Carolyn Starks Saxon, Chair 
301-952-4016
 
Law Foundation Liaison
The Honorable Cathy Serrette, 
Chair  301-952-3132
 
Long Range / Strategic 
Planning  
Vacant, Chair

MSBA Liaison
Todd K. Pounds, Chair 
301-292-3300

Member Meeting 
Programs
Maurene Epps Webb, Chair 
301-952-5181
 
Membership & Admissions
Isaac Marks, Chair                    
301- 572-7900
 
Newsletter
The Honorable Albert W. 
Northrop, Chair 
301-952-3814
 
Nominations & Elections
Archie L. Palmore, Chair      
301-277-3955
 
Golf Tournament
Garland H. Stillwell, Co-Chair 
301-663-8147
Robin D. Bright, Co-Chair    
301-952-3500
     
Hospitality Suite
John D. Burns, Chair                
301-441-8780
 
Sports Leagues 
Jeffrey R. DeCaro, 
Commissioner 301-306-4300
 

COMMITTEE LIST

Gore Reporting Company
Court Reporters & Legal Video Services

       ♦ Real time & Expedited Transcripts     ♦ Last Minute Coverage 
       ♦ Video Depositions & Playbacks          ♦ Indexing By Pubnetics©  
                                                     ♦ Condensed Transcripts and   
                 ASCII

Deposition Suites Available:
Annapolis - Baltimore - Easton - Salisbury - Greenbelt

Rockville - Washington, D.C. - Alexandria, VA

1-800-243-8381   410-269-0308   Fax 410-269-6013
GoreReporting@GoreReporting.com
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ADDRESS SERVICE REQUESTED

Tuesday, April 22, 2008

Prince George’s County 

Bar Association

Board Meeting                                                

6:00 PM Courthouse

  Thursday, April 24, 2008

Law Practice 101

Courthouse-Room M2402 

4:30 PM

Saturday, May 17, 2008
8th Annual PGCBA 
Family Law Seminar                                                

“It’s All About the Kids”
Jury Room-Courthouse

 8:30 AM – 1:15 PM        

Monday, June 2, 2008

Golf Tournament

Marlton Golf Course

 Tuesday, June 10, 2008

General Membership 

Meeting Newton White 

Mansion 6:00 PM

Thursday, May 1, 2008

 “Law Day”

 ShowPlace Arena

 12:00 Noon
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