





expressly that doctors, lawyers and engineers (among others) are “professional persons,” they are
silent with respect to whether a certified financial planner (CFP) qualifies as such.

Counsel noted in a post-hearing submission that a certified public accountant (CPA) has
been deemed a “professional person” (Case No. 14-033-X) while a real estate agent (Case No. 00-
184-X) was held not to be. These are the closest comparators available, and I tend to believe a
CFP is more like a CPA than a real estate broker or agent. As such, the petition for special hearing
will be granted.

Like a CPA, the CFP must possess a bachelor’s degree and undergo a lengthy and rigorous
training and examination process. The CFP, also like the CPA, can charge an hourly rate for his
services. Mr. Abel testified that more than 50% of his income is derived from financial planning
advice, for which an hourly fee is charged.

A real estate agent, on the other hand, need not possess a college degree and does not
charge an hourly rate for his advice or consultation. Their income is derived from commissions,
as is the case for many salesmen. The training and examination process to become a licensed real
estate broker is not as lengthy, comprehensive and/or challenging as it is for the CFP. While in no
way diminishing the societal value or intrinsic importance of real estate agents/brokers, I believe
based on Mr. Abel’s testimony and the numerous exhibits (Petitioners’ Exhibit Nos. 8-14) that a
CFP is correctly characterized as a “professional person” under the cited regulations.

Special Exception

While the test for special exception relief is well-known and frequently applied in cases of
this nature, [ will not address the “merits” of this issue in this proceeding. Though Petitioners have
presented compelling arguments to the contrary, I do not believe that the professional office use

can be conducted in a detached accessory structure. Both of the aforementioned regulations
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specify the office must be “established within the same building as that serving as the professional

"

person’s primary residence.” Mr. Abel’s office is not within his residence, but in a detached

building.
THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED this 22" day of April 2015, by is Administrative Law
Judge, that the Petition for Special Hearing, seeking a declaration that a Financial Advisor qualifies

as a “professional person” under B.C.Z.R. §1A03.3.A.9.d, be and is hereby GRAN 1 ..J; and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Special Exception to use a detached
accessory building (garage) located on the subject property as a professional office, be and is

hereby DENIED.

Any appeal of this decision must be made within thirty (30) days of the date of this Order.
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POINT TO POINT LAND SURVEYORS
305 South Main Street, Lower Level

Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
Phone 301-703-8319 Toll Free 866-706-9114
Fax 301 703 8321

www.pointtopointsurvey.com

Legal Description of
23 Liberty Ridge Court
Owings Mills, MD 21117

All that tract or parcel of land lying and being located in Baltimore County, Maryland and
located at the cul-de-sac of Liberty Ridge Court and measured 2,664 feet from the
intersection of Liberty Road, Maryland Route 26 with said Liberty Ridge Court.

Being all of Lot 12 as shown on a plat entitled “Reservoir Ridge”, dated March 1985 and
recorded among the Plat Records of Baltimore County, Maryland in Plat Book 54, Page
144, Being also all of the property conveyed from Arnold T. Abel ¢  Anita Abel to Arnold
T. Abel and Anita Abel, life tenants and Arlene M. Abel, Alaine L. Abel and Arica I. Abel.



POINT TO POINT LAND SURVEYORS
305 South Main Street, Lower Level

Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
Phone 301-703-8319 Toll Free 866-706-9114
Fax 301-703-8324

www.pointtopointsurvey.com

Legal Description of
23 Liberty Ridge Court
Owings Mills, MD 21117

All that tract or parcel of land lying and being located in Baltimore County, Maryland and
located at the cul-de-sac of Liberty Ridge Court and measured 2,664 feet from the
intersection of Liberty Road, Maryland Route 26 with said Liberty Ridge Court.

Being all of Lot 12 as shown on a piat entitied “Reservoir Ridge”, dated March 1985 and
recorded among the Plat Records of Baltimore County, Maryland in Plat Book 54, Page
144. Being also all of the property conveyed from Arnold T. Abel and Anita Abel to Arnold
T. Abel and Anita Abel, life tenants and Arlene M. Abel, Alaine L. Abel and Arica I. Abel.
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I recently received a copy of Mr. Schmidt’s letter attempting to persuade you to grant the
exception based on Mr. Able’s credentials. The bottom line is that Mr. Able is running
an insurance sales office out of our neighborhood that has and continues to create
problems for the entire neighborhood.

I am particularly concerned about the safety of my children and my nei; bors’ children.
Now that Spring is upon us, our children are playing outside and going back and forth
from one house to another on a daily basis. | have a 3 year old and a 4 year old in my
home. My neighbor has a S year old and 2 year old.  All it takes is for that one time
when one of Mr. Able’s employees, clients or service workers cannot stop in time to
cause the death of one of these precious children.

Mr. Able’s ONLY motivation for having his business adjacent to my home is, by his own
admission, that he is CHEAP. He may realize rent savings and tax benefits, but I urge to
weigh the benefits of one man versus the safety and security of an entire community.

Furthermore, I share ownership of the common driveway (some 100 yards) leading to the
split between my home and Mr. Able’s home. I believe I must give consent to Mr. Able
to use the driveway for commercial purposes, as [ am partially responsible for the care
and upkeep of the surface area. 1 do not give such consent. [ have not been asked,
compensated for, nor would I allow such use of the common area.

For these reasons, and the letter of the law that specifically states that our neighborhood’s
RC4 zoning prohibits the establishment and use of a commercial business in our
neighborhood, I urge you to deny the special exception and help us to restore our
neighborhood to tranquil living area that all of us have enjoyed for so many years.

Warmest regards,

Jeff Mendelsohn

Resident

21 Liberty Ridge Court
Owings Mills, MD 21117












Baltimore County, Maryland
OFFICE OF PEOPLE'S COUNSEL

Jefferson Building
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 204
Towson, Maryland 21204

410-887-2188
Fax: 410-823-4236
PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN CAROLE s. DEMILIO
People's Counsel Deputy People's Counsel

February 20, 2015

HA.v.. DELIVERED

John Beverungen, Administrative Law Judge
The Jefferson Building

105 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 103
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re:  Arnold & Anita Abel
23 Liberty Grove Court
Case No.: 2015-149-SPHX
Hearing scheduled February 27, 2015

Dear Judge Beverungen,

Consistent with our office’s responsibility under the County Charter § 524.1(a) to defend
the comprehensive zoning maps and law, we have reviewed preliminarily this zoning petition.
The request is for a special exception for a financial advisor. The petition presents under the R.C.
4 (Watershed Protection) Zone special exception, BCZR §. 1A03.3.B.12, for,

“Offices or studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects, engincers, artists,
musicians or other professional persons as an accessory use ....”

The use must be in the applicant’s primary residence, occupy no more than 25% of floor area,
and have no more than one nonresident professional associate or two nonresident employees.

The threshold issue is whether the Petitioner qualifies as an “other professional person”
as intended by or for the purpose of this zoning law.

Our google research, attached, shows that the Petitioner, Arnold Abel, is part of the
Central Maryland Team in the East Region for Thrivent Financial, with a listed addr.__ at this
property, 23 Liberty Ridge Court. Thrivent Financial is stated to be the marketing name for
Thrivent Investment Management, Inc., (TIM), a Minnesota corporation, itself a member and a
wholly owned subsidiary of Thrivent Financial for Lutherans. TIM is registered to do business

in Maryland.









~

CENTRAL MARYLAND TEAM | Thrivent Financial for Lutherans Page 1 of 2
o H R VE NT ogin s;//mysesvicethrivent.com/portat/m; ven
G; E]NANl(;]ALI B Log In (httpsy//mysesvice.thrivent. /portal/mythrivent)

Caonrctiog faith & fioinces for 90247 (ttps://wvav.thrivent.comy/)
Home (hitps://vwav.thrivent.comy)
Contact Us (https://wvew.thrivent.com/contact-us/)
Careers {https://vwvni thrivent.com/careers)
Register (https://service.thrivent.com/apps/MbrEnroliment/registerAccessinfolnit.do)

e

darniTile L MAKING & NIFFEQENCE ~Lanare 2 e FuFNTe -Lndnnnm‘c—
(HTIPS //WWW THRIVENT, COM/ABOUT(HTTPS //‘WWW THRIVENT ~OM /MAKING(HTTPS/ | AW THRIVENT £ /GOALS{HTTPS:/ NYWW. THRIVENT. COM/PRODUCTS,
US, -A-DIFFERENCE/) “AND-LIFE- -EVENTS/)

Fird a Financ:al Representative > CENTRAL MARYLAND TEAM

Fisg a Fiearciat Reprasentative

Market Snapshot
uow 17,7996 -69. m

NASDAQ 480262 +14. 97

S&P 500 2.06&06 -283

Quates detayed at besst 20 mne.

Daily Values

¢ Mut 103
¢ Varigoe anquities
* Varagie Uniyarsal Life

| Want To

+ Have a Financial Representative contact me

+ Find my Regional financia! Qffice
. » Learn maore about working with a Financial Representative

CENTRAL MARYLAND TEAM

Phone: 443.576-0041

frac imaytandteam®thovent com
More Search Opticng
MyThrivent | Send to a Friend
Regional Financial Office:
EAST REGION

Team Members*

Arnold "Arnie’ Abel
Terr: B Glendenning Jr
Brittney R Hack
Timothy "Tim” Krause
Degoran D Schmitt your financial goals.

TeamInfo  Team Memboers  Office Staff

Role
Qur team is here to help you achieve

Our team of financial professionals
Team Address* works together on your behalf, We are
committed to building tong-term
relationships on 8 cne-on-one basis.
At the same time, you'll benefit from
our combined knowledge and

23 Liberty Ridge Ct
Owings Mills, MD 21117
Get Directions

https ://service.thx_‘ivent.com/apps/locate/TeamingInfoAction.do?teamEmailID=ﬂdcentraim.. . 2/11/2015









Arnold "Arnie" Abel | Thrivent Financial for Lutherans

Licensing Information*

« | am licensed to do
business in DE, MN, TX,
FL, VA, NY, CO, SC, PA,
MA, LA, NC, MD, AZ, GA,
NH and \WV

*| fcensing is available through

youir State Insurance
Department's website, which

can be located through the

National Assoctation_of
nsurapc issio

website.

Securities and Investmert advisory services are offered through Thrivent Investment Management In¢.,
625 Fourth Ave. S., Minnsapolis, MN 55415, a FINRA and SIPC member and a wholly owned subsidiary of

help you implement an integrated financial sirategy. Our team
can aiso assist you by providing a product- ar issue-based
solutlon, or we can take a values-based approach to prepating
for your financia! future,

Experlence

¢+ 1 have been with Thrivent Financial for 31 years.

Involvement

[ am married, | have 3 children. | am a member of Pilgrim
Lutheran in Battimore, MD. in my spare time { enjoy religious
aclivities, fishing, reading, spending time with family, electronics,
traveling, volunteering, writing and golfing.

Team

My team is structured to allow you to work primarily with one
financial representative. This gives you the opportunity to build a
{ong-term relationship with sameone you'll come 1o Xnow and
respect. However, | want you to know I'l have access to the
combined experience and expertise of other representatives on
my team. The result is a more in-depth fevet of service that
ensures your spegific financtal concerns and goals are
addressed.

Thrivent Financla}

Thiivent Financial is 2 financial services organization that helps
Chiristians be wise with money and live generously. For more
than a ¢entury we've helped our nearly 2.4 million member-
owners make wise money choices that reflect their values. And
we provide opportunities for them to be even more generous
where they live, work and worship. With more than $20.4 biltion
in assets under management sand more than $6.9 billion in total
surplus (as of 12/31/13), you can be ¢confident in our financial
strength and stability.

Thrivent Financial far Lutherans. Thrivent Financial representatives are registered representatives of
Thrivent investment Management Inc. They are a!so ticensed Insurance agents of Thrivent Financial.

Fee-based investment advisory services are available through qualified investment advisor

representatives only.

© 2015 Thrivent Financiat, All rights reserved.

Page 2 of 2

Insurance products issued or offered by Thrivent Financial, the marketing name for Thrivent Financial for Lutherans, App!
avaifable in afl states. Products issued by Thrivent Financlal are available to appticants who meet membership, insurabiity, U.S, citizenship and residency
requirements. Securities and investment advisory services are offerad through Thrivent Investment hManagement Inc., 625 Fourth Ave, S,, Minneapolls, MN
55415, a FINRA (hitpy//waw.finra.orgland SIPC {httpy//www.sipc.org/imember and a whelly oxned subsidiary of Thrivent Thrivent Financial representatives
are registered representatives of Thrivent [nvestment Management Inc, They are also licensed insurance agents/producers of Thrivent. Fee-based
investment advisory services ara avallable through qualified ) t advisor representatives only.

Trust and investment management accounts and services offered by Theivent Trust Company are not insured by the FOIC or any other federal government
agency, are not depasits or ather abligations of, nor guaranteed by Thrivent Trust Company or its affiliates, and are subject ta investment risk, including

possible {oss of the principal amount invested,

https://service.thrivent.com/apps/locate/AssociateDetailAction.do?falD=arnold.abel%40thr... 2/11/2015
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% THRIVENT B Log In (hitpsy//myservice.thrivent.com/portal/mythiivent)
FINANCIALY

Casaecting falth 8 flasaces fer g204™ (https://wrenw.thrivent.comy)
Home {https://www.thrivent.com/)
Contact Us (https://vawy.thrivent.com/conact-us/)
Careers {htips://vanw.thrivent.com/careers)
Register (https://service.thrivent.com/apps/MbrEnrolment/registerAccessinfolnit.do)

o]

[
ode dROUIT IR el MAKING A NIFFERENCE <L eanatc & niee FuENTS o pdantirTe—
(HTTPS://WHYWW THRIVENT COM/ABOUT(HTTPS:/ /WAL TURIENT AN /MAKINGHTTPS: / AMAVW THRIVENT ANM/GOALS(HTIPS://WWW.THRIVENT.COM/PRODUCTS,
Us/) -A-DIFFERENCE/) -AND-LIFE-EVENTS/)

Find a Financial Representative > Map/List of All RFOs

Regionat Financial Office

re L, Ao

Quick Search
Refine your search.

First Name: T !

Last Name:

Team —
Name: .

City:

State: Select.. __[f:

ZIP Code:

Search
Within:

Select...

More Search Optlions
MyThrivert | Send to a Friend

Thrivent Financial has regicnal financial offices located across the United Statss. These offices are made
up of financia! representatives who serve members on a local level, Your local regional office can find a
financial representative to assist you.

Use the map or list to find a regicnat financial office near you.

Central Minnesata Region - RFO 380 Northland Region - RFQ 435

Chicagoland Regic F0 291 Ohio and Western PA Region ~ RFO 230
East MN & Narthwest Wi Reglon — RFQ 283 Pacifi scade Regien - 54

Eas jon = Pennsylvania Region ~ RFO 165

Last Wi & Upper M1 Reglon - RFQ 361 Recky Mauntain Region - RFO

Florida & Georgia Region - RFQ 190 South Regicn - RFQ 384

Great Lakes Region - RFQ 240 South Wisconsin Regien — RFGQ 523

https://service.thrivent.com/apps/locate/R foListAction.do 2/11/2015



Page 2 of 2

Greater lowa Region - RFO 365 hwest Redion - RFQ 529
Kansas & Missour Region ~ RFQ 410 St, Louis Heartland Region - RFO 528
Mid-America Region - RFO 270 " Texas Region - RFO 475
Nebraska Region ~ RFQ 378 Two Rivers Region - RFO 375

orthe ion - R 5 Northwest Region - RE 5

© 2015 Thrivent Financial. Al rights reserved.

Insurance produets issued or offered by Thrivent Financlal, the marketing name for Thrivent financial for Lutherans, Applaton, V1. Nat all products are
avaitable In all states. Products issued by Thrivent Financial are avallable to applicants who meet membership, insurabllity, U.S. citizenship and residency
requirements. Securities and Invesiment advisory services are offered through Thrivent Investment Management Ine., 625 Fourth Ave, 5., Minneapolis, MN
55415, a FINRA {hitp://www.finra.org)and SIPC (hiip:/ /v sipc.org/}member and a wholly aaned subsidiary of Thrivent. Thrivent Financial representatives
ara registered representatives of Thrivent Investment M: nent Inc. They are also licensed insurance agents/producers of Thrivent, Fee-based
investment advisory sarvices are available through qualified investment advisor representatives onty,

Trust and investmant management accounts and services offered by Thavent Trust Company are not insured by the FOIC or any ather fedaral goverament
agency, ara not deposits or other obfigations of, nor guaranteed by Thrivent Trust Company o its affiliates, and are subject 10 investment risk, including
possible loss of the principal amount Invested.

https://service.thrivent.com/apps/locate/RfoListAction.do 2/11/2015



Arnold Abel, in Owings Mills, MD | US News Advisors - . Page 1 of 3

Home | Retirement | Personal Finance | Careers | Investing Real Estate

Best Mutual Funds  Best ETFs 529 Plans  Financial Advisors  [nvesting Insighls  Smarter Investor Blog Find advisors:  Mama of kocation V;;"”"l

Home > Money > Investing > Financial Advisors > Amold Abet

Arnold Abel

Thrivent Investment Management Inc

Advisor Type: Dual Registered
Years of Experience: 28

Address: 11165 Dolfield Blvd
Ste 200
Owings Mills, MD 21117

Years of Experience

(=

0 Years 50 Years

Shaded area represents years of experience for al! 7,440 MD advisors.
Experignce measure for this advisor is drawn from gavernment filings as of 6/25/13.

Client Types

Ctient information Is for Thrivent Invesiment Management Inc and are based on the percentaganf‘asseis
under management.

E] Individuats
EI High Net Worth Individuals

Corpocations or Other
Businesses

H Other

http://money .usnews.conv/financial-advisors/advisor/arnold-abel- 1582180 2/11/2015



Arnold Abel, in Owings Mills, MD | US News Advisors Page 2 of 3

Client types are by firm, and represent a percentage of assels under management. For additional ) . _
information on Arnold Abal's client base, please contact the advisor. Are you an advisor? Have queslions about s site?
Contact the U.S. News Advisor Finder.
Advisor data pravided by Financial Media Group.

Fees & Compensation As of 6.25.13

Compensation types are listed for Thrivent Investment Management inc. Contact the advisor far
individual fee slructure details.

Fee Only
This firm is compensaled by clients, often based on a flat fee or a percentage of client assets.

Subscription Fees
This firm receives compensation from pericdicals or newsletlers.

Commission
This fiem is compensated by commissions from sales of financial products.

Fixed Fees
This firm chargas a fiat fee for services, which may vary from firm 10 firm.

Hourly .
This firm offers services based on an hourly fee.

Performance-Based Fees
This firm can be compensated based on a share of capital gains on, or capital appreciation of, client
assets.

Disclostre Events Asof 52513

This advisor has no disclosure filings listed.

When financial advisors have events in their practice that could influence their ability to advise clients,
they're required to disclose those events, lo regulators. Such disclosure event filings can inciude certain
criminal and civil matlers, regulatory actions against them, customer complaints or instances of
arbitration or termination of employment The existence of such filings may not result in censure or
penalty for an advisar and customer complaints against advisors may be frivolous. Also, such filings may
not represent alt rcegulalory or legal actions against a firm or adviser. For meore detailed information on
Arnold Abel's conduct, please visit Finra's BrokerCheck, the SEC’s Investment Adviser Public Disclosure
dalabase, or your state’s regulatory agencies.

http://money.usnews.com/ﬁnéncial~advisors/advisor/arnold—abel- 1582180 2/11/2015



DAT: UCC and Charter Search Page 1 of 1

fMaryland Depardment of Assessments and Taxatio~ @ siness Services (w4} Search Heiﬁj
i

Charter Search Resulils for : THRIVENT INVESTMENT

Dept.tD Entity Name | Entity Detalls Status

THRIVENT INVESTMENT

| Fo2342i11 MANAGEMENT INC.

Generat info. Amendments Personal Property  INCORPORATED

L flodnt recinsa.nrg/ice-charter/Pages/CharterSearch/default.aspx 2/11/2015



DAT: UCC and Charter Search

e~~-ch Help |

} Maryland C~~~-tment of Assessments and Taxation Business Services (w4)

1
1

H
i

i General Information

Entity Names: THRIVENT INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT INC.

Department (D: F02342111

Amendments
i,

Principal Offtice {Current):

Resident Agent {Current):

Status:

Good Standing:

Business Code:

Date of Formation or Registration:
State of Formation:
Stock/Nonstock:

Close/Not Close:

Personal Property | Certificate of Status

H

CORPORATION TRUST CENTER
1209 ORANGE STREET
WILMINGTOWN, DE 19801

THE CORPORATION TRUST INCQ !ATED
351 WEST CAMDEN STREET
BALTIMORE, MD 21201

INCORPORATED

Yes
What does it mean when a business Is not in good standing or forfeited?

Qrdinary Business - Stock
05/41/1987

DE

Stock

Unkaown

http://sdat.resiusa.org/ucc-charter/Pages/CharterSearch/default.aspx

Page 1 of |

2/11/2015



DAT: UCC and Charter Search

Maryland Department of Assessments and Taxation Business Services (wd) - Search Help f
. Entity Name: THRIVENT INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT INC.
© Department ID: F02342114
[ General information Amendinenls Parsonal Propenrty ; Certificate of Status
Description Date Filed Film Folio Pages View Order
Document Copies
RESIDENT AGENT CHANGE OF  12/01/2009 2:43 PM 2 & g
ADDRESS
STATEMENT OF NAME CHANGE 07/03/2002 10:13 AM B00400 1245 2 o =

THIS AMENDMENT RECORD INDICATES THE NAME CHANGE FROM: AAL CARITAL MANAGEMENT CORPORATION. TO:
THRIVENT INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT INC..

CHANGE OF R.AA. 1171997 8:30 AM F3998 83 1359
CONVERTED AMENDMENT 05/02/1891 8:52 AM F3329 1140 2

CERTIFIED STATEMENT MERGER OF AAL ADVISORS INC. (UNQUALIFIED DE)

CERTIFIED STATEMENT - 05/02/1991 8:52 AM £3329 1240 2 @]
MERGER
QUALIFICATION 05/11/1987 11:00 AM F2917 1794 3

hitp://sdat.restusa.orgfucc-charter/Pages/CharterSearch/default.aspx

Page 1 of 1

2/11/2015



DAT: UCC and Charter Search Page 1 of 1

}_i%aryland Depariment of Assessmenls ar T~vation Business Services (wd-)_ ) Search Help 1
!

Entity Name: THRIVENT INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT INC. Dept ID #:F02342111

Ack#: 1000361999033195

Principle Office: CORPORATION TRUST CENTER
1209 ORANGE STREET
WILMINGTON, DE 13801

Resident Agent: THE CORPORATION TRUST INCORPORATED
351 WEST CAMOEN STREET
BALTIMORE, MO 21201

http://sdat.resiusa.org/ucc-charter/Pages/CharterSearch/default.aspx 2/11/2015



DAT: UCC and Charter Search Page [ of 1

Entity Name: THRIVENT INVESTISENT MANAGEMENT INC, Dept iD #:F02342111

Ack#t: 1000361987213836

Principle Office: CORPORATION TRUST CENTER
1209 ORANGE STREET
WILMINGTON, DE 19801

Resident Agent: THE CORPORATION TRUST
300 E LOMBARD ST
BALTIMORE, MO 21202

http://sdat.resiusa.org/uce-charter/Pages/CharterSearch/defaunlt.aspx 2/11/2015
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[ Real Property Data Search {w2)

SDAT: Real Property Search

Search Result for BALTIMORE COUNTY

Guide to searching the database

V|ew Map

View Gronndﬁent RedemLhon

V|ew GroundRe at Reglstratlon

Account {dentilier:

District - 02 Account Number - 2000009370

Qumor infarmatign

Owner Name: ABEL ARNCLD T ~381 RESIDENTIAL
ABEL ANITA Principal Residence: YES
Mailing Address: 23 LIBERTY RIDGE CT Deed Reference: 112648/ 00567
- OWINGS MILLS MD 24117
-4600
Location & Structure Infurmauwa
Premises Address: 23 LIBERTY RIDGE CT Legal Description: 4,561 AC
. 0-0000 23 LIBERYY RIDGE CT
e e e e e RESERVOIRRIDGE
Map: Grid: Parcel: Sub Subdivision: Section: Block: Lot: Assessment Plat 2
District: ear: )
0066 0007 0572 0000 12 2013 Plat 0054/
N R e e . _Ref: 0144
Speclal Tax Areas- Town. NONE
Ad Valorem:
e [ e YaxClass:
Primary Structure Above Grade Enclosed Finlshed Basement Property Land County
Bui Area Area Are Use
4. 5600 AC 04

1988 3,048 SF 600 SF

Stories  Basement Type

STANDARD UNIT  SIDING

“Exterior —Fl_llllﬁ;(fBatl‘x ' Garz;lc;);

3 futt’ 1 hait

1 Attached

La&t_i\ﬂajor Renova!mn

Value Information

Type: NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER
Seller: BRRA_NDONWOOD DEVE LOPMENT  Date: 12/10/1987

Deed1:/12648/ 00567

Deed2:

Price: $65,000

Base vawmwe Value Phase-in Assessments
: As of As of As of
01/01/2013 07/01/12014 07/01/2015

Land: 216,900 162,700

Improvements 326,200 312,300

Total: 543,100 475,000 475,000 475,000
Preferentlal L= 0 0

T-~=~for Information
Seller: ABEL ARNOULWY vate; 02/05/1998 Price: $0

COR
Type ARMS LENGTH IMPROVED Deed1: I07746I 00595 Deedz
“seller: - " Date: T “Price: .
Type: Deed1: Deed2:
Exemption Information
Partial Exempt Assessments:  Class 07/0112uv14 070112016
County: 000 0.00
State: 000 0.00
Municipal: %0 .__ 00000 _.ogoje0
Tax Exempt Speclal Tax Recapture:
Exempt Class: NONE

Home~*~~- Application Information

Homestead Applivu.on Status: Approved Oariz <014

http://sdat.resiusa.org/RealProperty/Pages/default.aspx

H

Pége 1 of 1

2/18/2015



SDAT: Real Property Search Page 1 of 1

Baltimore County evs Searc :ilsdat.resiugsa.org/RealPrope

District: 02 Account Number: 2000 009370

MAP 65-P30 _,/

o

| i

The information shown on this map has been compiled from deed descriptions and plats and is not a property survey. The map sheuld not be used far legal
descriptions. Users noting errors are urged to notify the Maryland Department of Planning Mapping, 301 W. Preston Street, Baltimore MD 21201.

it a plat for a property is needed, contact the local Land Records office where the property is localed. Plats are also available online through the Maryland State
Archives at wwnwv.plats.net (hitp:/fwwvr.plats.net).

Property maps provided courtesy cof the Maryland Departmient of Planning ©2011.

For more information on efeclronic mapping applications, visit the Maryland Department of Planning web site at

www.mdp.state.md,us/OurProdugtstOurProducts.shtm! {http:ihvawmd)  * ~ .md.us/OurPraducts/OurProducts.shtmi).

http://sdat.resiusa.org/realproperty/maps/showmap.html?countyid=04&accountid=02+200... 2/18/2015



. §19:16.Profoacions and slmilar oceup 3 Am. Law. Zoning § 18:96 (5¢th ed.)

2 Am. Law, Zoning § 10515 (5th ed.)

Amezican Low of Zoning
Database updated Novembor 2014
Patricia E. Salkin
Chapler 19. Home Oeenpations
1. Profeszionz and Similer Occupeiions

References

§ 1905, Proft and simiilac ]

Prior t6 the reatriction af'land use lhrough comprehensive zonkng, one of the common nonresidential uzes of dwollings waz
the esteblishment an¢ mance of 3 home office by 6 professional perzon, Many physicians maintained o homa office;
soma attorneys conveited rooms in Meir honres to offica use; and home offices were not uncomman amang architects, nrtlsts,
ictans, and other profeseional persons. A< these offices were shore nnd fess obirusive than miast identin
uses, zoning ordlnnnces nsually p d thein 10 contime, not o forming waes, bul us yses of right. It is common
praclice (o a zoning ordinance to nuthorize the uso of a dvelling in a residentin! district az a p ionad office of a persan
. who aceuples zuch dwelling. !
Ordinmmees differ in the mumber of professions included in the proup penmitted to maintain home offices, the disirizts in which
such offices inny be mnintained, ang in whether or not the home office may be the priacipal office of the professional resident
of tha dwolling. Uzunlly such offices constituto permified agcosaory uses iu the most restricted, single-family distriets.?
A mora restrained permission to establish home offices Iz granted in reguintions which permit snch offices provided that they
are nat the principal offices of the professional | The zoning ordi of Salt Lake City, Utaly, provides that eezinin
oceupations sich as o barber, physiclan or therapist, may be penmissible 83 b pations if they do not aegntively impact

tbe residentinl ch ofthe noighborhood. 3 A majar portion of the itigation relating to professional effices in residentisi

districts is d with the quafification ns a profozsionat person of the rezident who seeks to eswblish or maintnin tho-

office, Wihether a particslar office may or may nol be loented it a residential district It a simple matter swliere (he regulations
apecify the p ionel uses that aro penminted or exeluded. However, some ordinances authorize homs offices for specified

professions mid add the words “ofher professional person™ of gencnu langusgo of simitar import. 4 Where uch geutoral
language Iz employed, persons who practice ing. y medicine, and other professions, as yeell as veal-estat
brokers, inswanco ngentz, and o variety of busi seck to maintain offices In resldential districts, althongh they are not

listed speeifically among those profeszions favored by tha ardinunce. The cases which have resulted from these atempts
10 establish home offices will be reviewed in flia scetions i distely fallowing. T Hy, unless othervise nored the

4

cases and examples in these sections would apply only to monicipalities that conli to specify “professional™

by nams that are permissible, mther than moviug to performance based standardz az many municipalities have donn.

Westlaw. © 2014 Thomson Renters. No Claim to Ocig, U.S. Govt, Works.

Foolnates

1 Zoring Resolutioh Clty of Now York § 12- lD(l%S 2% amended). Avalinbla ai; hitp/syvavmye.goviimlidop/pd Pzane/artCl ¢02.pdf.
Coastruction and effect of zonlng provision H usc for “p L on‘lce 24 ALLR, 3 1128,

2 Little Rock Coda § J6-252 (2008). Availablo at: fittpuh /R 3.0sp7pld=l 1 170&3id—,

3 Zaning Ordinaaco of Salt Loko City, Utaly, 214.36,030 (1995). Avallable at: llilp‘/lé‘.l]3;1QSJJUUTISIHV.ZQLIILL%ZGCll)‘/
Index m

4 A ordinnace 13 aot anconstitutional which permita “a phiysiclon, lavwyer, archiiecs, teashor ar siniblar profassional person reaiding

on ho premizes™ (o mnbiuin bn offico in o realdentlut dislriet, People v. Cully Realty, Ine,, 107 Mize, 24 169, 442 N.Y.5.2d 847
(App. Tenn 1981). .
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§ 19:15.Profosslons and simliar pati 3 Anv. Law. Zonlng § 19:16 {8th ed.)

5 A New York ordi tiated 1ho iruditiona! lenrned prof “singla physiclun, dentiat, chiropractor, Jnwyer, nrehitect, enginecr,
surveyor, oecountant, finanalal planier, Insumnce agant or teacher tra pennissiblo acenpations as of tight.” i sddition, “siwilar
uscs, which do nat plier che chasacier of the liouse s o resldence, miny .., ba permibtted.” The district eourt semnnded the case wihity
1he Instruictions 10 evolugto tha proposed uso agninat the stoidard of maintainlng the resldential anture of the home Instzod of on
analysis o how much n mortgago biroketago iz simtlac or dlf¥crent from & ral e2tole buslacsa or s insutanco business, Tho decislon
alz0 cosmpelled the bourd to waigh the ercdible evidento th the propozed uso plicd with the 1l i i of the
ordinuce o lssue a3 1o numbor o employees, autstdo lpns, eto.” Arcori v, Toww of lulip Zoning Bd. of Appenls, 16 A.D.3d 411,
791 N.Y.S.24 149 2d Dep't 2005),
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§ 19:16.Doctots, dontlats, and aurgoons, 3 Am. Law. Zoning § 19:18 (5th od.}

el

2
2

23

24

tho premises, miber Mon an Insidentsl use o3 requived by the erdinance. Mabice v, Bonrd of Adjusiment of Basough of Folr Lawn,
S4NJ. Supes, §73, 227 A2d 5L (App. Div. 1267), Judgmont al'd, 55 NJ, 1, 258 A.2d 705 {1969).

But sce Sullivan v. Cliy of Albany Bd. of Zoniag Appenla, 20 AD.3d 665, T98 N.Y.S.2d 200 (3d Dep't 2005) uphalding the zoning
Loard's gront of  varlanca atlkowing properly to bo 2old with o donlist oMice m par of o residontind howe.

A zoning ordinance, profibiting tho e of prosilses for prolbstional pirpozes unloze the offleo is lo 1he user's sesidence, woa not ©

P n

3 arbilrary, and
Mize, 2d 734, 315 N.Y $.2d 445 (Dot T1. 1970).

tet

7 for fallnre bo detino the term “sesldent.” Tawn of Smithiown v. Serby, 64

“Whore v zoting ordinanco permitted profeasional offices in AAA, AA and A distriets az seccssory nzes, limicd 1o the dwelling

In which the prolezaions! peroon rezides, nad where land (h a T3 or BB district may bo used “for nny purpaso permiticd in » mors
reatrictive distriot,” the court hicld thal v doctor wing permliled to establish ne oftice i o B o DY zone shhough ke did not liva in tha

bailding, The lhnitation to a resfdent profeasfonal did nol carry over with the uss, K derv. 1 d YNlage of Hempsiead,

31 Mise, 2412, 224 N.Y.5.24 461 (Sup 1961).

Chartotte, N.C., Zoning Ordimnee § 12408) (2008) (limilation of 25% of ana Noor). Avnitalle ot: hup/fwwv.chameck org/NR/
don} Jdo3aezk urysnf)q7pedil rstd S veipetmot3 mogdhipn 7rugretity!

ZoningOedClty Chapler)2.pdf.
Meery v. Zoning Nd. of Adjustinent, 406 Pa, 393, 178 A.2d 393 (1962),

See olxo MeCloud v. Woodmaneee, 165 Olifo St 271, 59 Ohio Qp. 361, 13S NLE2d 316 (1950).

Sea Stewnrt v. Barber, 182 Mize, 91, 43 N.Y.5.24d 560 (Sup 1943)

*When a professionst man pursucs rn aceupation In his homa in whilcl: Lt i necezsary thet patieats, alionls or pairons eall ol his home
{or the purpose of oblalning treatmsnt, o shnilar netlvity, It thon beeomez o nbowresidential vre.” N, H. Inglo & Sons, (no. v. Laurdeh,
52 1L App. 2d 18, 240 N.0.2d 9 (2d Dit. 1968), .

Stfltoar Cond, Co, v, Town of Horrison, 143 NY.S.2d £04 (Sup 1955); Coaner v, City of University Park, 142 5.W.2d 706 (Tex.
Citv. App. Datlns 1940), writ refused.

A zoalng ordlonce Iz ot unconziltutional simply becanze It protibliz tho pmctice of dowiatey in somo regientia! disteiets of the
mumicipotity, Cerbone v. Villags of Melham Manos, 39 Misc, 24 320, 240 N.V.S.2d 523 (Sup 1963), order sfld, 20 A.D.24 627,
245 N.Y.S.2d 3003 (24 Deph 1963).

City of Champaigs v, Rescaax, 15 1, 24 363, 155 N.IL24 34 (1958).

City of Minmi Reach v, Silvor, 67 So, 2d 646 (Fla. 1253),

Stkrysak v, Villago of Mt, Praspect, 13 1L 24 329, 148 NE2d 721 {1958).

A uea which [z axprossty peohibiied in the zoning ardinance casnot be am neceasory ar insidental use, City of Sherldan v. Keen, 34
Colo, App. 228, 524 P.2d 1390 (1974), .

City of Harlingen v. Feenor, 153 8,W.2d 671 (Tex. Civ. App, Smt Anlonlo 1941), writ relised w.o.m, (Oct. 22, 1941).

Yocum v. Teld, 129 Fla, 764, 176 So, 753 (1937).
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§ 29:17. Optomelrists

An ordinanes which penuils a docter or dentist o maintain an office in his home in 3 cesidentiat district may axcluda the
offico of an 1st. Such cxchision does not itute invalid discimination beeause the legislative authority might

pi

reazonnbly eonelude tht there is more need In residontial atess for the services of u doctor or dentist. !

Westlaw, © 2414 Thomson Reuters. Na Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works,

Tootaotes

1 A ¢lty can seasonnbly conclude thet thero 2 more need of a doctor, dentlst of surreon rather than an oplomolrizt, in & residontinl arca.
City of City of SL. Ann v, Elnin, 661 S.1V,2d 632 (Mo. Ct App. E.D, 19€3).
Tho cout hie)d that 6 reasonabie basis existed for Iiniting 10 n doctor ol mediclne or deathisy the use ofn privato dwelling In nrcaldenco
2ans v9 b combined residence and oflics, The classificetion did not nu Invalld discristnction ngeinstan ist as there
wiis mare need to have the doctor of metlicing or dentistry i the nred in cose of smerpencics. Siuaway v. Villags af Soulh Ormnge,
104 NI, Supcr. 477, 250 A.2d 429 (App, Dlv. 1969),

——
Faseh af Daciucnt D015 Thamson Kerrirs. No clalm to origrial U.S. Govemntent Worke,

WestlaNext © 2015 Thomson Roders. N claim to ariginal U.S. Govornmont Works. 1
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§ 19:23. Insuranco ogents

An insurce ofTice i3 a business uge witich mny nol ba mainlained in a dwelling in a residentinl district unless the regulations

list such offices nz permitted t ions. ! Some ardi specifically oxclude insuranca ngents (rom their defmition
ofhome occupation. 2 Theze generalities niny not be valid where the language of the ordinance is brondor thius that commonly
used in describing the komo offices which nre permitted. Thnts, n Texns comt conztrued an ordinance to pemyit any sccupation
provided the limitalions of the ordinaace with respect {0 how home ocapations may bs conducted wera observed. Thia

ion permitted the ofsu i officeina iat disteict, >
Speoilic decisions are lackiug, but it tcams ble to lude thal m i broker wou'ld bo regorded a3 more 1
business man than a professionn? person, a3 the latter term iz uzed in regulations peamittiag professionnl offices in residentlal
diztricts, However, recently, inzucnes offices hava been considered 1o be customary uses, and whore they comply with other

] , ios will notinally be permitted og home ions in residentinl zones,* |

(Cok oy

Westlny. © 2014 Thomson Reufers. No Claim te Orig. U.S, Govt. Worka,

Pootnotes .

1 Sew Arcorl v, Town of 1zlip Zoalng Bd of Appenls, 16 A,03d 441, 791 N.Y,5.2d 149 {24 Dep't 2005).
Although the zoning orditiance allowed “profazslonal alficos™ 16 be eztabli 11 o muitl-fomtly sesld district, tho mere foct
thit an insurancs broker was llcensed by tha stite did nat qaolily lin as n “professlonal™ Reloh v. Clty of Rending, 3 Pa. Comuw,
511,284 A2d 315 (1971} :
Anl agency i3 pot a profosslonal office within the meaning of 2a ordi that parmits p 1 offices I a rezidentiol
zone ot candltianal ases. Geaghan v, City of Bath, 564 A.2d 393 (Mo, 1989),

2 Codo of Oxdllnnnoces, Clty of Taylor, Michigau, § 2.05(96) (2007). Avoilable nt: inpsjwy icod: /g a3p?
pid=12014&zid=22,

k) Board of Adjusiment v. Underweod, 332 S.\V.24 583 (Tex, Clv. App. San Anlento 1960), writ refused n.r.o, (May 11, 1960).
Whero the roning ordinance requiced that (he property be userd for resldential purposes, but permitted cortaln homa t
&2 an Inaurance bustuess, the vee of the home far such prrposes i8 proper. However, tho primary vso ofthe dwelling wnil muat romale

idenlinl potitan Davelo) G I of Marion Connty v. Mullln, 399 N.E.2d 751 (Ind, Cr App. 1979),

4 A Now York nppelinta court tesolved tha question of whethar ar not a homs ewner's yse of hiz garage for ifs mortgege breker

Duainesses waa penmined by finding et i1 closcly tod ao e wpency, y hote pition, eather than o reale

esinte ngoncy, A buziness not conzidered to be cusiomasily peneticed in the Uoine. Arceri v, Town of Tslip Zonlng Bd. of Appeals,
16 AD3A 41, T9LNY.S.2d 149 (2d Dep't 2005),

End of Dacument £ 2013 Thomson Reutens. No claint i original U.S. Qavernmen Works

WestlinvNext' @ 2015 Thomson Rauters. No claim to oiginal U.S, Govarnment Works. . 1



IN THE MATTER OF “ BEFORE THE
THE APPLICATION OF
JORGE ESCALANTE -PETITIONER * COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION ON PROPERTY

OCATED ON THE SW/CORNER JOPPA * oF

CAD AND SIXTH AVENUE
(3106 SIXTH AVENUE) ) . BALTIMORE COUNTY
1™ ELECTION DISTRICT . Case No. 00-184-X
6™ COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT

- L L3 = - - » - -
NYON
Backeround

This mater is before the Board on an appenl llrom ‘a decision of the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County denying a special exception for a professional office (real
estate broker) on a residential property owned by Mr. Escalante at 3106 Sixth Avenuve in Carney,
Baltimore County, Maryland, Mr. Escalante was represented by Michaet P. Tm;czyn, F_squir.c.
Deputy Peogle's Cotnsel Carole S. Demilio opposed the Petition for Special Exception. The
hearing was beld before the Board on November 6, 2001, The parties filed beicfs with the Boatd,
which were s.ub(niucd by close of business on De;:cmber 3,200}, A public deliberation was held
on December 19, 2001,

Faclg

The Petitioner is the awner of 3106 Sixth Avenuc which he purchased in Ogtober 1998.
This ts 2 .22 acre comer [ot located on the sonthwest comer of Joppa Road and Sixth A;lcnue Just
cast of Harford Road and Avondale Road. The property is zoned D.R. 5.5, The 20ning actoss
Joppa Road for five separate structures immediately cast of the Camey Village Shopping Center

is R-O. The Caraey Village Shopping Center is zoned a combination of B.L. and B.L-AS, The

Loace Mo, 00-194- Nforve £ conte - Pektionge (Lewn] Gwner 2

property immedistely adjacent to the rear of the site, known as 3117 Joppa Road, s zoned R-O
md {s improved with a 2 % story frame structure which is used as a real estate office.

Mr. Escalante indicated that he bad trangferred the propety to his meiher. He also
testified that he purchased the propesty after it hnd been vacant for several years. The property
was in very greaf disrepair and he made major imptovements, gutting the interior of the structure
and eefurbishing alt of the rooms. The house is a split-level thouse, and Mr. Escalante has made
an office in the basement of the housc, e presented a drawing of the house and indieated that
he had token measurements of each room and that the office did not ocenpy more than 25 pereent
of the total spuce of the home. Mr, Esenlante bas also paved the frant j.a:m of the yard of the
home 1o make 2 parking lot for approxiniately two cars. He has constructed a privacy fence
around the rear and side of the home 1o shicld the offiee and driveway from the neighbors, Mr,
Escalante is a real estate broker with a broker's license. He employs one sales person and a
nonprofessional individual in the office,

Mr. Escalante pert‘omwd the renovations on the home and constructed the office without
obtaining a special exception, He lried unsuecesstully to have the site rezoned to R-0 or R-O-A
in the 2000 Comprehensive Map Process, It was a specific issus considered by the County
Council, and the Council ¢lected to retain the D.R. 5,5 zoning. He stoted that he tried 10 scll the
property aftec the decision by the Zoning Commissioncr but has been unable to sell, He owns
several other pjeces of property, one at 3128 E. Joppa Road, which has two aparimenss, and a
piece of property on Havford Road which he used as an insurance sales office for n period of time
but is now vacant,

Hobert Maimud, a Yicensed propeity ine surveyor, testified on bebalf of M. Escalante

with respect to the zoniag of various pieces of property in the surounding area. He testified that

|
|




he bad diiven sround the surrounding neighborlioods, and it was his epinion that there would be
{tno congestion in the roads or alleys as a result of the operation of a real estate office at the
subject site. He also indicated with generally “yes™ ar “n6” answers with respect to the other
criterin set forth in § 502_.1 of the Balimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) il; order touncet
the requireinents for o special execption.

. Marilyn Ryan, a neighbar living at 3014 Sixth Avenue, testified on behalf of the People’s
Counsel, She felt thnt>if the specinl exception was atlowed it would be encroaching it the
community of Thorweod Park in which she lives. In addition, she stated that it is difficult to
get oato Joppa Roud from the subject property sitc and that individuals would probably be
turning right coming out of thc- driveway of Mr, Escalante’s home, and would be going through
the comsnunity i;1 order to 'gnin access to'Jopp:x Road i‘rom another avenuc,

Ruth Baisden, President of the Greater Parkvilie Community Council, testified that it was
the position of their association that the house was nat an appropriate site for a real estate office.
It was her position that there were a number of offices available nlong Joppa Rond where a real

estate business could be located,

Cflices and otber commergial uses are prehibited in residential zones with the two
il cxceptions of a homc eccupation and a professional office. The home occupstion is not in
question in this situation. The Petitioner contends that Mr. Escalantc is a professional and
therefore qualifies for the special exeeption under the professional office criteria, not using more
thaa 25 percent of the home for his business. The issue is whether or not a real cstate broker can

be considered a professionnl within the meaning of the Baltimore County Zoning Regidations

{(BCZR). :

{::x\-g No 'un-wq.x forge B anle - Petitioner /Leant Quwnet 3
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Section [BO1.1.C.12 pe , by special exception:

Offices or snadios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architeets, engineers, anists,

musicians, or other professional persons, providing that any such office or snudio

is established within the same building as that serving as the professional person’s

primary residence; docs not oecupy more thae 25 percent of the total floor arca of

such residence; and docs not involve the employment of more than one

noncesiderit Frotessional associate, nor two other nonresident cmployess.

Counsel for Mr, Escalante srgucs that he falls within the definition of “othier professional
persans” as set forth in the above section, He cites the fact that M, Escalante has a Bachelor of
Sticnee degree from the University of Lima, Pen, in Business Adwministration and has
completed -36 of 48 credits towards an MBA degree at Johns [Topkins University. He began his
own business in March of 1998 and his co-employee is his flancée who is a licensed rea) estare
agent.  Counsel cites the fact that, as a real estate broker, Mr. Bscalunte was vequired to attend
90 hours of training, and is required to take 15 hours of continuing education every two years in
order to keep up his real cstate broker's license, 1€ he fails to take the coatinuing education
courses, his licensc becomes inaetive and he is not allawed to conduct business,

Couascl also states the fact that real estate brokers are govemed bylthc Maryland Real
Estate Brokers Act and the Statc Real Estate Commission, which has the power to license,
discipline and renew licenses and monitor the continuing cdueation programs. He cites the fact
tliat a real estote broker is required to have continuing education in the relevant changes to
Federal, State and local Faic Housing Laws, including fair housing advertising. The broker must
attend corses on these matters condueted by the Maryland Association of Realtors o member
boards or the Rea! Bstate Brokers of Baltimore City, or other similac professional sssociations.

Counse] elso contends that the decision rendered by the Zoning Commizsioner Iy dhe

Matter of Rickard A. Dalla Texza, in Case No. 85-78-X, which denied a specinl exception for a
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rcal estate broker based on the fact that the definition of “other proltssional™ in the County*s

zoning regulutions did not include a real estate broker, is not relevant at the present time, He

is not included within the regulitions, the Webster's Third New Intesnational Dictionary of the
it

that-definition.

The Board has reviewed the wstimony given at the hearing and the briefs submitted by
the parties, The Board s persugded by the excerpts from the American Lasw of Zoning, § 13.10,
cited by the Deputy People's Counsel. That states in part:

Problems arise when ne mention is made of this use, And a reni estate broker
seeks to establish a home office in a residential office urging that such s use is a
customary hpmc occupation or that a realior is a professional person within the
meaning of the regulation permiting professional offices. Both grounds for

maintaining real estate offices in residential districts have been rejected by the
courts,

A real estate broker is not a prefessional person, as that term is employed in
regulations permitting professional persons to establish home offices. While it is
recogrized thas realtors possess some professional characteristics, thesc are not
dominant. A real estate broker is a businessman rather than a prolessional person.
The fact thut realtors are licensed by the State does not constitute the business of
selling real estate n professional within the meaning of the zouing regulations. ...

Even the definition as sct fqnh by the Petitioner in his brief, citing Webster’s Third New
International Dictionary of the Engfish Language, Unabridged, supports the fact that a real
estate broker is not 2 professional. Professicnal is thetein defined as:

A, Of, relating o, or characteristic of 2 professionat; or, B. Engaged in one of the
leamed professions or in an occupation requiring a high level of training and

proficiency characterized by or conforming to the technical or ethical standards of
a profession or an occupation maaifesting fine artistry or workmanship based on

cites the factzhat the Baltimore Countyr Zoning Regulations now require that, wheze a definition

' English Language, Unabridged eaust be consulted for the definition. He cites the definition of a

“peofessional”™ as set forth in Sebster s fnternational Dictionary and relies in part on o section of

Case Ny, 00.184-X Horre , _dnate ~ Periiloner /L egu) Ovwmer 9

sound knowledge and conscientiousness re 1g the results of education,
1 training, nnd cxpericnes,

All of the professions cited in the 2oning regulations which allow for a professional office
in the home are professions requiving extensive education and professional training. The 90
hours of real estate courses required to obtain a Srt;l.(cr's license do not quntify for the status of 2
professiona) as compared to a doctor, engincer, or lawyer. Many individuals are considered, and
nay be called, professionals, such a5 professional athletes, professional truck drivers, and other
rarious oceupations. Other occuporions require licenses in order 1o perform their jobs, but could
10t be considered professionals, such as beauticians, electricians; and plumbers, The Board is
| awate that the Defla Tezza decision was decided in October 1984, und no effort has been made
2y the Ballimorc.County Council to change the definition of “professional” to include real estate
brokers in the occupations set forth in BCZR § |B01.1.C.12. Itis not for this Bourd to change
tlu.;dc'ﬁni(ion to include real estate brokers, Therefore, the special excepiion is dented.

While 1t is not necessary for the Board 10 reach the question of whether or not the use
would meet the requirements of § 5'02,1 of the BCZR, the Board does note that Mr. Mahnud
testified as to the ceiteria, and did discuss the traffic aspects of the cequirements. However, with
respect o the other requirements of § 502,1, he did give conclusory “yes” or “no” answers
without supperting facts, The Board considers that this dacs not nicet the test of sufficient
evidcnee as stated by the Court in People’s Counsel v. Beachwood, 107 Md.App. 627, 649-51
(1995): “A self evident reason for rejecting as an cffcczi\;c catalyst as expert opinion that 2
mistake was made is the fact that the opinion is merely conclusory or is at best quasi-
conclusory.... The opinion of an expert is of little or no weight in the absence of strong

supporting facts.”
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ORDER
THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, by the Baltimore County Doard of Appeals, this {h%( day
Hof, {} k U » 2002, that the Petition for Speciat Exception sceking approval of a

professional alfice in a residential propeny zoned DR, 5.5 be and the same is hereby DENIED,
Any petition for judicial review from this decision mast be made in accordance with Rule
7-201 thraugh Rule 7-210 of the Maryiond Rudes.

COUNTY BOARD OF , ALS
QF BALTIMORE COUNTY

L ses

Lawrence S. Wescott, Chaianan

M My sy

Melissa Moyer A'tfa‘n-u:

/‘/L %:.u Jﬁ’é 1;_42/{, Lo

C. Lynn Bhranger N
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IN THE MATTER OF hd IN THE
JORGE ESCALBENTE
Avpellant *
o CIRCUIT COURT
* FOR
« COUNTY BORRD OF APPEALS, - * .+ BALTIMORE COUNTY B . Lo
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Appellee * Case No. 03-C~02-~1391
* L4 Y * * * * Al A d * * -
RULING

This matter came before the Court as an appeal filed by
Joxrge Lacalante, Appcllany, from an Order of the County Board of
hApppals of.Baltimore County (“Board¥)} in Case Ne. 00-184-X on
January 9, 2002, which denied Apellant’s Petition fpr Special
Exception for a professional office in a residential property
zoned deneslty residential (D.R.} 5.5, Arguments were. heard on
October 1, 2002. Upon considsration of.the entire zecord,
arguments aof counsel, and fox the reasons séilfoith in ther
Memorapdum Opinion filed concurrently herewith, It is thereupon
the 25%3 day cf QOctober, 2002, by the Circuit Court Tor
Baltimore County, Maryland,

ORDERED, that the decision of the Board sbhall pe and the
same is hereby AFFIRMED.

Judge Susan Souder

o pates vax simperman, 224, ECEIVE])

Carxole S. Demilio, Esq.

Michael Tanczyn, Esg. OCT 2 8 2002
BALTIMGRE COUNTY
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IN THE MATTER OF * IN THE
JORGE ESCALANTE
Appellant *
H CIRCUIT CCURT
* FOR
COUNTY .BORRD OF-APPEALS, * BALTIMORE COUNTY" *
FCR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Appellee * Case No. 03-C-02-1391
* * * , * *° * & + * -> *

MEMORANDUM OPINION

This matter came before the Court as an appeal filed
by Jorge Escalante, ARppellant, from an Order of the County
Board of Appeals of Baltimore County (“Boaxd”! on January
9, 2002y which denied Apollant’s Petition for Special
Exception for a professional office in a residentisl
property zoned density residential (D.R.} $.S5. Arguments
were hoard on Octoper 1, 2002, For the reasons diccussed
herein, the decision of the Board is hereby affirmed.

BACKCROUND ’

Appéllant, 2 licensed real estate broker, purchased
the property ak issue, 3106 Sixth Avenue, in October 1998.
T. 32. Although other properties nearby are zoned o
accommodake businesses, the property at lssue 1= zoned D.R.
5.5, T. 12-13. Office use is prohibited in residential
zones except as an accessory home occupation, ox as a
professional office exception as provided for underx
Baltimore County Zeoning Regulations (BCZR) 502.1.

Without obtaining a special exception, Appellant
proceeded to convert the property into a residential office

! 2oning acros: from the property on Joppa Road fnclude the Carney
Village Shopping Center, which Lz ~oned a cambination of Dugincas (B.L.
nnd B.L.~A.S5.), and five meparate structurea zenod Resldentinl Cfficea
{R.0. or R.O.A.}. Immeciiately to the rear of the Appellant!s property
i3 a raal astake offioce located in a R~D zone at 3117 Joppa Road.

FILED 0T 822
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The Court notes that with exceptinn te In Re Richard
A. Dalla Tezza Case Mo. 85-78-X, which 1y a decision of the
Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore ‘County and is therefore
not binding on the Court, Maryland case law has not
addressed the matter sub Fudice. Howe&er, other
jurisdictions have addressed this exact issue, and in every
instance known to the Court, the courts have vnanimously
ruled in the negative - that despite the licensind
requirements, code of ethics, inclusion of real estate
brokers in state professional acts or codes, and training
undertaken by such individnals, real estate brokers are not
“profes§ionals." See Seaman v. Zoning Board of Appeals of
Holliston, 340 Mass. 488, 165 MNE2d 97 (1960); Jones v.
Robertson, 79 Cal. App. 2d 813, 180 P.2d 929 (1947);
Cummings v. Pennsylvania Fire Insurance Co., 153 lowa 579,
134 N.®. 79, ﬂnn.cﬁs. 19138 235, 37 L.R.AR.N.S. 1169,
Pannock v. Fuller, 41 Mich. 153, 2 N.W. 176, 32 Am. Rep.
148; Building Commissioner of Town of Brookline v. McManus,
263 Mass. 270, 160 N.E. 887 (1928); Dlugos v. Zoning Board
of Appeals of Trumbull, 36 Conn. Supp. 217, 416 A.2d 180
{1980} . The view cxprossed by the courts is best summarized
in the Ameorican Law of Zoning § 13.10, which states in
part:

The difficult problems arise when no mention is made
of this {real estate office) use and a real estate
broker seeks to establish a home office in a
residential) district urging that such a use is a
customary home occupation or that a realtor is a
professional persom within the meaning of a regqulatien
permitting professional offices. Both grounds for
maintaining real-estate offices in residential
districts have been rejected by the courts.

of more than one nonreanident professienal aszociste nor two other
nonresident employces. (Bill Nee. 105-1982;65-1339]

;ég,\» i .

A raal-estate broker is not a professional person, as
that term is employed in regulations permitting
professional persons to establish home offices. While
it is recognized that realtors possess some
professional characteristics, these are not dominant.

A real~estate broker is a business man rather than a

professicnal’ person. The fact that realtors are i

licensed by the state does not constitute the business

of selling real estate a profession within the meaning
of the zoning ragulatfons.

Furthermore, even 1f the Court was Lo blindly adépt
the definition of a “professional” and “profession” as '
provided for in Webster’s Third New International
Dictionary, and without regard for the rvles of statutory
congtrugtion as contended by Appellant, the Court would
arrive at the same conclusion that the Supreme Court of
Nebraska did in Tylle v. Zoucha, 226 Neb. 476, 412 N.w.2d
438 (1987). In considering whether a real estate broker’

could be considered a “professional” for the purposes of

the statute of limitations, the Supreme Court of Nebraska

in Tylle 5dopted the same definition of “profession” as
propoced by Appellant in the matter sub judice:

4a: a calling requiring specialized knowledge and
often long and intensive preparation including”
ingtruction in skills and methods as well as in the
scienkific, historical, or scholarly principles
underlying such skills and methods, maintaining by
force of organization or concerted opinion high
standards of achievement and conduct, and committing
its meabers to continued study and to @ kind of work
which has for its prime purpese the rendering of a
public service.

Tylle, 226 Neb. at 440 citing Webster’s Third. New
International Dictienary, Unabridged 1811 (1981}, In
adopting this definition and concluding that under this
definition a reanl-estate broker could not be considered a

professional, the court commented:










Case MNo. 06-009-XA /Sharonda Ellerby — Leaal Qwner (Petitioner El

David Green, from the Baltimore County ¢ + of Planning led for Pcople’s
Counsel. He is a senior planner in the Office _of Planning and makes land use decisions in the
Fourth District. He testified that People’s Counsel Exﬁbit 3 was the official comment of his
office dated July 21, 2005. The Memo stated that the Office of Planning had reviewed the
request for special exception and found “th::n; are no :xisﬁné special circumstances or
conditions t‘hal are peculizr 1o the subject property where strict compliance of the BCZR would
result in practical difficulty or unreasonabic hardship.” The Memo goes on to stave thar the
property was located in a community cons on revitalization area, that, if granted, the special
exception would “increase traffic, signage and'cncoumgc mere commercial encroachment” into
an adjoining residential area. Mir. Green testificd that there was adequate commercial zoning
along Liberty Road 2nd the encroachment of a business into the residential area would destroy
the character of the neighborhood.

People’s Counsel Exhibit 4 fs an acrial of the area showing the Ellerby house at the edge
of a large residential area zoned D.R. 3.5 (Peaple’s Counsel Exhibit 5). Across Greens Lane
from Ms. Ellerby’s house is the Randallstown Elementary School. M. Green further testified
that 2 business use would not be compatible with a residential area adjoining a school, that the
additional traflic generated would be detrimental to the school. In addition, the commercial use
was inconsistent with the zoning classification of D.R. 3,5, which is intended for residential nat
commercial use.

During cross-exzmination, Mr. Green testified that the school bus turns into the school at

the street opposite Ms. Ellerby’s house, and that 17 percent of the school children walk to school.

He also stated that putting & business into a strietly residential area affects the vitality of the

neighborhood, thus affecting the general health safety, and welfare of the neighborhood.

ion
This case presented two issues. First, did Ms. Ellerby's business as a tax preparer meet
the standards of “professional business™ as stated in BCZR [B01.1C.127 Second, if it did mect
os¢ standards, did Ms. Ellerby's petition meet the criteria of § 501.2 for granting special
exceptions?

Regarding the first issve, Section 1BO1.1C.12 permits by special exception:

Cffices or studlos of physiclans, dentsts, lawyers, architects, cnginecrs,
artists, mus| i, or other professlonal persons, providing that any such
office or studio Is established within the same building as that serving as the
professlonal person’s primary residence; does not occupy more than 25% of
the tota! floor area of such r&éidence; 2nd does not involve the employment
of more than one (1) nonresident professional assoclate, nor two (2} cther
non-resident employees.

The Board reviewed the evidence submirted by Petitioner and considered People’s
Counsel’s argument that the expansion of the definition of professional status would be the ssme
as rezoning the property., Where the zoning regulations do not specifically define a term, we are
required to refer to Webster s Third New International Dicn‘onm;z, as Judge Susan Souder did in

‘orge Escalante v. County Board of Appeals for Baltimore County (2002) In that case, Judge
Souder cites tlus definition of “profession™:

4a: a calling requiring specialized knowledge and often long and intensive

preparation [ncluding Instruction in skills and methods as well as in the sclentific,

historical, or scholarly prindples underlying such skills and methods, maintaining

by force of organization or concerted opinion high standards of achievement and

conduct, and committing Its members to continued study and to a kind of work

which as for its primer purpose the rendering of a public service.

_This definition fits the enumerated occupations of “doctor, dentist, lawyer,” etc. in the

BCZR. But, licensed jobs such a5 Ms. Ellerby's, or a rea) estate broker 2s in Escalante, are, in







N THE MATTER OF * BEFORl  }
WILLIAM J, TURNER
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OPINION

This matter comes before the Board of Appeals for Baltimore County (the “Board™) as an
Appeal from Administrative Law Judge's February 29, 2012 decision which granted a Petition
for Special Exception and granted a Petition for Variance for the address of 3219 East Joppa
Road.

The Petition for Special Exception was requesied puxsum;t to Scclion 1801.1C.12 of the
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit a rcal estate office inside a
residential hoine (under 25% of the total floor arca) located in a DR 3.5 zone, Pctitioner has also
requested Variance relief from Sec.tions 409.8A.4 and 409.8B.2 of the B.C.Z.R. to penmnit a
surface parking fecility with a zero foot sct back in lieu of the 10 foot setback reguired by the
repulations,

' RACKGROUND

The subject property consists of a single family house sitiated on a 9,295 square foot Jot.
The residence is zoned DR 3.5, The Petitioner has been a real estate broker for over 30 years
and desired to open 1 real estate office in his home. The Petitioner formerly rented office space
in an appropriatcly zoned location in Baltimore County. The proposed office \w}ill occupy less

that 25 per cent of the available square footage of the residence.

In the Mntter of: William Turser — Logn) Ovener/Petitionor ~ Caso No.: 12-138.XA

The Administrative Law Ju below graated the Request for Special Exception
concluding that the proposed use of the property will not be detrimental to the health, safety, orl
gencral welfare of the locality, nor would it tend to create congestion In roads, streets or allcys
thercin.  The administrative judge cited the letters of support for the Petitioner from his
neighbors submitted into evidence in this matter.

The Petition for Variance was granted by the administrative law judge based upon his
finding that “special conditions exist that are peculiar to the land or structure which is the subject
of the variance request,” The foregoing is based upon the judge’s finding that the State Highway
Administration (SHA) took a large (18 foot) strip of Petitioner's property when it widened the
nearby Joppa Road intersection and that this ;aking prevented the Petitioner from complying
with the B.C.Z.R. setback requirements. The judge therefore concluded that strict compliance
with the Zoning Regufations for Baltimore County would result in practical difficulty or
unreasonable hardship to the Petitioner if zoning compliance was required for his proposcd
property use.

OPINTION
The Board conducted a de novo hearing at which the Pelitioner and counsel appeaved on his
hehalf and the Office of Peaples® Counsel for Baltimore County appeared in opposition to the
requested relief.

The purpose of the requests in this marter, as stated above, are to aliow and facilitate the
use of the subject property as a real estate office occupying less that 235 per cent of the square
footage of the subject residence. The Petitioner testified that the proposed use will require that a
sign be placed on the property in accord with the state niles regarding real estate offices. The

findings of fact from the Administrative Law Judge were confirmed by the evidence presented.










1A

ARTICLE TA—RURAL AND RURAL-SUBURBAN LOW-INTENSITY ZONES

[Bill No. 100, 1970.]

Section 1A00—R.D,P. ZONES (RURAL: DEFERRED-PLANNING). [Bill No, 100,

1970.]

1A00. 1—General Provisions. [Bill No, 100, 1970.}

1.1 Purpose. The R.D.P, zoning classification is established, pursuant to the

2,

legistative findings set forth above,

a,

b.

2 in order to:

Prevent untimely urban development of relatively open rural land; and

Foster conditions fuvorable to agriculture and other low=infensity uses
appropriate in rural areas, considering both the magniiude of tofal
fand acreage needed for such uses and the curvent prospective needs

for developable urban land,

[Bill No. 100, 1970.]

Intent as to opplication of R, D, P. zoning classification to property or
removal therefrom, It is infended:

. The line a:a;ignating this subparagraph and those immediately following as
parts of a Paragraph "A" was deleted from Bill No. 100, 1970 by amel ~

That rural land shall be classified within R, D, P, zones unless the
Capital Budget and Five-Year Capital Program of Baltimore County
and duly adopted official Baltimore County master plans, including
the "county plan® required under Article 43, Section 387C of the
Annotated Code of Maryland, 1957 (1965 Replocement Volume) as
amended, all consistently indicate that such land is to be serviced by
public sewerage and water-supply systems and, in the case of those
said documents which deterriine the timing of construction, also con-
sistenily provide for the adequacy and aveilability of service to said
land by such systems within a period of six years affer the time of
consideration with respect to zoning clossification; provided further,
however, that such nonserviced land as is specifically hersin described
(in this Subparagraph 33 or other provisions in these regulations) as
being appropriaiely otherwise classified shall also be excepted from
the category of land which shall be classified as R. D, P.;

That land classified as R. D, P, shall not be reclessified (rezoned) until
such time as the documents hereinabove noted have been officially
changed or replaced in kind and thereby then indicate possible appro-
priateness of reclassification under the criteria hereinbefore stated;

ant

after introduction.
Findings deleted from Bill No. 100, 1970 by emendment after introduction.

introduction.

Now Subparagraph 2, as a result of amendment of Bill No. 100, 1870 after

TAQO0; 1



JA00.1.2, ¢

That reclassification of land as R, D, P, shall not represent o
commitment by Baltimore County with respect to type of future
development, but only that more particular planning for the
use of such land shall be executed in the fufure; and

d. That certain distinct existing areas of compact development, such
as certain approved subdivisions or the immediate environs of
typical rural business centers, are not normally to be clossified
as R.D.P,

[Bill No. 100, 1970.]

3. Special Policy for Certain Developments. In view of possible over-
riding public benefits to be derived from certain large-scale unit de-
velopments, the establishment of such developments is hereby excepted
from application of the policy hereinbefore stated to the extent indi-
cated under Section 430 ("Unit Developments"). [Bill No. 100, 1970.]

8.2 Locational Requirement. No R.D,P. zone shall be established or re-estab-
lished within the urban-rural demarcation line, but said line may be
re~established to include an R.D.P. zone or part thereof existing at the
time said line is re-established. [Bill No. 100, 1970.]

1A00. 2—Use Regulations. [Bill No, 100, 1970.]

A2 Uses Permitted as of Right. The following uses, only, are permitted as of
right in R, D.P. zones:

1. Farms, or, on existing undersized lots, limited-acreage whaolesale

flower farms.6

One~family di iched dwellings.

Churches or other buildings for religious worship,

Trailers (see Section 415),

Research institutes, as defined in Section 101 and cs permitted and

regulated in D.R. 1 zones (see Section 418),

Hospitals,

Telephone, telegraph, electrical-power or other electrical lines, all

underground with the exception of such lines as are permitted above

ground in D,R, zones.

8. Other cables; conduits; gas, water, or sewer mains; or storm-drain
systems: all underground.

9. Railroads or other transportation lines.

O Ao

~N o

4. Line designating preceding provisions as Paragraph "A" deleted--see

note 1 above.
5. All provisions of this paragraph from Bill No. 100, 1970.
Since a limited-acreage wholesale flower farm consists of less than three
acres of land (see Section 101), and since the minimum lot size in R.D.P.
zones 1s one acre (rather than ten acres, as set forth in Bill No. 100,
1970 before amendment), there is a question as to the effect of the phrase

"on existing undersized lots”.

T1A00: 2



1AC0.2,A,10

10. Animal boarding places (regardless of class), kennels, veterinarians'

offices or veterinariums, subject to the provisions of Section 421,

11. Excavations, uncontrolled.

12, Schools, except business or trade schools or such schools as are per-~
mitted as special exceptions (Paragraph B, below), but including
schools for agricultural training.

13. Accessory uses or buildings (not subject to the provisions of Section 400),

including, but not limited to:

a. An office or studio of a doctor, dentist, lawyer, architect, engineer,

artist, musician, or other professional person, provided that such

* office or studio is established within the same building as that ser-.
ving as his bona fide residence; does not occupy re than 25 per
cent of the total floor area of such residence as existing on the
effective date of this provision;”and does not involve the employ-
ment of more than one nonresident professional associate nor two
other nonresident employees; provided, further, that signs relative
to such use shall be prohibited except as noted in Section 413.

b. Home occupations as defined in Section 101, also subject to the
sign provisions of Section 413.

c. Parking space, including residential-garage space.

BS Uses Permitted by Special Exception, The following uses, only, are per-
mitted as special exceptions:

Airports
Antique shops (see Section 402B).

Boat yards.-

Cemeteries.

. Commercial beaches

Community buildings, swimming pools, or other structural or lond uses

devoted to civic, social, recreational, or educational activities.

Conservatories for music or other arts,

Dwellings or other buildings converted to tea rooms or restaurants, as

provided in Subsection 402, 3, or teo rooms or restaurants expressly
constructed for such purpose, but otherwise subject to the same such
restrictions,

9. Excavations, controlled (see Section 403), provided renovation or
appropriate adaptation of the land is assured within a reasonable time,
as determined by the Zoning Commissioner.

10, Golf courses, country clubs, or other outdoor recreation clubs; also

quasi-public camps, including day camps.

roamwN -~

© N

7. Regarding the effective date of the provisions of Bill No. 100, 1970,

see note 3, Section 100.
8. A1l provisions of this paragraph frem Bill No. 100, 1970.

1A00: 3












1B01.1.A.14.b

h.

thereof closer than 10 feet to any property line; and does not
extend closer to the street on which the lot fronts than the front

building line

Automotive-service stations, but only within community garages
(see Section 405)

Home occupations, as defined in Section 101

Offices or studios of physicans, dentists, lawyers, architects,
engineers, artists, musicians, or other professional persons,
provided that any such office or studio: is established within
the same building as that serving as the professional person's
bona fide residence; does not occupy more than 25 per cent

of the total floor area of such residence; and does not involve
the employment of more than one nonresident professional asso-

- ciate nor two other nonrésident employees

Parking spaces, including accessory garage spaces

O ces for the conduct of business incidental to the rental,
operation, service, or maintenance of apartment buildings

Accessory signs (see Section 413)

Dwelling-Type and Other Supplementary Use Restrietions Based on Existing

Subdivisions 2 and Development Characteristics. [Bill No. 100, 1970. ]

1. Residential Transition Areas and Uses Permitted Therein.

-Qa.

Definitions. For the purposes of this article:

1. A residential tronsition area is any D.R. 1, D.R. 2, D.R. 3.5,
D.R. 5.5, or D.R. 10.5 zone or part thereof which lies (a)
within 300 feet of any point on a dwelling other than an apart-
ment building, or (b) within 250 feet of any point lying within
a vacant lot of record which is itself wholly or partially class~
ified as D.R. and which is two acres or less in area.

2. Aresidential transition use is any one of the uses listed as such

in the following table and hereby classified os set forth therein:

[ Table on next page. |

2, Thus (as plural noun) in Bill No. 100, 1970.

1BOt: 2





















1 R.C. 3 zones: . ! artists, musicians, or other professional persons, provided that any such office or studio is

2 10. Accessory uses or sqruenures including, but not limited to, the following: 2 establishcr{ within the same building as that serving s the professional person’s primary residence
3 d. Offices or smadios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects, engincers, 3 AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION; docs not occupy more than 25 percent of the tota} floor area
4 artsts, musicians, or other professional persons, provided that any such office or studio is 4 of that residence; and does nat involve the employment nt:moru ;h:n one non-resident employee,
5 cstab]fshcd within the same building as that scx;ving as the prafessional pcrson;s primary residence 3 B. Uses permitcd by zpecial exception. The following uses, only,' are permirted by
[ AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION; does not occupy more than 25 percent of the total floor area 6 special execption in R.C. 4 zones.
7 of that n:fidcn::; and does not involve xh.c employment of m(->_rc than one non-resident employee. 7 . 7d. Offices or studics of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects, engineers, arists,
8 ) B. Uses permined by special exception, The following uses, only, arc permined by 8 musician;, or other professional persons as an aceessory use, provided that any such office or
9 special exception in R.C. 3 zones. . 9 studio is established within the same building as that serving as the professional person's primary
0 168, Offices or studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, srchitcers, engineers, artists, k 10" residence AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION; does not occupy more than 25 percent of the total
11 musicians, or other professional persons as an accessory use, provided that any such office or 11 floor area of that residence; and does not involve the employment of mare than one non-resident
12 studio is established within the same building as that serving as the professional person's primary 12 profcss‘ional associate nor two other non-resident employees.
13 residence AT THE TIME OF APPLICATI ON; does not occupy more than 25 percent of the mml' 13 Seclian‘ 1A04-- R.C. § (Rural-Residential) Zone
14 floor ares of that residence; and does ot involve the employment of more than one non-resident 14 1A04.2--Use Regulations.
15 professional associate nor two other non-resident employes. 15 B. Uses permitted by special exception. The follawing uses, only, arc permitted by
16 - 16 special exception in R.C. 5 zanes.
17 .Secp’on 1A03- R.C. 4 (Watershed Protection) Zones L 17 10a. Offices or studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architeets, engineers, arntists,
18 1A03.3--Use Regulations. : 13 musicians, or other professional persons as an accessory use, provided that any such office or
19 A. Uses permitted as of right. The following uses, only, arc permimred as of right in 19 studio is established within the same building as that serving as the professionsl person's primn;-y
20 R.C. 4 zones: 20 residence AT THE TIME Of APPLICATION; does not occupy more than 25 percent of the total
21 6. Aceessory uses of simucrures, including, but not fimited o, the following: 21 floor area of that residence; and does not involve the cmployment of more than one non-resident
22 22 profzssional associate nor 1o other non-resident employees,

d. Offices or studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects, engineers,




Section 1B0]~ Regulations with Raspect to D R, Zones in General
{B01.1 Genera) Use Regulations in D.R. Ilones.

C. Uses permitted by Special Exception. The follawing uses, only, e p;:rmincd by

special exception in all DR, zones, subjeet 1o restrietions hereinafier preseribed.
9b. Offices ar studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, archireets, sngineers, artists,

musicians, or other professional persons as an accessory use, provided that any sesh office or
swdio is established within the same building as that serving as the professional persen's primary
residence AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION; daes not occupy more than 25 percent of the 1otal
floor arca of that residence; and does not involve the employment of more than onz non-resident

professional associate, nor twe other non-resident employecs.

SECTION 2. AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED, that this Act shall 1ake effect forty-five

days after its enaciment.

206599.0rd
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READ AND PASSED thissZret’ day of %’mﬁ'ﬁ 999.

BY ORDER

. B s X

Thomas J. Peddicérd, Jr.

Secretary
248,

PRESENTED 1o the Cownty Executive for his approval this oy

of :‘X{u‘\/%k/ , 1999,

-gd;-wuca ,é&téé(d(‘{( /
Thomas J. Peddicord, Je.
Secretary

APPROVED AND ENACTED:

- -9 6

C. A. Dutch Ruppersberger
County Exccutive

1 MERERY CERTIFY THAT BILL NO._65-99 IS TRUE AND CORRECT AND TOOK.

EFFECT ON 3@ BMELL w |
Vi Lt

Kevin B. Kamenelz v
Chairman, County Council







SDAT: Real Property Search

Real Property Data Search { w2}

Search Resuit for BALTIMORE COUNTY

1 of 1

Guide to searching the database

View Map

View GroundRent Redemption

View GroundRent Registration

Account Identifier:

District - 02 Account Number - 2000009370

Owner information

Owner Name:

Mailing Address:

ABEL ARNOLD T
ABEL ANITA

23 LIBERTY RIDGE CT

Us

OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

e:
Principal Residence:
Deed Reference:

RESIDENTIAL
YES
112648/ 00567

-4600
Location & Structure information
Premises Address: 23 LIBERTY RIDGE CT Legal Description: 4.561 AC
0-0000 23 LIBERTY RIDGE CT
RESERVOIR RIDGE
Map: Grid: Parcel: Sub Subdivision: Section: Block: Lot: Assessment Plat 2
District: ear: No:
0066 0007 0572 0000 12 2013 Plat 0054/
Ref: 0144
Special Tax Areas: Town: NONE
Ad Valorem:
Tax Class:
Primary Structure Above Grade Enclosed Finished Basement Property Land County
Built Area Area Area Use
1988 3,048 SF 600 SF 4.5600 AC 04
Stories Basement Type Exterior  Full/Half Bath  Garage Last Major Renovation
STANDARD UNIT  SIDING 3 full/ 1 haif 1 *“-~hed
Value information
Base Value Value Phase-in Assessments
As of As of As of
01/01/2013 07/01/2014 07/01/2015
Land: 216,900 162,700
Improvements 326,200 312,300
Total: 543,100 475,000 475,000 475,000
Preferential Land: 0 0
Transfer information
Seller: ABEL ARNOLD T Date: 02/05/1998 Price: $0

Type: NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER
Seller: BRANDONWOOD DEVE LOPMENT

Deed1: /12648/ 00567
Date: 12/10/1987

Deed2:
Price: $65,000

CORPORATE
Type: ARMS LENGTH IMPROVED Deed1: /07746/ 00595 Deed2:
Seller: Date: Price:
Type: Deed1; Deed2:
Exemption information
Partial Exempt Assessments: Class 07/01/2014 07/01/2015
County: 000 0.00
State: 000 0.00
Municipal: 000 0.00{0.00 0.00}0.00
Tax Exempt: Special Tax Recapture:
Exer-=¢ ft--~- MAME

Homeswau Application information

Homestead Application Status:

Approved 04/19/2014

http://sdat.resiusa.org/RealProperty/Pages/default.aspx

3/31/2015






BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
TO: Arnold Jablon DATE: February 20, 2015

Deputy Administrative Officer and
Director of Permits, Approvals and Inspections

FROM: Andrea Van Arsia%

Director, Depﬁx t of Planning
SUBJECT: 23 Liberty Ridge Court
INFORMATION:
Item Number: 15-149 AMENDED
Petitioner: Armnold & Anita Abel
Zoning: RC 4

Requested Action: Special Exception, Special Hearing
SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Department of Planning has reviewed the petitioner’s request and accompanying site plan. The
subject request is for a special hearing to permit a financial advisor as a professional for purposes of
Professional Office use in a RC 4 zone (BCZR 1A03.3.B.12) in a detached garage and for a special

exception to permit one nonresident professional associate and two nonresident employees (BCZR
1A03.3.B.12).

Upon review of the petition, site plan, and site visit the following comment and recommendations are
offered: The petitioner’s property is Lot 23 located at 23 Liberty Ridge Court. The property shares a
panhandle drive with the adjacent Lot 21. The improvements for Lots 23 and 21 are located towards the
front of the lots and are approximately 150 feet apart separated by driveways, a shed and landscaping.
The business is currently located in a three bay garage located at the end of the driveway.

The BCZR permits offices or studios for professionals by Special Exception in the RC 4 zone subject to
limitations on space and number of employees and locating the office in the dwelling. The petitioner
has been operating the office in a 3 bay garage to the rear of the residence. The dwelling is over 3,000
square feet in size. There exists sufficient parking for the employees, residential use and visitors,
however, it should be noted that the clients and employees all must use the shared driveway.

In conclusion the following is recommended:

[. The request to treat a Financial Office similar to dentist or other professionals is reasonable.

2. The request for retaining the office use in the detached garage should be denied. The property is
zoned RC 4 — Watershed Protection. The Watershed Management Plans, BCZR and Master Plan
all emphasize the importance of minimizing commercial impacts on the lands that drain directly
into the reservoirs. This property is immediately proximate to the reservoir. Furthermore, the
property is part of a 25 lot subdivision and a detached commercial use is inconsistent with the
community.

3. The petitioner should locate the office in the dwelling with no more than 25% of the square
footage for that use. The petitioner should provide the Planning Department a plan indicating the
location and the square footage of the office area.

4. Employees are to be limited to one nonresident associate and two nonresident employees.

S:\Planning\Dev ReV\ZAC\ZACs 2015\15-149 AMENDED.docx
1




5. Employee and client hours shall be limited so as to reduce impact on residential character of the
neighborhood.

6. No new impervious surfaces are to be created for the benefit of the requested use.

If these conditions are agreed upon then it is not anticipated that the granting of this request will be
detrimental to the health, safety, or general welfare of the surrounding community.

For further information concerning the matters stated here in, please contact Wallace S. Lippincott, Jr. at
410-887-3480.

/% |
Division Chief: ¢ e g
T 7

AVA/LL o s
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MARY AIELLO, Petitioner, v. FERRIS, BAKER, WATTS, INC., et al., Respond-

ents.

Case No. 24-C-04-006218

CIRCUIT COURT OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY

2006 MDBT 9; 2006 Md. Cir. Ct. LEXIS 13

June 30, 2006, Decided

NOTICE: [*1] CONSULT LOCAL RULES RE-
GARDING CITATION AND PRECEDENTIAL VAL-
UE OF UNPUBLISHED OPINIONS.

JUDGES: Kaye A. Allison, Judge.
OPINION BY: Kaye A. Allison
OPINION

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION

This matter comes before the Court on Petitioner
Mary Aiello's Petition to Vacate Arbitration Award and
Respondents Ferris, Baker, Watts, Inc. and David An-
derson's Response thereto. Both parties have fully
briefed the issues and this Court heard oral argument.
For the reasons set forth below, this Court will deny
Mary Aiello's Petition to Vacate Arbitration Award.

Factual and Procedural Background

After the death of her husband, Claimant Mary Ai-
ello ("Mrs. Aiello” or "Claimant"), invested approxi-
mately $ 3.2 million with her deceased husband's stock-
broker, Respondent David Anderson ("Mr. Anderson")
of Respondent Ferris, Baker, Watts, Inc. ("FBW") (col-
lectively referred to as "Respondents") during 2000 and
2001. These funds were used to purchase numerous var-
iable annuities, at least one life insurance policy and oth-
er investments. Claimant contended that these invest-
ments were inappropriate for her, who at age 64 sought
more conservative investments. According to Mrs. Aiel-
lo, the investments were inappropriate because they were
not liquid, were unable to generate sufficient income and
some were speculative and risky. As a result [*2] of

these purportedly inappropriate investments, she con-
tended that she lost approximately $ 1.7 million.

Based on these facts, on November 25, 2002 Mrs.
Aijello filed an arbitration complaint against FBW, in
which she complained about Mr. Anderson's recommen-
dations and the transactions he executed in 2000 and
2001 on her behalf. On August 6, 2003 she amended her
claim to include Mr. Anderson as a respondent. On De-
cember 18, 2003 once again amended her claim altering
some of the factual allegations against the respondents.
On February 3, 2004, Mrs. Aiello then filed a
pre-hearing legal brief in support of her claims. She ad-
dressed the following counts individually:

Count I -- Violations of Sections 10(b)
and 20(a) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, 15 US.C. §§ 78j & t, and S.E.C.
Rule 10b-5, 17 CF.R. § 240.10b-5.
"These claims were based on omissions of
material fact, and deceptive practices
arising from recommending the purchase
of unsuitable annuities, and failure to di-
versify."

Count II - Violation of Section 20(a)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
15US.C. §78¢,for  ck of supervision.

Count III -- Violation of the Mary-
land Securities Act. Specifically the count
sought  [*3] damages under Section
11-703 (a)(1)(ii) of the Maryland Securi-
ties Act (the "Act"), Md. Code, Corps. &
Ass'ns § 11-703 (a)(1)(ii). As Mrs. Aiello
explained in the pre-hearing brief, this

n created civil liability for one who
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untrue statement and whether that statement was materi-
al. Under Section 11-703(a)(3)(i), they would have to
decide whether Mr. Anderson had acted as an investment
adviser. It imposes strict liability. Therefore, simply cit-
ing to Section 11-703 for civil liability, without more, is
insufficient to adequately apprise the arbitrators of the
relevant basis of liability.

To the extent Mrs. Aiello argues that Mr. Anderson
violated Section 11-703 (a)(1)(ii) by representing himself
to her as an investment adviser, [*12] she has failed to
meet her burden of proving that the arbitrators acted in
manifest disregard for the law. Any finding in Mrs. Ai-
ello's favor under this section would have required the
arbitrators to have found that any misrepresentation
made by Mr. Anderson to Mrs. Aiello, including the fact
that he held himself out as a registered investment advis-
er, was "material." The arbitrators may have simply de-
termined that the purported misrepresentation was not
material. Mrs. Aiello did not raise this argument in her
Motion to Vacate and has not cited evidence in the rec-
ord for this Court to find that the arbitrators acted in
manifest disregard for the law if they indeed did deter-
mine that the misrepresentation was immaterial.

2. Closing/Rebuttal Argument

Likewise, Mrs. Aiello argues that in rebuttal argu-
ment her counsel raised Mr. Anderson's violations of
Sections 11-401(b) and [1-703(a)(1)(ii). After stating
that Mrs. Aiello had a claim for a "violation of the Mar-
yland Securities Act,” Mrs. Aiello's counsel argued the
following:

The Maryland Securities Act does not
require the showing of, we will submit
that the representation made by Mr. An-
derson that he was a [sic] registered in-
vestment [*13] advisor when he was not
is a material--is an untrue statement of a
material fact and we believe that under
this section of the Maryland Securities
Act we are statutorily entitled to attorney
fees and costs.

Hearing Transcript, Closing Rebuttal Argument by Mrs.
Aiello's Counsel, June 25, 2004, pp. 207-08.

While this Court understands that this transcript is
not exactly clear, the argument propounded by Mrs. Ai-
ello's counsel is: Mrs. Aiello was entitled to attorney's
fees and costs because Mr. Anderson's representation
that he was an investment advisor when he was not so
registered was an "untrue statement of a material fact."
The words selected by Counsel clearly implicate Section
11-703(a)(1)(ii) which would entitle Mrs. Aiello to at-

torney's fees and costs under Section 11-703(b) * just as
would any violation of Section 11-703(a)(3)(i). This im-
plication is only strengthened by Mrs. Aiello's specific
reference to Section 11-703(a)(1)(ii) in her Per-Hearing
Brief as discussed above. Therefore, this Court finds that
counsel's statement during rebuttal closing arguments
fails to apprise the arbitrators of liability under Sections
11-401(b) and 11-703(a)(3)(i) of the Act.

2 Section 11-703 (b)(1)(i) [*14] provides the
legal remedy for Section 11-703(a)(1)(i) and Sec-
tion 11-703 (b)(4)(i) provides the remedy for
Section 11-703 (a)(3)(i). Both provide for rea-
sonable attorneys fees as part of the remedy.

3. Testimony of Ellyn Brown

Mrs. Aiello also contends that the testimony of Ellyn
Brown, a former Securities Commissioner of the State of
Maryland, should be sufficient to implicate violations of
Sections 11-401(b) and [1-703(a)(3)(i) of the Act. In-
deed, during her testimony at the hearing before the arbi-
trators on February 26, 2004 she testified that a "regis-
tered investment advisor is someone who is registered
with the State of Maryland or under the SEC under the
Investment Advisors Act of 1940." Hearing Transcript,
Testimony of Ellyn Brown, February 26, 2004, at p. 263.
She further testified that if Mr. Anderson were working
as an investment advisor for FBW, FBW would have
filed its "registration with the State of Maryland, and Mr.
Anderson would have been listed as an investment advi-
sor representative with the State of Maryland." Id. at
263-64. Mr. Anderson "would nonetheless be required to
be a registered investment advisor." Id. at 263.

Shortly thereafter, she testified that after reviewing
[*15] Mr. Anderson's business card which did represent
him to be a "Registered Investment Adviser," she called
the Maryland Securities Division and discovered that he
was not listed as such under FBW's notice filing to the
state. Id. at 267-268. She then stated: "It is a violation of
Maryland law to hold [oneself] out as a registered in-
vestment advisor or a financial planner or a financial
consultant of any kind without a registration under either
the federal or state statute." Id. at 268.

On the following day, February 27, 2004, Ms.
Brown expanded somewhat on this statement.

Q. What is the legal impact of someone
who sets themselves -- who represents
themselves to be a registered investment
adviser when, in fact, he is not?

A (Brown). It's a violation of the
Maryland act to hold out as an investment
adviser, financial planner, investment
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the arbitrators of the governing legal principles for de-
ciding whether Mr. Anderson violated Sections
11-401(b) and [1-703(a)(3)(i} of the Act and could have
been easily construed by the arbitrators [*24] to relate
t8 other claims filed and briefed before the arbitrators,
such as her lack of supervision claim against FBW or her
Section 11-703 (a)(1)(ii) material statement claim against
Mr. Anderson. Accordingly, this Court will deny Mrs.
Alello's Petition to Vacate Arbitration Award based on
Sections 11-401(b) and 11-703(a)(3)(i} of the Act.

B. Remaining Bases for Vacatur

In her Petition to Vacate, Mrs. Aiello also requested
this Court to vacate the arbitration award on two addi-
tional grounds. In paragraph 9 she asserts that the arbi-
tration panel acted in "manifest disregard for the law"
when it rendered its 2-1 decision in favor of FBW be-
cause FBW's "failure to supervise was uncontested by
Respondents, and Anderson's conduct as a purported
investment adviser led directly to Mrs. Aiello's financial
losses." Petition to Vacate Arbitration Award, at P 9.
And, in paragraph 10 she asserts that the Respondents
"failed to respond or to act on Mrs. Aiello's specific
written instructions" to "take appropriate and timely ac-
tion... to enable her to withdraw funds from some of the
variable annuity instruments... before the anniversary
dates of those policies." Id. at P 10.

These two additional bases [*25] for vacatur fail
for numerous reasons. First, as a threshold matter, Mrs.
Aiello has apparently abandoned these grounds as she
has not even discussed them in either of her briefs to this
Court relating to the Petition to Vacate. Second, and
most importantly, Mrs. Aiello admits that "FBW and
Anderson disputed most of Mrs. Aiello's contentions
during the course of six days of hearings" except "[t]hey
did [] not [] dispute... that, although Anderson held him-
self out as an investment adviser, he lacked the required
registration under § //-401(b} of the Corporations and

Associations Article." Petitioner's Brief, at p. 5. Mrs.
Aiello has failed to meet her "heavy burden" of proving
that the arbitrators acted in "manifest disregard for the
law." She has provided no evidence, or direct argument,
with regards to these two grounds. She has not shown
this Court that Respondents failed to dispute these claims
or how the evidence she presented at the hearing in sup-
port of these claims were undisputed. Based on what has
been presented to this Court, the Court concludes that the
arbitrators may have heard the evidence and simply
found that it did not support Mrs. Aiello's claims. Having
failed to meet [*26] her burden, this Court will also
deny Mrs. Aiello's Petition to Vacate Arbitration Award
on these grounds as well.

Conclusion

For the afore-mentioned reasons, as well as those
discussed in Respondents' Brief, this Court will deny
Mary Aiello's Petition to Vacate Arbitration Award.

An Order reflecting this decision is attached.
Kaye A. Allison

Judge

ORDER

Upon consideration of Petitioner's Petition to Vacate
Arbitration Award, Respondents' opposition thereto, and
all supplemental briefs, and after conducting a hearing, it
is this day of June, 2006 by the Circuit Court for
Baltimore City hereby

ORDERED that Petitioner's Petition to Vacate Ar-
bitration Award is hereby DENIED for the reasons set
forth in the accompanying Memorandum of Decision.

Kaye A. Allison
Judge
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OPINION

This matter comes before the Board of Appeals as a de novo appeal from the October 10,
2013 decision of the Office of Administrative Law in which the requested special exception for
the use of the Petitioners’ property to include a professional office was granted with conditions.

BACKGROUND

The property involved in this appeal is known as 204 Brackenwood Court is owned by
Joseph and Lynn Farrell. The property is situated on a 0.2486 acre lot and is improved by a
single family dwelling. Ms. Farrell is a Certified Public Accountant (CPA) and proposes to
operate a professional office for her practicé in the basement of the subject property. The
propetty is zoned DR 3.5 and as such under the relevant zoning regulations requires a Special
Exception for the proposed usc of the property.

The Administrative Law Judge granted the Special Exception with conditions placed
upon the use of the property.

HEARING

The appeal before the Board arises from the petition of the Springlake Community

Association, Inc. which is the community association that represents the area in which the

subject property is located. Counsel for the Springlake Commumnity Association offered as an

EXHIBIT
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initial objection to the relief granted below the provisions of a restrictive covenant executed in
1960 and thereafter assigned in 1982 to the said community association. The provisions of the
documents do not specifically identify the situation before the Board. The provisions of the
covenants do refer to the use of residential property for owners engaged in the professions of
medicine and dentistry. However, in this case the Board has no statutory authority to adjudicate
the validity of, or to enforce, restrictive covenants. The Board will therefore defer to a court of
N . . . . . -
competent jurisdiction for the resolution of this matter.

Turning then to the area over which the Board has legal authority to rule we will discuss
the evidence presented on the issue of the Special Exception as sought by the Petitioners
pursuant to Section 1B0.1(c)(12) of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.). As
regards the instant case the B.C.Z.R. establishes the following provisions for the establishment of
a professional office in a residence located in an area not specifically zoned for the requested
use:

Office or studio of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects, engineers, artists,

musicians or other professional persons, provided that such office or studio is

established within the same building as that scrving as the professional person’s

primary residence at the time of the application; does not occupy more than 25%

of the total floor area of such residence; and does not involve the employment or

more than one non resident professional associate nor two other nonresident
enmployees.

Received into evidence on behalf of the Petitioners were: a site plan (Exhibit 1); the CPA
license of Mrs. Farrell (Exhibit 6) and a traffic engineering report prepared by Traffic Concepts,
Inc. (Exhibit 15).

The Petitioners first witness was Keith Heindel a professional land surveyor who testified

that the proposed office would be located in the basement of the Petitioner’s residence and would
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measure 650 sq ft. The entire usable arca of the property, according to Mr. Heindel is 2,823 sq
ft. with the basement consisting of 1,195 sq ft.

The next witness called by the Petitioners was Kenneth Schmid of Traffic Concepts, Inc.
who was accepted by the Board as an expert in the area of traffic engineering. Mr. Schmid
prepared the traffic engineering report introduced into evidence as Exhibit 15, His written and
stated conclusion was that the proposed use in this case would have only a minimal impact on
the volume and flow of traffic along Petitioners’ street. Mr. Schimid described the Petitioners’
property as being located in a residential neighborhood with a fully improved roadway including
34 feet of paving with a sidewalk for pedestrian use. He continued in his testimony to indicate
that the Petitioners’ house has a driveway that can fit one potential client’s car along with the car
owned by the Petitioners and has room for two parked vehicles in front of their home at the curb.

Scveral residents who arc neighbors of the Petitioners testified as to their concerns above
the proposcd special exception. The concerns were, infer alia: that there was a fear of a
proliferation of special exception uses within the neighborhood; a concem for the safety of
children in the area; and, the concern for unanticipated negative impacts to the neighborhood
character of the arca.

DECISION OF THE BOARD

The law on this subject as interpreted by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland in
found in the case of AT&T Wireless Services v. Mayor and Cily Council of Baltimore, 123 Md.
App. 681 (1998). In AT&T the Court ruled that the test in evaluating a request for a special
exception or conditional use is not whether the special exception is compatible with permitted
uses in a zone or whether a conditional use will have adverse effects. Adverse effects the Court

held are inherent in all conditional or spccial exception uses. The standard is whether the
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adverse effects of the use at the particular location proposed would be greater than the adverse
effects ordinarily associated with that use elsewhete within the same zone.

Under Maryland law it has been established t.hat a special exception enjoys a presumption
that it is in the interest of the general welfare of a particular zone as allowed by law and
therefore, valid. Schuliz v. Priits, 291 Md 1 (1981).

In this case the Board will affirm the decision of the Administrative Law Judge and finds
that the Petitioners’ property is in conformity with the size requircments of the B.C.Z.R and the
proposed use does 1ot present any unacceptable adverse influence to the surrounding
neighborhood. The Board will impose the conditions to the Petitioners’ grant of the special
exception as those established by the Judge in the case below.

Therefore the request for a special exception is granted subject to the conditions

contained in the following Order,

ORDER

IT IS THERE‘FORE, this 3_043_{: day of %adg , 2014, by the
Board of Appcals of Baltimore County

ORDERED that the Petition for Special Exception to for the use of the Petitioners’
property to include a professional office is hereby GRANTED, subject to the following
conditions:

1. The “Special Exception Area,” in which all office activities must be conducted, shall be
in the basement rooms labeled as “OFFICE,” as depicted on the site plan labeled as
Exhibit 1. :

2. Client parking shall be located only in the driveway and on the street in front of the
Petitioners’ dwelling.
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3. Other than the small “office” sign existing on the site, no other signs shall be erected on

the premises
4. The Special Exception relief granted herein shall terminate if Mrs, Farrell sells. Leases or
in any way conveys her interest in the subject property.
5. The professional office operation shall have no more than one employee other than Mrs.
Farrell.

Any petition for judicial review from this decision must be made in accordance with Rule

7- 201 through Rule 7-210 of the Maryland Rules.

BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

2 o
22272 )
Wendell 117 Grier, Panel Chairman

eW M. Belt

e

av1d L. Thurston




ZONING COMMISSIONER'S POLICY MANUAL

DR

1B01.1.C SPECIAL EXCEPTION USES

SB.

12.

OFFICES OF PROFESSIONAL PERSONS are permitted by Special
Exception subject to the following:

a. All Trader's License requirements are met (See Section
101 - Home Occupation Z.C.P.M., Page 1-18.1)
b. All p: ‘essional offices in the home are considered as

an accessory use to the principal dwelling and not
subject to R.T.A. requirements.

c. 1f the office is to be established in the garage
attached to the dwelling with a breezeway, the square
footage of the breezeway should be included in the
allowable 25% office area.

a. The following are considered professional persons:
(1) Optometrist; (see Case #

(2) Opthamalogist; (see Case #
{3) Real Estate Agent (see Case §85-78)

e. The following are not considered professional persons:
(1) Private Detective (see Case #

{2) Pastoral Counseling: (see Case #B4-339)
{3) Hair Weave (see Case #90-281)

35,000 - €B,999 volt power transmission lines are the only
ones requiring a special exception; all others are exempt
(Howard County, Md. Vs Potomac Electric Power Co. et al,
319 Md. 511, 573 A2d. 821 (1990)).

1B-13
EXHIBIT
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parking, customer parking, or other additional exception requests to support his business
venture will also impact the watershed property and the reservoir. His land is just adjacent to
the watershed property and uphill from it. Any construction at all would cause a significant
runoff problem with the possibility of soil erosion, etc.

5. One of the major reasons that the property owners of Liberty Ridge Court bought their homes
was that our properties and the adjoining land was zoned as watershed property (RC4), which
could neither be subdivided nor developed. The property owner requesting this special
exception to allow a commercial business in an all currently residential neighborhood, was fully
aware when he purchased his property that the change he is now requesting was and is
prohibited by the covenants and the restrictive RC4 watershed zoning.

In summary, permitting this special exception would have detrimental effect on both the neighborhood
and the watershed environment. Granting a special exception to permit this commercial business in this
currently all residential neighborhood is a bad idea. It only serves the interests of one and does a
disservice to the rest of us who live here. Its possible negative impact on the watershed and the
reservoir itself is in question and needs to be closely looked at. For these reasons, the Holbrook
Chapeldale Community Association and the neighbors of Liberty Ridge Court respectively request that
the special exemption request by Arnold Abel of 23 Liberty Ridge Court be denied.

Sincerely,

President Holbrook Chapeldale Community Association
Resident Liberty Ridge Court

Joel Margolies

6 Liberty Ridge Court

Owings Mills, Md . 21117

410-655-9494












NOTICE OF OBJECTION TO ZONING VARIANCE

I Hereby request that the Baltimore County Zoning Commission DENY the request to
allow for a commercial business to be located at 23 Liberty Ridge Court, Owings Mills,
MD 21117

Date
Name
Signatt

Addres





















13 Liberty Ridge Ct
Owings Milis, MD 21117
Sunday, March 1, 2015

Zoning Review Office

County Office Building Rm 111
111 West Chesapeake Ave.
Towson, N ) 21204

Case # 2015-0149-SPHX

To Whom It May Concern:

It has been brought to our attention that the homeowners of 23 Liberty Ridge Court are seeking
a special exemption to operate a commercial business on their residential property. As the
original homeowners of 13 Liberty Ridge Court, this news is very disturbing. Having lived in
Baltimore City prior to purchasing our property, we purposely looked for a development with few
houses, less roads and traffic. Liberty Ridge Court was the perfect blend since it wasn't a
thoroughfare road. To our delight until recently, it has been a place where children could ride
bikes, dogs could be walked, and residents could be outside enjoying their property without
unnecessary traffic. Allowing a commercial business to operate on this street would
detrimentally change the atmosphere of our development due to the increase vehicle traffic.

When we purchased the land to build our home in January of 1988 we were told that the
property was zoned RC4 because of the watershed property that it bordered. Zoning of this
nature was done to protect the water which is supplied to millions of residents living in the
Baltimore Metropolitan area. Every home in this development is dependent on its own well and
septic. We understood that these resources must not be abused for the healith of the
watershed. A commercial business on anyone of the properties in this development would
naturally put additional burden on existing well and septics which in turn could effect the
watershed especially when the property sits directly adjacent to it.

Lastly, allowing the homeowner of 23 Liberty Ridge Court to operate a business from their home
sets a precedent for other self employed individuals living on Liberty Ridge Court. It would be
an unnecessary burden on this community if everyone ran a business from their home.
Incidentally, less than a quarter of a mile from the entrance of our development is a small
business center (see attached photos) with office space available to lease. One would think a
business center would be the perfect place to run a business.

Thank you for your time and consideration concerning this matter.

Dr. and Mrs. Glenn Jockle


















§ 1A03.3. Use Regulations.

A.

Uses permitted as of right. The following uses, only, are permitted as of
right in R.C.4 Zones:

9. Accessory uses or structures, including, but not limited to the following:

B.

12.

d. Offices or studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects,
engineers, artists, musicians or other professional persons, provided that
any such office or studio is established within the same building as that
serving as the professional person's primary residence at the time of
application; does not occupy more than 25% of the total floor area of that
residence; and does not involve the employment of more than one
nonresident employee.

[Bill Nos. 105-1982; 65-1999]

Uses permitted by special exception. The following uses, only, are
permitted by special exception in R.C.4 Zones:

Offices or studios of physicians, dentists, lawyers, architects, engineers,
artists, musicians or other professional persons as an accessory use,
provided that any such office or studio is established within the same
building as that serving as the professional person's primary residence at
the time of application; does not occupy more than 25% of the total floor
area of that residence; and does not involve the employment of more than
one nonresident professional associate nor two other nonresident
employees.

[Bill Nos. 105-1982; 65-1999]
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“Fhis Deed, MADE THIS l day of ,T(/ﬂc’

.-lEE?_] T4p PABES g 5 32119/3mp

BAY STAYE TIMLE CO.
1 East Redwood' Street -
Baliimore, Md. 21202

DEED — FEE SIMPLE — CORPORATE GRANTOR — LONG FORM

Al

in th/rear one thousand nine hundred and eighty-seven by and between

BRANDONWOOD DEVELOPMENT CORP., a body corporate of the State of
Maryland,

“}g State of Maryland, Grantor:, party of the first part, and
ARNOLD T, ABEL andV@‘A ABEL, his wife, Grantees, parties
of the second part.

WITNES: . That in cox}sideration of the sum of SIXTY FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS

AND NO CENTS ($65,000.00), the actual consideration paid or to be paid,
and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt whereof is
hereby acknowledged,

the said  party of the first part cac/F 13,00
CTIX 2325.00
cpoes 32 .03 ‘

DEED
G CL_. $53.00
5 CLERK 643,90
24
do es grant and convey to the said parties of the second part, as tepdaftioor ros 114:09
by the entireties, their assigns, the survivor of them, and™* 2710787
unto the survivor's
personal representatives/suceomtors and assigns , in fee simple, all that
lot of ground situate in Baltimore County, State of Maryland

and described as follows, that is to say:

BEING KNOWN AND DESIGNATED as Lot No. 12, as shown on the Plat

entitled "Plat Two, Reservoir Ridge"”, which Plat is recorded among

the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber EHK,JR. No. 54, folio 144.
The improvements thereon being known as No. 23 Liberty Ridge Court.

BEING part of the tract of land which by Deed dated January 17, 1986
and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber
EHK,JR. NO. 7086, folio 777 was granted and conveyed by Rosalyn

M. Shecter, Alan Shecter and Mark Shecter unto Brandonwood .
Development Corp., the within grantor.

Brandonwood Development Corp., hereby certifies that the within
conveyance is not part of a transaction in which there is a
sale, lease, exchange or other transfer of all or subtantially
all of the property and assets of the within corporation.
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ToGETHER with the buildings thereupon, and the rights, alleys, ways, waters, privileges,

appurtenances and advantages thereto belonginé, or if anywise appertaining.

To HAVE AND To HoLD the said described lot of ground and premises to the said

parties of the second part, as tenants by the entireties, their
assigns, the survivor of them and untoc the survivor's

9vd 91 2 Juan

personal representativestIoXoeXXK

and assigns » in fee simple,

AND the said party  of the first part hereby covenant s that it has

suffered to be done any act, matter or thing whatsoever,

not done or
to encumber the property hereby conveyed;

that it will warrant specially the property hereby granted; and that it will execute

such further assurances of the same as may be requisite.

AR

S the v\?:g_e).&nd corporate seal of said body corporate and the signature of
}
TN the President thereof.
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B STATE OF MARYLAND
= ludTy  or  [raadimotE , to wit}r
8 T ! dayof JUAE ,19 87, .
& before me, the blic of the Statk aforesaid, personally appeared
w
Lt L .
O .C .
< who acknowla President
g) of b DEVELOPMENT CORP./, a body corporate of the State of
) 8 cotpo?ftf&}%ﬂg that ha as such President ,
()]
e being authorized so to do, executed the aforegoing instrument for the purposes therein contained, by
signing in my presence, the name of the corporation by him gelf as such President

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal,
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Notary Publie,
My Commisaion expires:

July 1, °~"0
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CERTIFIED FINANCIAL PLANNER BOARD OF STANDARDS, |

DATE: 02/20/2015

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

As of this date, our records show that Arnold T. Abel of Owings Mills, MD:

M Is certified” with CFP Board to use the certification marks CFP®,

CERTIFIED FINANCIAL PLANNER™ and %2, through 09/30/2015.

[0 has never been certified to use the CFP marks.

[0 has been certified in the past, but is not currently certified with CFP Board.

Initial certification date: 06/08/1992.

Respectfully,

CFP Board

1425 K STREET NW #800 WASHINGTON, DC 20005 P 800-487-1497 F 202-379-2299 WWW.CFP.NET












» Learrrmore about the Public Awareness Campaign (http://www.cfp.net/for-cfp-professionals/public-
awareness-campaign)

Renewal reminders will be sent to you beginning approximately four months before your certification expires.

» Learn more about the renewal requirements (http://www.cfp.net/forcfp-professionals/certification-renewal)

WEBSITE FEEDBACK
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LUI1CF
‘ - NAIFA is proud to announce a partnership with the
A - College for Financial Planning to create a new,
w llr Tcr dynamic and interactive curriculum for NAIFA’s Life
' Underwriter Training Council Fellow * (LUTCF®)
designation.

4 "LUTCF is the reason 'min this business to 1y. The program builds the
knowledge and confidence that leads to successful careers.”

B Juli McNeely LUTCF, CFP, CLU
NAIFA President 2014-2015

Registration is open now - click here.

The LUTCEF is designed to help agents and new advisors offer more comprehensive
financial advice. The new LUTCF is right for you if you identify with one or more of the
following:

« You are newto the industry and are looking to develop fundamental
prospecting, selling and practice management skills plus working knowledge of
the four practice specialties.

» You are a financial professional seeking a broad understanding of the insurance
industry and how it can impact financial planning and advising.

« You are insurance agency or home office staff seeking a comprehensive

hitp:/Awwv.naifa.or g/professional-development/pdp/Autcf
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LUTCF
LUTCF designations have been conferred. NAIFA is proud of its long history associated
with the LUTCF designation. It has been and will continue to be the proven designation
for agents and advisors across the country. The underlying principle of providing
valuable industry-specific training to NAIFA members has never been more important for
the industry than it is today.

How is the NAIFA LUTCF Changing?

For years, the NAIFA LUTCF program was administered on behalf of NAIFA by The
American College. That partnership is ending, effective July 1, 2015.

However, NAIFA has entered in a new partnership with the College for Financial Planning
to re-launch the program. Information regarding the new curriculum, requirements for
completion, pricing and other details about the new NAIFA LUTCF® program can be
found on the CFFP/LUTCF website

www.cffpinfo.convlutcf-life-underwriter-training-council-fellow/
é .
- * L4 @

| »f:f 351} Financial Planning
Founded in 1972, the College for nl LEUCATING T NATION'S TOP [INANCIAL ADVTSCRS
Financial Planning provides accessible and flexible degree, non-degree, and continuing
professional education programs to students nationwide. Shortly after its founding, the
College introduced the CERTIFIED FINANCIAL PLANNER™ certification, which has
evolved into the world's most recognized and respected financial planning credential,
with more than 60,000 professionals in the U.S. having earned the designation.

About the College for Financial Planning

" College for

\RGF

In addition to its CFP® Certification Professional Education Program, the College offers
three graduate degree programs, for more in-depth knowledge of the finance industry.
Professional designation programs are also available, with specializations ranging from
asset management to retirement planning. College for Financial Planning is accredited
by the Higher Learning Commission and is a member of the North Central Association.
More than 140,000 students have graduated from the College’s programs. For more
information, visit www.cffpinfo.com.

How does this change affect my existing LUTCF designation?
Your designation is not affected and you may continue to use it for the rest of your
career. Those who earned the LUTCF designation prior to July 1, 2015 must continue to

meet any applicable continuing education requirements and adhere to a Code of Ethics.

Requirements for continuing education with regard to maintaining your LUTCF® can be
found on the CFFP/LUTCF website at www.cffpinfo.conviutcf-life-underwriter-training-

http:/Awmw.naifa.org/professional-developrment/pdp/utcf
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NASAA Investment Adviser Competency Exam
(Series 65)
Exam Specifications and Outline
(Effective 1/1/2010)

CONTENT AREA # of Items

1. Economic Factors and Business Information 19 (14%)
A, Basic economic concepts 6
1. business cycles
monetary and fiscal policy
US dollar valuation
inflation/deflation
interest rates and yield curves
economic indicators
GDP
employment indicators
trade deficit
balance of payments
e CPI
B Financial reporting 5
1. financial statements
a. income statement
b. balance sheet
c. statement of cash flow
financial ratios
a. current ratio
b. quick ratio
c. debt-to-equity ratio
3. corporate SEC filings
4. annual reports and prospectuses
C. Quantitative methods 3
1 time value of money concepts
a. internal rate of return (IRR)
b. net present value (NPV)
2. descriptive statistics
a. measures of central tendency (mean, median, mode)
b. range
c. standard deviation
d. Beta and its derivatives
3 valuation ratios
a. price/earnings
b. price-to-book
D. Types of risk 5
1. systematic risk
a. market
b. interest rate
C. inflation
2. unsystematic risk
a. business
b. regulatory
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c. political

d. liquidity
3. opportunity cost
4. capital structure including liquidation priority

Investment Vehicle Characteristics

A

D.

Types and characteristics of cash and cash equivalents
1. insured deposits

a. demand deposits
b. CD's
2. money market instruments
a. commercial paper
b. Treasury bills
Types and characteristics of fixed income securities
l. U.S. government and agency securities
a. Treasury securities
b. FNMA
c. TIPS
2. corporate bonds
a. coupon bonds
b. convertible bonds
c. tax implications
d bond rating
3. municipal bonds
a. general obligation
b. revenue
c. tax implications
4. foreign bonds
a. risks and advantages
b. government debt
c. corporate debt
d. Brady bonds
Methods used to determine the value of fixed income securities
1. fixed income valuation factors
a. premium
b. discount
C. duration
d. maturity
e. yield to call
f yield to maturity
g coupon
h. conversion valuation
1. bond ratings
2. discounted cash flow
Types and characteristics of equity securities
L. equity interests

common stock

preferred stock

convertible preferred stocks
warrants

ADRs

000 o

31 (24%)
3
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2. restricted stock

3. foreign stocks
4, employee stock options
a. incentive
b. non-qualified
5. shareholder rights
a. voting rights
b. dividends
c. liquidity preferences
d. antidilution
E. Methods used to determine the value of equity securities 2
1. fundamental analysis
F. Types and characteristics of pooled investments 4
1. open-end Investment companies (mutual funds)
2. closed-end investment companies
3. unit investment trusts
4. exchange traded funds
5. real estate investment trusts (REITs)
G. Methods used to determine the value of pooled investments 2
l. net asset value
2. discount/premium
H. Types and characteristics of derivative securities 1
l. types
a. options (definition only)
b. futures (definition only)
c. forward contracts (definition only)
I Alternative Investments 2
l. hedge funds (definition only)
2. limited partnerships (definitions only)
J Insurance-based products 4
1. variable annuities
2. fixed annuities
3. equity indexed annuities
4. life insurance (e.g., whole, term, universal, variable)
Client Investment Recommendations and Strategics 40 (31%)
A Type of client 4
1. individual, sole proprietorship
2. business entities
a. general partnership
b limited partnership
c limited liability company
d. C-corporation
e S-corporation
3. trusts & estates
B. Client profile 4
1. financial goals and strategies
a. current income
b retirement
c. death
d disability



e. time horizon

2. current financial status
a. cash flow
b. balance sheet
C. existing investments
d. tax situation
3. risk tolerance
4. non-financial investment considerations
a. values
b. attitudes
C. experience
d. demographics
Capital Market Theory
1. Capital Asset Pricing Model (CAPM)
2. Modern Portfolio Theory
3. Efficient Market Hypothesis
a. semi-strong
b. strong
C. weak
Portfolio management styles and strategies
1. strategic asset allocation
a. style
b. asset class
c. rebalancing
d. buy/hold
2. tactical asset allocation (e.g., market timing)
3. active vs. passive
4 growth vs. value
S income vs. capital appreciation

Portfolio management techniques
1. diversification

2 sector rotating
3. averaging
a. dollar-cost
b. capital goal within specified time period
Tax Considerations
1. individual income tax fundamentals
a. capital gains
b. tax basis
2. alternative minimum tax
3. corporate, trust, and estate income tax fundamentals
4 estate and gift tax fundamentals
Retirement plans
l. Individual Retirement Accounts (traditional and Roth)
a. traditional
b. Roth
2. qualified retirement plans
a. pension and profit sharing
b. 401(k)
C. 403(b)

(WS

nonqualified retirement plans



ERISA issues
1. fiduciary issues
a. investment choices
b. 404(c)
2 investment policy statement
3. prohibited transactions
Special types of accounts
1 education-related
a. 529s
b. Coverdell
2. UTMA/UGMA
3. account ownership options
a. joint
b. pay-on-death
c. tenancy in common
Trading securities
1. terminology
a. bids
b. offers
c. quotes
d. market, limit, or stop order
e. short sale
f cash accounts, margin accounts
g principal or agency trades
2. role of broker-dealers, specialists, market-makers
3. exchanges and markets
a. NYSE, AMEX, CBOE, regional, international
b. OTC, Nasdaq
4 costs of trading securities
a. commissions
b. markups
c. spread
Performance measures
1. returns
a. risk-adjusted
b. time-weighted
C. dollar-weighted
d. annualized
e. total
f holding period
g internal rate of return
h. expected
1 inflation-adjusted
] after tax
2. yield
a. yield-to-maturity
b. current yield
3. benchmark portfolios

Laws, Regulations, and Guidelines, including Prohibition on Unethical
Business Practices

U2

40 (31%)



State and Federal Securities Acts and related rules and regulations (19%)

1. Regulation of Investment Advisers, including state-registered and federal
covered advisers
a. definitions
b. registration/notice-filing requirements
C. post-registration requirements
2. Regulation of Investment Adviser Representatives
a. definition
b. registration
3. Regulation of Broker-dealers
a. definition
b. registration
c. post-registration requirements
4, Regulation of Agents of Broker-dealers
a. definition
b. registration
5. Regulations of Securities and Issuers
a definitions
b registration
c. post-registration requirements
d exemptions
e state authority over federal covered securities
6. Remedies and Administrative Provisions
a. authority of administrator
b. administrative actions
c. other penalties and liabilities
Ethical practices and fiduciary obligations (12%)
1. communications with clients and prospects
a. disclosure
b. unlawful representations concerning registrations
c. performance guarantees
d. client contracts
2. compensation
a. fees
b. commissions
c. performance-based fees
d. soft dollars
c. disclosure of compensation
3. client funds and securities
a. custody
b. discretion
C. trading authorization
d. prudent investor standards
e. suitability
4. conflicts of interest and other fiduciary issues

excessive trading

loans to and from clients

sharing in profits and losses in a customer account
client confidentiality

insider trading

selling away
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market manipulation









The Series 65 license is required by anyone intending to provide any kind of
financial advice or service on a non-commission basis. Financial planners and
advisors that provide investment advice for an hourly fee fall into this category,
as do stockbrokers or other registered representatives that deal with managed-
money accounts.

The exam for this license is a 180-minute exam that covers the rules and
regulations pertaining to registered investment advisors, as well as various
investment vehicles and disciplines, economics, ethics and analysis. Much of the
material is covered on the Series 7 exam as well, as many of the advisors who sit
for this exam are not, and may never become, Series 7 licensed and therefore
need exposure to the investment material covered therein.

Series 66

This Series 66 is the newest exam offered by NASAA. In essence, it combines
the Series 63 and 65 exams into one 150-minute exam. This test contains no
investment material, as the Series 66 license is only available to candidates that
are already Series 7 licensed.

Making the Grade

Most securities exams administered by both FINRA and the NASAA have a
passing score of 70%, except for the Series 7, 63 and 65, which have passing rates
of 72%, and Series 66, which has a passing score of 75%. All tests are now given
via computer at approved proctor testing sites.

Broker-Dealer Sponsorship Vs, RIA Requirements

Once all relevant securities tests have been taken and a passing grade received,
licensees must register their securities licenses with an approved broker-dealer,
who will hold their licenses and oversee their business (in return for a portion
of the commission income). Those who intend to hold themselves out to the
public as Registered Investment Advisors (RIAs) must register with the state
they do business in if their assets under management are less than $25 million,
or with the SEC if the assets exceed $25 million. Registered Investment
Advisors do not need to associate themselves with a broker-dealer.

Company Policy

The majority of financial and investment companies that hire or train new
advisors will have a mandatory licensing program included in the training
package. The company will, in most cases, mandate which licenses must be
obtained to sell the company's products and services. Those that decide to go
into business for themselves still need to meet the licensing requirements of
their chosen profession; the only real freedom of choice comes in which
profession is chosen.

$4.95 Stock Trades with TradeKing
TradeKing offers fair and simple pricing. Equity trades are only $4.95 per trade!
Plus, our licensed brokers pride themselves on providing great service, short

hold times, fast email responses, and instant online chat. Learn more about
TradeKing!

TAGS:
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exam (and each subsequent taking) can be scheduled.

These watting periods mirror those already i place for FINRA-sponsored examinations.

Successful completion of the Uniform Securtties Agent Law Examination does not relieve a candidate of the
personal responsibility to know and to abide by the specific requirements of the securtties laws and regulations of
the states in which the candidate transacts business. Furthermore, although successful completion of the
exammnation may satisfy a portion of the requirements of a particular state, it does not convey the right to transact
business prior to being granted a license or registration by that state. NASAA believes that the Uniform
Securtties Agent Law Examination will significantly benefit the mdustry and state regulators alike by such
wniformity. The investing public will be afforded a greater degree of protection through enhanced uniform

qualification standards.
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Series 65 Study Guide

The Uniform Investment Adviser Law Exammation and the available study outline were developed by NASAA.
The examination, called the Series 65 exam, is designed to qualify candidates as investment adviser
representatives. The exam covers topics that have been determined to be necessary to understand in order to
provide nvestment advice to clients.

The Uniform Investment Adviser Law Examination consists of 130 questions plus 10 pretest questions covering
the materials outlined in the following study outline. Applicants are allowed 180 minutes to complete the
examination. At least 94 (72%) of the questions must be answered correctly for an individual to pass the Series
65 exam.

The examination is conducted as a closed book test. Upon completion of the examination, the score for each
section and the overall test score will immediately be made available to the candidate.

The examination is administered by the FINRA. To schedule a candidate for the examination, an individual’s firm
should file an electronic Form U4 or the individual should file a paper Form U-10 and pay the $155.00
exammation fee to FINRA.

Once registered, FINRA will open a 120-day window within which an individual may schedule the exam. Form
U-10 and more information on sttes to take the exams can be found on the FINRA webstte.




The questions in the exammnation, the examination study outline, and the method by which the exammation is
admmnistered have been designed by Chauncey Group International for NASAA and approved by NASAA and
the Competency xam Project Group. In addition, each exammation question is statistically analyzed to mnsure
reliability.

Any attempt to compromise the examination may serve to destroy its validity and use fulness.
Therefore, NASAA intends to bring appropriate action against persons who attempt to compromise
the examination in whole or in part. In addition, such conduct may subject a candidate to further action
by state administrators.

Successful completion of the Uniform Investment Adviser Law Exammation does not relieve a candidate of the
personal respons  ility to know and to abide by the specific requrements of the securtties laws and regulations of
the states in which the candidate transacts business. Furthermore, although successful completion of the
examination may satisty a portion of the requirements of a particular state, it does not convey the right to transact
business prior to being granted a license or registration by that state. NASAA believes that the Uniform
Investment Adviser Law Exammation will significantly benefit the industry and state regulators alike by such

uniformity. The investing public will be afforded a greater degree of protection through enhanced uniform
qualification standards.

Study Guide

The Series 65 study ¢~ is designed to provide an overview of the exam’s general content and format. The
study outline is divided Into corresponding sections to aid in preparing for the examination.
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