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January with its cold tem-
peratures and threats of 
snow in the forecast seems 
like a bleak time of year.  
The joys of the holidays 
are behind us and the warm 
spring temperatures are still 
very far away.  However, 
here in Maryland, it is more 
exciting than usual, we were 
able to be a witness to his-
tory in the making as we 
watched Maryland’s new 

Governor be sworn in on January 21, 2015.  Governor Hogan 
is only the second Republican Governor elected in the past 45 
years.  Additionally, Republicans gained control of the United 
States Senate, giving the Republicans full control of the United 
States Congress.  

The most recent local and national campaigns focused heavily 
on taxes.  The President on January 20, 2015 gave his State of 
the Union address, in which he referenced his desire to close 
tax “loopholes” and mentioned his proposed changes to the tax 
code to be included in the Administration’s Fiscal Year 2016 
budget packet.  Taxes are not only a relevant issue in politics 
these days, but truly emerging as the main focus.  What a ter-

rific time to be practicing in tax law today.

As we embark on this historic time in Maryland, it reminds me 
how nervous I was when I began practicing law in 2000 and 
Congress passed the 2001 Tax Act that at first glance appeared 
to make my choice of practice area irrelevant.  The good news, 
nothing was further from the truth, the bad news, since that time 
tax laws have been on a constant flux.  Each year brings new 
and different proposals and sweeping changes, which may be 
repealed in the wee hours of January 1st to completely change 
all of your prior year’s planning initiatives.  The one thing that 
is crystal clear, is that change in our tax law is inevitable.  We 
as practitioners need to constantly stay relevant and current.  
This sounds exhausting, however this makes our practices that 
much more exciting and fulfilling.

There is good news for the members of the Taxation Section of 
the MSBA, we have programs scheduled to keep you current.  
One of which is the Advanced Tax Institute (“ATI”) which is 
held annually, and most recently held in November 2014.  The 
ATI is a four day tax program providing attendees with in-depth 
updates on the new tax laws and regulations in the areas of 
business tax, estate planning, state and local tax, real estate and 
partnerships.  This is a great opportunity for current practitio-
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ners to get the most comprehensive tax program locally.
 
We are also planning other educational programs for our mem-
bers.  On March 24, we are hosting a program that will discuss 
in depth the Wynne Case that was argued to the Justices of the 
Supreme Court on November 12, 2014.  We are planning a 
Tax Tips and Networking Night co-sponsored with the Young 
Lawyers Section to provide some tax tips for any practitioner.  
We are working on our annual Shulbank Dinner, which will 
be held in May and we are excitedly awaiting confirmation of 
our speaker, which will be announced shortly.  Then during the 
2015-2016 term we will host our biennial Symposium which 
will provide another opportunity for our members to learn about 
an area of tax law in greater detail.  
 
As we proceed through 2015, we all will be watching the Mary-
land changes that are likely to unfold as our new Governor gets 
underway with the work necessary for our great State, as well 
as keeping an eye towards the Federal tax law changes we are 
likely to see introduced in the coming months.  There are many 
ways for our members to stay informed of the tax law changes 
and I want to remind everyone to look to the MSBA Tax Section 
to provide relevant articles in this Tax Talk Newsletter or our 
planned educational programs to keep our members ahead the 
learning curve.  I look forward to announcing the upcoming 
program details as they are finalized in the coming weeks and 
would like to take this time to wish our members a healthy 
and happy New Year.

 
             

Jennifer A. Pratt 
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AN 
EDUCATIONAL 

PROGRAM: 
THE WYNNE 

CASE

Please join the Section of 
Taxation and a distinguished 
panel for a discussion of the 
long and interesting road of 

the Wynne case 
from Maryland Tax Court to 

the Supreme Court 

Tuesday, March 24, 2015
6:00 p.m.

Law offices of Venable LLP
750 East Pratt Street,  

Suite 900
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Space is limited.
Please RSVP to:

Kathy Gibbons at: 
KJGibbons@Venable.com or 

410-244-7865
   

Light Hors D’Oeuvres and 
Beer/Wine will be served
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Maryland’s U.S. Tax Court  
Pro Bono Day Gets National Attention

By Cheri P. Wendt-Taczak, Esq.

(continued on Page 10)

About a year and a half ago, 
discussion about what has 
evolved into the U.S. Tax Court 
Pro Se Petitioner Pro Bono Day 
clinic (“USTC Pro Bono Day”) 
began at a Maryland State Bar 
Association Tax Controversy 
Study Group meeting. The hope 
was to find a way to help pro se 
petitioners better understand 
the trial preparation process, 
be ready for trial and, when 
possible, settle cases before 

trial. The USTC Pro Bono Day clinic is similar to the U.S. Tax 
Court (“USTC”) Pro Bono Calendar Call Program, a program 
through which pro se petitioners can obtain free brief advice 
from volunteer attorneys the morning of the first day of the 
USTC trial session. While the Calendar Call program provides 
invaluable last minute assistance to pro se petitioners desper-
ate to gain any insight possible into successfully convincing 
a judge that they should prevail, obtaining that advice earlier 
in the process would prove even more helpful, not just to the 
petitioner but also to Internal Revenue Service (“IRS”) Counsel 
and U.S. Tax Court staff. The USTC Pro Bono Day aims to 
achieve this goal.

This process starts two to three months before the next USTC 
Calendar Call when Ms. Nancy Gilmore, IRS Associate Area 
Counsel, forwards to all pro se petitioners scheduled for the next 
USTC session a joint letter from Maryland Volunteer Lawyers 
Service (“MVLS”), the MSBA Tax Section Pro Bono Commit-
tee, and University of Maryland School of Law Tax Clinic (Ef-
fective 2015, the University of Baltimore School of Law LITC 
will also be participating in the USTC Pro Bono Day). The letter 
invites the petitioners to schedule an appointment to meet with 
a volunteer on a specified day to obtain brief advice about their 
case. Petitioners arrive with all their case documentation and, 
depending on the timing and number of volunteers available, 
petitioners may have the luxury of obtaining sage advice from 
one or a couple attorneys during the approximately 30 minute 
appointment. Whether the volunteer is one of our local private 
practice tax attorneys, a retired U.S. Tax Court judge, retired 
IRS Associate Area Counsel, or our Local Taxpayer Advocate, 
the petitioners are in good hands. Ms. Gilmore is also “on hand” 
at the clinics in case the petitioner wants to discuss settlement 
or there is a question about the case.

By educating these pro se petitioners early, USTC Pro Bono 

Day volunteers help everyone involved in a U.S. Tax Court 
case, not just the petitioner alone. When cases settle early, 
IRS Counsel benefit from decreased pre-trial workload and 
the U.S. Tax Court benefits from an eased docket. In some 
cases, the USTC Pro Bono Day helps to open and improve 
communication between the IRS and petitioners which had 
previously been near impossible because of some petitioners’ 
fear and distrust of the IRS. U.S. Tax Court judges’ jobs are 
made easier when taxpayers arrive prepared to present their 
case instead of with an unorganized jumble of papers and no 
understanding of the issue(s). 

While MVLS and University of Maryland Low-Income Tax-
payer Clinics (“LITCs”) are among the organizers of the event, 
taxpayers do not need to be low-income to participate since, 
just as with the Calendar Call Pro Bono Program, there is no 
actual client representation. Volunteer attorneys do not enter 
into an attorney-client relationship nor enter an appearance; 
they simply provide whatever advice is possible. 
On November 19, 2014, the most recent USTC Bono Day was 
held as a combined “regular” & “small” case clinic. There was 
an exceptionally high turnout with nineteen pro se petitioners 
who came to the clinic and obtained advice from a group of 
volunteer attorneys which included Mr. Giovanni Alberotanza, 
Mr. Eric Bielitz, Ms. Arlene Blume, Ms. Debra Clark, Mr. Glen 
Frost, Mr. Robb Longman, Mr. Luke McQueen, Ms. Elizabeth 
Shaner, Ms. Susan Watson, Ms. Beverly Winstead, and me, as 
well as our Local Taxpayer Advocate Mr. James Leith, and 
several University of Maryland “Student Attorneys.” 

In the last year and a half since the USTC Pro Bono Day was 
first conceived, the Baltimore USTC Pro Bono Day team has 
hosted four USTC Pro Bono Day events. Out of 150 pro se 
petitioners thus far invited to get help, 23.7% replied and, with 
the exception of a few who had last minute medical emergen-
cies or settled a case the day before the Pro Bono Day, all who 
replied to the letters attended the event and obtained assistance. 
Approximately 52% of those attending the event were able to 
settle their cases at the USTC Bono Day or soon thereafter. Only 
15.2% of the pro se petitioners who attended the Pro Bono Day 
ended up actually trying their case during the USTC Calendar 
Session. The remaining cases comprise a variety of situations 
including case dismissal, case continuance, and one case being 
submitted under Rule 122.
Word of the initial pilot of the USTC Pro Bono Day quickly 
made its way to Ms. Nina Olsen and the Taxpayer Advocate 
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(continued on Page 11)

INDIVIDUALS
Public Law 113-295 Division A, the Tax Increase Prevention 
Act of 2014, extends through 2014 numerous tax benefits 
including:  deductions for mortgage insurance premiums 
as interest, sales tax as an alternative to income tax and the 
above-the-line treatment of certain education expenses and 
certain educator expenses; the exclusion of employer transit 
and vanpool benefits as well as cancellation of acquisition 
indebtedness on a principal residence; and the nonbusiness 
energy property credit.

Public Law 113-295 Division B, the Achieving a Better Life 
Experience Act of 2014, effective 2015, allows annual nonde-
ductible cash contributions to a qualified program established 
by a state on behalf of a disabled beneficiary from all contribu-
tors of up to the gift tax exclusion without disqualification of the 
recipient from Government assistance; earnings are tax free if 
used by the beneficiary for limitedmultiple purposes including 
education, housing, transportation and medical and otherwise 
are subject to the tax plus a 10 percent penalty.

Final Regulations under Code Section 6038D deal with issues 
related to Form 8938 on foreign financial asset reporting; the 
guidance makes it clear that foreign financial assets include 
retirement accounts and clarify that joint owners, married or 
unmarried, filing separate returns must report the full value of 
the asset (though spouses consider only one-half of the value of 
the asset in determining the applicable reporting threshold).

In Freedom From Religion Foundation, Inc. v. Lew, 114 
AFTR2d 2014-6570, the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals 
overruled a Wisconsin Federal District Court on procedural 
grounds, indicating that members of the organization did not 
have legal standing to challenge the constitutionality of the 
rental allowances paid to ministers; the lower court had found 
the parsonage allowance to be unconstitutional.

In Long v. Commissioner, 114 AFTR2d 2014-6657, the Elev-
enth Circuit Court of Appeals reversed the Tax Court and deter-
mined that a developer was entitled to treat the sale of his rights 
to specific performance of a sales contract for a parcel of land 
as capital gain notwithstanding that the sale of the land itself 
would have given rise to ordinary income; the Court reasoned 
that the contract right was a capital asset notwithstanding.

In Langert v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-210, the Tax Court 
denied a business bad debt for amounts lent by a real estate 
investor to a counterpart, indicating that the taxpayer was not in 

Federal Tax Update 
October-December, 2014

By David S. De Jong

the business of lend-
ing money although 
he had made about 
six similar loans in 
the past.

The US Supreme 
Court granted cer-
tiorari in King v. Bur-
well, 114 AFTR2d 
2014-5259, in which 
the Fourth Circuit 
agreed with a Vir-
ginia Federal District 
Court that the indi-
vidual healthcare premium tax credit applies not only to insur-
ance purchased on an Exchange established by a state but also 
on one established by the federal government for residents of a 
state that did not establish an Exchange; the DC Circuit which 
reversed a DC Federal District Court is in disagreement.

In Copeland v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-226, the 
Tax Court reiterated its position that a loan modification in 
which accrued interest is rolled into a new note with the same 
lender does not give rise to an immediate deduction for inter-
est paid.

In Smith v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-203, the Tax 
Court disallowed a charitable deduction in excess of $27,000 
of inherited assets including seven sofas, five bedroom sets, a 
kitchen set, a dining room set, a china cabinet, four televisions, 
two computer systems, three rugs and 671 items of clothing 
because the receipts failed to identify specific items of donated 
property; the Court rejected spreadsheets of the taxpayer 
who had used a Salvation Army website to estimate values, 
requiring at a minimum that the specific items of donation 
be acknowledged by the charity as each recipient got $250 or 
more in alleged value.

In Kalapodis v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-205, a couple 
was denied a charitable deduction for $6,000 in payments from 
a memorial scholarship fund set up as an irrevocable trust 
with the proceeds of their late son’s life insurance policy; the 
irrevocable trust and not the couple made the payments and 
they were not received by a qualifying charity.
In Belk v. Commissioner, 114 AFTR2d 2014-6952, the Fourth Cir-
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Court of Special Appeals Publishes  
Two Decisions on Recorded State Tax Liens

By Eric M. Bielitz
The Court of Special recently published two cases pertaining 
to Maryland tax liens recorded against taxpayers in the Judg-
ment Dockets of the Circuit Courts: Comptroller v. Zorzit,1 
and Comptroller v. Shipe.2  In both cases, the Court of Special 
Appeals ruled in favor of the Comptroller, vacating or reversing 
orders of the Circuit Courts for Baltimore and Montgomery 
Counties, respectively.

These are the first reported decisions about state tax liens since 
1997, when Rossville Vending Machine Corp. v. Comptroller 
was decided.3

The Zorzit Case: 
In Zorzit, the Comptroller appealed an order from the Circuit 
Court for Baltimore County to vacate a tax lien the Comptroller 
had recorded against the taxpayer. The lien was recorded after 
the taxpayer made a timely appeal to the Maryland Tax Court, 
but before the case was heard. 

In making its order vacating the lien, the circuit court held 
that the taxpayer’s due process rights had been violated.  The 
Comptroller appealed the circuit court’s order, arguing that 1) 
Maryland statues4 barred the Circuit Court from hearing the 
taxpayer’s action in the first place, and; 2) the circuit court 
erred in its constitutional finding.

The Court found in favor of the Comptroller, and vacated 
the circuit court’s order on the grounds that Maryland’s Anti-
Injunction Act barred that court from hearing the taxpayer’s 
declaratory judgment action and that the taxpayer had not yet 
exhausted his administrative remedies.  The constitutional 
question was left untouched.  This is the first instance this 
author found of either statute being applied by a court to the 
recordation of state tax liens.

In additional to the holding, this opinion is useful for its dis-
cussion of tax disputes, tax liens, mootness, the exhaustion 
doctrine, and exceptions to the exhaustion doctrine.

The Shipe Case:
In Shipe, the taxpayer motioned for the Circuit Court for 
Montgomery County to “Release Judgment/Tax Lien” on the 
grounds that the state had not renewed the lien after 12 years, 
and therefore the lien had expired.5  The Comptroller opposed, 
arguing that a tax is a “specialty taken for the use of the State” 
and exempt from the renewal requirement.6

The Circuit Court rules in favor of the taxpayer, and the 
Comptroller appealed its decision.  The case was one of first 

impression on the question of the application of the statute of 
limitations applied to a tax/judgment lien held by the state.
The Court of Appeals reversed the circuit court’s decision, 
holding that 1) a tax/judgment lien is a specialty in favor of 
the state, exempt from the 12 year renewal requirement, and 
2) Section 13-806(a)(2) merely gives the Comptroller the 
discretion to release a lien due to lapse of time, but does not 
mandate that he do so.

In addition to the holding, the opinion has a useful discussion 
of sovereign immunity, and use of the former Article 81 of the 
1957 Maryland Code to interpret current sections of the Tax-
General Article of the code. 

Eric M. Bielitz is a LL.M. in Taxation candidate at the Uni-
versity of Baltimore, and a graduate of its law school.  He 
presently works in risk management for a national bank on the 
fortune 500 list, but intends to begin a tax controversy practice 
later this year.  He has represented clients pro bono before the 
S.D.A.T., the Comptroller, and the I.R.S. 

Endnotes
1 No. 883, September Term, 2013 (Md. App. January 30, 2015). 
2 No. 0009, September Term, 2014 (Md. App. February 3, 2015). 
3 114 Md. App. 346 (1997). 
4 Section 13-505 of the Tax-General Article (Anti-Injunction Act) and Sec-
tion 3-409 of the Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article (Plaintiff must first 
exhaust administrative remedies before seeking judicial remedy). 
5 Section 5-102(a)(3) of the Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article; see 
also Maryland Rule 2-625. 
6 Section 5-102(c) of the Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article; see also 
Section 13-806(a)(2) of the Tax-General Article.

April Joint Meeting: 
Young Lawyers’ Section & 

Section of Taxation

Stay tuned 
for 

time and 
date
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Maryland State Bar Association 
Tax Networking Night

By Brett Burka and Rob Greenberg

On November  13 , 
2014, the Maryland 
State Bar Association’s 
(“MSBA”) Tax Section 
held its annual network-
ing event in Ellicott 
City.   As law students, 
the value of network-
ing has been engrained 
in our minds through 
various career develop-
ment office seminars 
and panel discussions.  
We have received tips 
about how to effec-
tively network, leaving 
memorable, positive, 
impressions on people 
we meet, to foster potential relationships for the future.  In this 
article, however, we focus on specific interactions we had at the 
networking event and the positive benefits, both professional and 
personal, that may come from the interactions.  These benefits in-
clude: potential employment, procuring future business and new 
clients, strengthening alumni networks, improving the clinical 
program, and forming or strengthening personal relationships.     

Potential Employment: One of the first people we met at the 
event was a partner at a law firm that specializes in tax law 
located in Rockville.  When we told the partner that we attended 
high school in that area, we shared our experiences growing 
up in Montgomery County.  We soon discovered that we had 
mutual connections.  After making this connection, he asked us 
how our job search was progressing, as well as the job prospects 
of other third-year students at the event.  He requested that we 
follow-up with him and send our resume for his review.  He 
stated that he would forward the resumes to his friends in the 
same practice area who might be hiring.  This encounter illus-
trates how small-talk can uncover connections that people did 
not know existed, leading to potential future employment, a 
benefit that is particularly valuable to law students in the Low 
Income Taxpayer Clinic (“LITC”).  

Procuring Future Business: Several CPAs attended the event.  
These professionals represent potential future business for 
us as practicing tax attorneys.  One CPA we met had his own 
tax practice in Bethesda.  He shared that he works with high-
income individuals who frequently need legal help in addition 
to his tax services.  He explained that he attends networking 

events to meet qualified 
tax attorneys.  He refers 
his clients to these attor-
neys.   He also stated that 
low-income individuals 
occasionally contact him.  
We discussed the range 
of issues and scope of 
assistance that the LITC 
provides to clients and 
he said that he may use 
the LITC as a reference 
in the future if he is con-
tacted by individuals that 
he believes the LITC 
could assist.  
Strengthening Alumni 
Networks: Many attend-

ees were alumni of the University of Maryland Carey School 
of Law and University of Baltimore School of Law.  Alumni 
networks are incredibly valuable resources to have, as everyone 
has a common interest in the success of the school.    As such, 
alumni are often eager to help each other in any capacity that 
they are able to, which made the opportunity to meet alumni 
incredibly valuable. 

Improving the Clinical Program: The networking opportunities 
that this event provided were certainly beneficial on an indi-
vidual level, but also gave exposure to Maryland’s LITC as a 
practice.  Many of the attorneys we spoke with were interested 
to hear about our experiences working in the Clinic and were 
supportive of the opportunities that the law school provides 
for students to immerse themselves in the tax field.  Several 
attorneys expressed that they would be willing to partner with 
the LITC in some capacity, potentially lecturing as guest speak-
ers.  The insight that can be gained from tax professionals who 
have years of practice experience can improve our knowledge 
of the tax field and, in turn, allow us to provide better legal 
services to our clients.  Through networking with other tax 
professionals at the MSBA event, the LITC was both able to 
expand its presence within the local tax community while also 
affording its members an opportunity to enhance their capabili-
ties as tax attorneys. 

Regardless of the profession, networking is an essential skill 
that serves numerous personal and professional benefits.  The 

(continued on Page 14)
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By Andrew Jay Maschas

"Wynne-ing" A Ticket 
To Witness SCOTUS History

On November 12, 2014, the United States Supreme Court heard 
oral arguments in the case Comptroller v. Wynne.  The case 
has garnered significant attention from parties interested in the 
outcome of the Supreme Court case.  A quick internet search 
of Comptroller v. Wynne will lead to an extensive number of 
links to articles, law review journals, blogs, and predictions 
on the outcome of the case.  There is no shortage of lawyers, 
law professors, and tax professionals willing to proffer their 
opinion on the merits of case and the pending decision by the 
U.S. Supreme Court.  

The only shortage, after discussing the case with several at-
torneys, was the number of attorneys who were able to actually 
witness the oral arguments on November 12, 2014.  For a small 
group of Maryland lawyers, Comptroller v. Wynne presented a 
unique opportunity to witness oral arguments on a Maryland 
tax issue before the highest court in land.  

For those who have never witnessed a U.S. Supreme Court, all 
oral arguments are open to the public, but seating is limited and 
available on a first-come, first-seated basis. Before a session 
begins for the day, visitors who want to attend oral argument 
have to get in line for a ticket.  Depending on the case, there 
may be a large crowd with lines forming very early in the morn-
ing. Regardless of whether the case is of public interest, just 
showing up at the courthouse steps before the building opens 
is no guarantee of seating.

By all accounts, the oral arguments were not only well-attended, 
but tickets were scarce and a number of people were turned away.   
In addition to being a court case which garnered national attention, 
a number of attendees from the earlier oral argument Alabama 
Democratic Conference and Alabama Black Caucus v. Alabama, 
stayed to watch the oral arguments in Comptroller v Wynne.  

One member of the MSBA Taxation Section who able to at-
tend the oral arguments was Eric Rollinger, Principal at Stein 
Sperling Bennett De Jong Driscoll P.C.  “Gaining admission to 
witness oral arguments is a bit of a challenge.  Despite arriving 
before 8:00 a.m. for a case that was not heard until 11:00 a.m., 
and being a member of the U.S. Supreme Court bar, which 
has the benefit of a separate line for admission, I was still one 
of the last people to obtain a seat.”  Eric Rollinger added that 
“my advice to anyone interested in witnessing oral arguments 
before the U.S. Supreme Court is arrive early and be ready to 
wait in line.”  

However, even arriving early is no guarantee of entrance.  

One lucky attendee, Sharonne Bonardi, Director of Compli-
ance Division at the Maryland Comptroller’s office, arrived at 
approximately 6:30 a.m. and found 50 plus people ahead of 
her.  “Only one co-worker arrived before I did”, Ms. Bonardi 
reported.  “After chatting with co-workers and others for hours, 
we finally received numbers and instructions.  I was number 

55. To my dismay, the first 100 people would be permitted 
in the building, but only the first 50 would be permitted to 
remain inside.  As the hours continued to pass, I wondered if 
I would be admitted.  Finally, we were permitted to enter the 
Supreme Court.”  

Once inside the courtroom, one attendee, Lani Sinfield, a hear-
ing officer at the Maryland Comptroller’s office, found the 
experience to be much different from her expectations.  Ms. 
Sinfield, “expected the audience to be filled and fully seated 
before oral argument began.  I also expected a ceremonious 
start to the proceedings.  However, oral arguments started long 
before I was even allowed into the courtroom, and people were 
allowed into the courtroom as seats were found available and 
you weren’t seated in parties but anywhere seats were found. I 
ended up in the back row by myself.  Throughout this process, 
oral arguments continued and the justices and parties didn’t 
seem bothered by the constant stream of people entering the 
courtroom.”  Ms. Sinfield also found that “the ending differed 
from my expectations as well.  As soon as time ran out, the 
justices stood up and left, again, without ceremony and people 
began filing out.  As you exited, you were “hushed” by pages 
until you left the building.”

(continued on Page 14)
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Section of Taxation 
January – June 2015 Calendar of Events 

 

JANUARY  

Jan. 8, 2015 Tax-Exempt Study Group (Whiteford Taylor, Baltimore) – 8:30 AM 

Jan. 13, 2015 Employee Benefits Study Group (Venable LLP, Baltimore) - 12 PM 

Jan. 20, 2015 State Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Miles Stockbridge, Rockville)  Topic: SDAT Updates and 
recent developments; Speaker: David Lyon, William Hammond and Jeffrey Comen– 8:30-9:30 AM 

Jan. 21 ,2015 Transactional Tax Study Group (Whiteford Taylor, Baltimore) - 12 PM 

Jan. 22, 2015 Montgomery/PG County Tax Study Group (Law Offices of Diana Gary and  
Law Offices of Harold Pskowski, Rockville) Topic: Federal Income Tax Update; Speaker: Charles Postal, CPA, 
Santos Postal & Company  – 8 AM 

Jan. 22, 2015 Estate and Gift Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Shulman Rogers in Potomac) - 11:45 AM 

FEBRUARY  

Feb. 7, 2015 U.S. Tax Court Calendar Call Pro Bono Day- U.S. District Court for the District of Maryland, Baltimore Division, 
101 W. Lombard Street, Baltimore)- 9:30 AM 

Feb. 17, 2015 Pro Bono Resource Center and MVLS Training: Helping Homeowners Avoid Tax Sale and Tax Foreclosure in 
Baltimore City (University of Baltimore School of Law, Baltimore) – 9 AM 

Feb. 17, 2015 State Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Miles Stockbridge, Rockville) (will be rescheduled due to 
weather) 
Topic: Administrative developments at SDAT; recent cases and legislation regarding personal property tax; 
Speaker: Michael W. Griffin and Leroy Bryant – 8:30-9:30 AM 

Feb. 18, 2015 Transactional Tax Study Group (Whiteford Taylor, Baltimore) - 12 PM 

Feb. 19, 2015 Tax Controversy Study Group (Rosenberg, Martin, Greenberg in Baltimore and Stein Sperling, Rockville)  
Topic: DC Office of Tax and Revenue procedures; Speaker: Jessica Brown- 9AM 

Feb. 19, 2015 Estate and Gift Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Shulman Rogers in Potomac) - 11:45 AM 

Feb. 23, 2015 U.S. Tax Court Calendar Call Pro Bono Day- U.S. District Court for the District of Maryland, Baltimore Division, 
101 W. Lombard Street, Baltimore; courtroom TBD)- 9:30 AM 

Feb. 26, 2015 Montgomery/PG County Tax Study Group (Law Offices of Mary Beth Beattie, Rockville) Topic: Report from 
Heckerling Institute; Speaker: James A. Hyatt, Esq. James A. Hyatt & Associates  – 8 AM 

MARCH  

Mar. 3, 2015 Comptroller v. Wynne Educational Program (Venable LLP, Baltimore)-6 PM 

Mar. 10, 2015 Employee Benefits Study Group (Venable LLP, Baltimore) - 12 PM 

Mar. 12, 2015 Tax-Exempt Study Group (Whiteford Taylor, Baltimore) – 8:30 AM 

Mar. 17, 2015 State Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Miles Stockbridge, Rockville) Topic: Maryland corporate 
charter and related issues including transferred controlling interests; Speaker: Paul Anderson – 8:30-9:30 AM 

Mar. 18 ,2015 Transactional Tax Study Group (Whiteford Taylor, Baltimore) - 12 PM 

Mar. 19, 2015 Tax Controversy Study Group (Rosenberg, Martin, Greenberg in Baltimore and Stein Sperling, Rockville) Topic: 
IRS Collection Appeals (rescheduled from January); Speaker: Joseph Teti - 9 AM 
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January – June 2015 Calendar of Events (con’t) 

Mar. 19, 2015 Estate and Gift Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Shulman Rogers in Potomac) - 11:45 AM 

Mar. 20, 2015 MVLS- Tax Controversy Training for Attorneys- (MVLS, 201 N. Charles St, Baltimore) Register at 
http://www.mvlslaw.org/lawyers/events/ 

Mar. 26, 2015 Montgomery/PG County Tax Study Group (Law Office of Fred Goldman, Rockville) Topic: Spring Roundtable 
Discussion – 8 AM 

APRIL  

Apr. 16, 2015 Tax Controversy Study Group (Rosenberg, Martin, Greenberg in Baltimore and Stein Sperling, Rockville) Topic: 
Litigation in the United States Tax Court; Speaker: Robb Longman and IRS Office of Chief Council - 9 AM 

Apr. 16, 2015 Estate and Gift Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Shulman Rogers in Potomac) - 11:45 AM 

TBD April Joint Meeting with Young Lawyers’ Section – details to follow 

Apr. 21, 2015 State Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Miles Stockbridge, Rockville)  Topic: An analysis of the last 
session of the Maryland General Assembly; Income Tax Developments; Speaker: Wallace A. Eddleman and Rhea 
R. Reed – 8:30-9:30 AM 

Apr. 23, 2015 Montgomery/PG County Tax Study Group (Stein Sperling Bennett De Jong, Rockville) Topic: Partnership 
Taxation; Speaker: Mark Schweighofer, 
Stein Sperling Bennett De Jong – 8 AM 

MAY  

May 12, 2015 Employee Benefits Study Group (Venable LLP, Baltimore) - 12 PM 

May 13 or 14, 
2015 

Annual Irving Shulbank Memorial Dinner and Program 

May 14, 2015 Tax-Exempt Study Group (TBD) – 8:30 AM 

May 19, 2015 State Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Miles Stockbridge, Rockville)  
Topic: Pending and enacted Maryland legislation; Speaker: Sharonne R. Bonardi and Daniel C. Riley, Jr.  – 8:30-9:30 
AM 

May 20, 2015 Transactional Tax Study Group (TBD) - 12 PM 

May 21, 2015 Estate and Gift Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Shulman Rogers in Potomac) - 11:45 AM 

May 22, 2015 Tax Controversy Study Group (Rosenberg, Martin, Greenberg in Baltimore and Stein Sperling, Rockville) Topic 
and Speaker TBD - 9 AM 

May 28, 2015 Montgomery/PG County Tax Study Group (Arthur C. Elgin, Esquire 
Jackson & Campbell, P.C., Rockville) Topic: Review of MD Tax Legislation; Speaker: Mary Beth Beattie, Esq. 
Harold Pskowski, Esq.– 8 AM 

JUNE  

Jun. 10-13, 2015 MSBA Annual Meeting, Ocean City 

Jun. 17, 2015 Transactional Tax Study Group (TBD) - 12 PM 

Jun. 18, 2015 Estate and Gift Tax Study Group (Ober Kaler in Baltimore and Shulman Rogers in Potomac) - 11:45 AM 
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UStC Pro Bono...
(continued from Page 3)

Service (“TAS”), who manage the Low-Income Taxpayer Clinic (LITC) Program. And, only a few months after our first USTC 
Pro Bono Day event, TAS already decided to encourage LITCs to implement their own USTC Pro Bono Day programs. While 
the USTC Pro Bono Day is helpful to all pro se petitioners, low-income taxpayers are in particular need of such help since they 
lack the resources to pay for legal counsel.

The program has continued to be viewed by TAS as such a suc-
cess that TAS included a 90 minute panel discussion on the topic 
at the December 2014 LITC Grantee Conference, and scheduled 
it as a main session directly following the presentations of Ms. 
Nina Olsen, the National Taxpayer Advocate, and the U.S. Tax 
Court Update. As one of the lead organizers of the USTC Pro 
Bono Day, I was honored to chair this panel along with the Hon-
orable Peter Panuthos, U.S. Tax Court Chief Special Trial Judge; 
Ms. Nancy Gilmore, IRS Associate Area Counsel; and Ms. 
Beverly Winstead, LITC Program Director at the University of 
Mary-
land. 

Our panel helped other LITCs learn more about implementing their own 
Pro Bono Day programs. Many of the 137 LITCs that exist nationally 
had heard about the Pro Bono Day and were interested in running a 
similar program but, largely because of they are uncertain as to how to 
implement the program, only approximately six had actually thus far 
done so. Based on the positive feedback received following our panel 
discussion, it appears many more LITCs will be soon working with 
their local tax bar and IRS Counsel to implement their own USTC Pro 
Bono Day. What started out as an effort to help Maryland taxpayers 
has grown to help pro se petitioners nationwide.

Cheri P. Wendt-Taczak, Esq., is the LITC Program Attorney at Maryland 
Volunteer Lawyers Service in Baltimore, Maryland. Cheri is a graduate of the University of Baltimore School of Law. If you are 
interested in volunteering at the next USTC Pro Bono Day or in becoming an MVLS volunteer attorney, please contact Cheri 
at cwendttaczak@mvlslaw.org or 443-451-4061. 

Want to assist loW-income 
individuals resolve their 

tax matters? 

Register for the MVLS 
Tax Controversy Training

Friday, March 20th

9 a.m. - 1 p.m.
 

contact cheri Wendt-taczak 
at cwendttaczak@mvlslaw.org or 

443-451-4061 to register.

Win a FREE TICKET to the Annual 
Irving Shulbank Memorial Dinner!

To enter, join the Taxation Section’s  
Facebook group between now and 
April 30th, then “like” and share the post  

announcing the contest.

**Must be a Taxation Section member 
to be eligible to win**

Winner will be announced May 1st 
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Federal tax UPdate...
(continued from Page 4)

(continued on Page 12)

cuit Court of Appeals agreed with the Tax Court that a conservation 
easement allowing substitution of property with an equal or greater 
value did not qualify the donor for a charitable contribution.

In Burrell v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-217, based on 
statements provided by casinos, the Tax Court allowed a casual 
gambler to offset 70 percent of gambling winnings from slot 
plays; the individual had claimed a 100 percent offset but had 
inadequate records to show losses offsetting the 1099s.

In Annuzzi v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-233, the Tax 
Court permitted a couple to deduct losses from their racing and 
breeding activities totaling $137,000 over two years despite 
showing a profit in only five out of 30 years; their case was 
bolstered by having a business plan, a professional trainer and 
an expectation of appreciation in value by buying horses with 
good bloodlines.

In Revenue Ruling 2014-32, IRS indicated that “smart cards” 
and “debit cards” provided by an employer in an amount not 
exceeding the statutory limit for transportation benefits are 
excludable from income only if they are not possibly usable 
for any other purpose.

In Notice 2014-68, IRS indicated that a donation of vacation, 
sick or personal leave will not be included in an employee’s 
gross income if it is made to a tax exempt organization provid-
ing relief for victims of the Ebola outbreak.

In Information Letter 2014-24, IRS indicated that a taxpayer 
realizes cancellation of indebtedness income if a loan modifica-
tion reduces the principal balance of a nonrecourse debt where 
there is no disposition of the collateral.

In News Release 2014-110, IRS indicated that a charity must 
provide a description of donated items of property where the 
aggregate deduction claimed exceeds $250.

IRS Fact Sheet 2014-09 sets forth that employees must check 
a box on their 2014 return to show health care coverage; lapses 
in excess of three months will cause a penalty in the absence 
of an exemption.

In Chief Counsel Advice 201451027, IRS reiterated qualifying 
mortgage interest may be deducted by any payor who is either 
a co-owner or co-obligor on the debt.

RETIREMENT PLANS
Public Law 113-295 Division A, the Tax Increase Prevention 
Act of 2014, extends through 2014 the nontaxability of transfers 
from IRAs to charities of up to $100,000 per year by individuals 
who have reached age 70½.

In Announcement 2014-32, IRS indicated that it would not 
consider pre 2015 rollovers in enforcing its Regulation that 
only one rollover in any 12-month period is permitted from all 
IRAs (as opposed to each IRA) of an individual.

In Letter Ruling 201446030, IRS ruled that the acquisition by 
an IRA of shares of a publicly traded trust invested in gold does 
not violate the restriction on collectibles.

In Letter Ruling 201446036, IRS reiterated that transfers from 
traditional IRAs may not be made to Simple IRAs but gave 
an extension of the 60-day rollover period following improper 
advice of a financial advisor in order to correct the transfer 
with a proper recipient.

ESTATES
In Cavaliaro v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-189, the Tax 
Court determined that a merger of two businesses, one owned 
by parents and the other by their sons, resulted in a taxable 
gift from the parents to the sons because the company of the 
parents was undervalued.

In Estate of Giustina v. Commissioner, 114 AFTR2d 2014-
6848, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals reversed a 2011 Tax 
Court decision, disapproving of a business valuation with 75 
percent weight given to an earnings method but 25 percent 
weight given to an asset method (based on an alleged 25 percent 
likelihood of liquidation).

BUSINESS
Public Law 113-295 Division A, the Tax Increase Prevention 
Act of 2014:

● Extends through 2014 numerous tax benefits including the 
current asset expensing and bonus depreciation rules, the 
additional $8,000 writeoff on business automobiles, the 
15-year writeoff on qualified leasehold, retail improvement 
and restaurant property, the research, work opportunity and 
differential wage payment credits, the five-year maximum 
lookback for built-in gain on conversions of C corporations 
to S status and the 100 percent exclusion of gain on the sale 
of certain C corporation “small business stock.”

● Directs IRS to set up a certified professional employer orga-
nization program by July 1, 2015 under which, beginning in 
2016, such an organization would be solely responsible for 
an employer’s payroll taxes; PEOs would pay $1,000 per 
year, post a bond and submit audited financial statements.
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Federal tax UPdate...
(continued from Page 11)

In Securias Holdings, Inc. v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-
225, the Tax Court once again permitted the deduction of 
payments made to a “captive insurance company”, finding that 
there was an adequate shifting of the risks which constituted 
insurance in the “commonly accepted sense.”

In Mingo v. Commissioner, 114 AFTR2d 2014-6886, the Fifth 
Circuit Court of Appeals agreed with the Tax Court that IRS 
could require an individual who failed to report the ordinary 
income portion of a sale of her partnership interest (representing 
her share of unrealized receivables) in the year of sale, now 
closed, to include the omitted amount as income in the follow-
ing year as an “accounting method adjustment”; IRS argued 
successfully that it may make any necessary adjustments to 
prevent the omission of income.

In Applied Research Associates, Inc. v. Commissioner, 143 
TC No. 17, the Tax Court concluded that an affiliated group 
consisting of a personal service corporation and nonpersonal 
service corporations could use graduated tax rates applied to 
the entire taxable income, at least where the group as a whole 
would not have constituted a personal service corporation.

In Freedom From Religion Foundation v. Koskinen, 114 AF-
TR2d 2014-5548, a Wisconsin Federal District Court dismissed 
a challenge to the exemption from reporting that is applicable 
to churches, indicating that the organization bringing the com-
plaint lacked standing to sue inasmuch as it had never sought 
an exemption for itself.

In Price v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-253, the Tax Court 
separated a horse breeding and training operation from a car 
dealership as separate activities notwithstanding testimony 
that there was “relationship marketing” including company 
logos that were mirrored; the Court then determined that the 
horse operation which had over $1 million in losses over an 
eight-year period was not engaged for profit (but rejected the 
accuracy penalty sought by IRS).

In Crile v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-202, the Tax Court 
balanced the nine factors and determined that a tenured art 
professor had a profit motive in regard to her own art sales 
notwithstanding minimal gross income from sales during the 
audited years; in prior years, she had generated gross proceeds 
of almost $1.2 million including $112,000 in her best year.

In Akey v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-211, the Tax Court 
agreed with IRS that an individual with a full-time job as an 
engineer was not engaging in a sports memorabilia activity 
for profit; the Court found that most of the factors considered 
weighed against the tax payer and found his testimony incredible 
that he averaged 15 hours per day conducting the activity.

In Shore v. United States, 114 AFTR2d 2014-5496, an Idaho 
Federal District Court determined that the owner of a company 
whose manager embezzled was liable for the Trust Fund Re-
covery Penalty as he paid unsecured creditors after he learned 
of the tax delinquency.

IRS Fact Sheet 2014-10 sets forth that employers with 150 or 
more fulltime equivalent employees must file an annual return 
beginning in 2016 for 2015 indicating what health coverage is 
offered employees; smaller employers which self insure must 
also report.

PROCEDURE
Public Law 113-295 Division B, the Achieving a Better Life 
Experience Act of 2014: 

● Indexes for inflation most fixed dollar penalties under the 
Internal Revenue Code effective 2015.

● Increases the percentages taken in a continuous levy from 
15 percent to 30 percent on Governmental payments to a 
Medicare provider effective June 17, 2015.

Proposed Regulations under Code Sections 351, 721 and 731 
consolidate existing guidance creating exceptions to the general 
rule that gains or losses are recognized upon the distribution of 
installment obligations; the exceptions include most contribu-
tions to corporations and partnerships as well as distributions 
by partnerships.

Proposed Regulations under Code Section 6050P would end 
the requirement of a business issuing an information return on 
the expiration of three years from the onset of a debt, instead 
utilizing other criteria to determine the timing of any cancel-
lation of indebtedness.

In Sanchez v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-223, the Tax 
Court found that a Petition was filed late when it bore a post-
mark one day after the deadline despite the taxpayer showing 
that she purchased a stamp online on a timely basis and depos-
ited the envelope in a box at the post office.

In Perry v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-231, the Tax Court 
determined that the filing of a bankruptcy suspends but does 
not throw out existing Tax Court proceedings.

In Susquehanna Bank v. United States, 114 AFTR2d 2014-
5392, the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals agreed with a 
Maryland Federal District Court that a bank’s security interest 
created by a deed of trust that was signed before IRS filed its 

(continued on Page 13)
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lien but recorded afterwards took priority over the IRS tax lien, 
finding that the bank had an equitable security interest on the 
date of execution under State common law.

In Mallo v. Internal Revenue Service, 114 AFTR2d 2014-
7022, the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed a decision 
of a Colorado Federal District Court and, in line with the 
weight of authority, determined that a tax liability may not be 
discharged in bankruptcy after IRS has prepared a substitute 
for return (SFR).

In Polomares v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-243, the Tax 
Court refused to treat the filing of the “injured spouse” form as 
akin to an “innocent spouse” filing and denied a non-English 
speaking battered spouse a refund for payments not made within 
two years of the subsequently filed innocent spouse submission 
on the proper form.

In Demeter v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-238, the Tax 
Court gave equitable innocent spouse relief to an individual 
caring for two minor children who was not receiving mandated 
alimony or child support and during the marriage had received no 
benefits beyond normal support notwithstanding that she should 
have known that her former spouse would be unable to pay the 
liability despite his legal obligation (IRS attempted to concede 
the case; however, the taxpayer’s former husband intervened).

In Varela v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-222, a divorced 
woman was granted innocent spouse status for a deficiency dur-
ing her marriage where the couple kept separate financial records 
and she received no benefit beyond normal living expenses.

In Wang v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-206, the Tax Court 
denied innocent spouse status to a wife of a disbarred lawyer 
where she served as his office manager; the Court found that 
she had reason to know of the understatements and benefitted 
from the unreported income.

In Hauptman v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-214, the Tax 
Court determined that IRS was justified in rejecting a $500,000 
Offer in Compromise against a $13 million tax liability in 
the case of an individual who founded a private investment 
management firm and a subsequent hedge fund; the Court 
found that his lavish lifestyle, business dealings and suspect 
financial information cast doubt on his claim that he could not 
pay more.

In Kirkpatrick v. Commissioner, TC Memo 2014-234, the Tax 
Court confirmed that collection of the Trust Fund Recovery 
Penalty against responsible individuals is not suspended by 
the underlying entity’s installment agreement.

In Revenue Procedure 2014-63, IRS extended a pilot program 
which allows mediation after an Appeals conference in Offer 
in Compromise cases involving the value of assets and in Trust 
Fund Recovery Penalty cases involving whether an individual 
was a “responsible person.”

In Field Attorney Advice 20145001F, IRS determined that the 
unified partnership audit rules under TEFRA do not apply to 
employment tax or worker classification examinations.

The Maryland State Bar Association’s Taxation Section Council 
is always seeking articles for Tax Talk, the quarterly newsletter 
for the Taxation Section.  Tax Talk features articles on recent 
events, activities, topics of interest and member news that are 
relevant to Taxation Section members.  

If you would like to contribute an article for publication in the 
newsletter, please contact Elizabeth Shaner, Newsletter Editor,  
at eshaner@rosenbergmartin.com.  The editors reserve the right 
to edit, accept or reject prospective materials in accordance 
with their editorial judgment.

Writers Wanted!
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University of Baltimore School of 
Law, Low-Income Taxpayer Clinic is 

Now Accepting Cases!  

The clinic represents low-income 
taxpayers in federal tax disputes. If 
you know of a taxpayer who needs 

assistance with a tax problem, 
please have them call the clinic at 

410-837-5706.

John B. Snyder, III
Director, University of Baltimore 

Tax Clinic
Clinical Law Offices

1420 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Wynne-ing...
(continued from Page 7)

netWorking night...
(continued from Page 6)

Despite the difficulty and uncertainty of witnessing an oral 
argument before the U.S. Supreme Court, attendees found 
the experience to be well worth the effort.  Sharonne Bonardi 
stated that she “had visited the Court before, but not when 
it was in session.  Seeing all of the justices and their banter 
was more awe-inspiring than my last visit to the Court…even 
when I was greeted by Sandra Day O’Connor as she escorted 
guests during the visit.  It was an amazing experience and well 
worth the wait.  I’ve worked for the Office of the Comptroller 
for nearly 18 years, and I have never experienced this much 
excitement in the agency.”  

Rebecca Sheppard, a hearing officer at the Maryland Comptrol-
ler’s office stated that “witnessing oral arguments on Wynne v. 
Comptroller…a case relevant to my profession is a once in a 
lifetime opportunity.  Despite having to wake up very early to 
catch the train to D.C. and stand in line, it is a memory that I 
will carry with me forever.”
Eric Rollinger noted that “witnessing oral arguments in front 
of the U.S. Supreme Court on a landmark tax case is rare.  That 
is why I was delighted to be in attendance for the arguments in 
the case of Comptroller v. Wynne. The case is arguably the most 
important tax case to be heard by the U.S. Supreme Court since 
Wisconsin Department of Revenue v. William Wrigley, Jr., Co. 
and Quill Corp. v. North Dakota, which were both heard on the 
same day back in 1992.”  Eric added that he enjoyed “the show 
because there may not be another one for 22 years.”

Andrew “Jay” Maschas is an Assistant Manager with the 
Comptroller’s Hearings and Appeals section. During his six year 
tenure as a hearing officer, Mr. Maschas resolved thousands of 

tax appeals from individuals, small businesses, and Fortune 500 
companies.  Mr. Maschas received his Bachelors of Arts from 
Washington College, his Juris Doctor from the University of 
the Pacific, and his Masters of Laws (LL.M) in taxation from the 
Villanova University School of Law.

event held by the MSBA’s Tax Section provided an excellent 
opportunity for members of the Maryland LITC to interact 
with tax professionals and learn first-hand what the practice of 
law in this area entails.  For current students and alumni of the 
Maryland Low Income Taxpayer Clinic alike, these interactions 
are invaluable and can lead to future employment opportunities 
and productive professional relationships.  

The Clinic as a whole also has much to gain from these net-
working events.  They provide a forum for social interaction 
between current Maryland students, professors, and others who 
have an affiliation with the University, and more specifically, 
the LITC.  Perhaps more importantly, these events allow the 
Clinic to expand its presence within the tax community and 
advertise its services, opening doors for procurement of future 
business and referrals.  The LITC should continue to engage in 
networking opportunities in pursuit of the continued develop-
ment of the both the LITC and its members. 

Brett Burka and Rob Greenberg are both law students at the University 
of Maryland Carey School of Law.
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AnnuAl IrvIng ShulbAnk MeMorIAl 
DInner AnD ProgrAM

May 13th or 14th, 2015 - Save the Date!
Downtown Baltimore Location: TBA

Keynote Speaker: TBA

Attorneys will have an opportunity to network with colleagues during our cocktail hour.  
Additionally, we will announce the recipient of the The J. Ronald Shiff Memorial Pro Bono Award 

and the 2015 Tax Excellence Award.
 

This is our premiere tax event for the year, so don’t miss out!!!!

Calling For Nominations For The Tax Excellence Award
The Maryland State Bar Association’s Section of Taxation is seeking nominations for the 2015 Tax Excel-
lence Award. The Tax Excellence Award is presented annually to an attorney, law school professor, public 
official or member of the judiciary who exemplifies professional, academic or public service excellence, in-
tegrity, compassion and commitment in the areas of practicing, teaching or developing tax law or tax policy.  
The Award will be presented to the recipient at the Section of Taxation’s Annual Irving Shulbank  

Memorial Dinner and Program. 

If you know an individual who should be considered, please send your nomination by email (japratt@
venable.com), or fax (410-244-7742), to Jennifer Pratt, Chair of the Tax Excellence Award Committee.  
To submit a nomination, please send a brief statement as to why you feel the nominee is worthy of consideration. Please 

include the nominees name, professional address, telephone number, and professional biographical background. 
Nominations must be submitted by March 31, 2015.

CALLING FOR NOMINATIONS FOR THE
 J. RONALD SHIFF MEMORIAL PRO BONO AWARD

The Maryland State Bar Association's Section of Taxation is seeking nominations for the 2015  
J. Ronald Shiff Memorial Pro Bono Award. The Award is presented annually to an attorney (whether 
in private practice, government, academia, public service or other area) who has demonstrated a 
commitment to providing legal services to low-income taxpayers. The Award will be presented to the 

recipient at the Section of Taxation’s Annual Irving Shulbank Memorial Dinner and Program. 

If you know an individual who should be considered, please send your nomination by email to (japratt@
venable.com), or fax (410-244-7742), to Jennifer Pratt, Chair of the Pro Bono Award Committee. To 
submit a nomination, please send a brief statement as to why you feel the nominee is worthy of consid-
eration. Please include the nominee's name, professional address, telephone number, and professional 

biographical background. Nominations must be submitted by March 31, 2015. 


