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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAT, ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matbter of the Accusation of No. H-3972 SF

)
MARTIN JOEI BLOOM, %
Respondent. 3

ORDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE

On June 11, 1996, a Decision was rendered herein
revoking the real estate broker license of respondent but granting
respondent the right to the issuance of a restricted real estate
broker license. A restricted real estate broker license was
issued to respondent on September 27, 1976, and respondent hag
operated as a restricted licenseec without cause for disciplinary
action against him since that time.

On December 10, 1979, respondent petitioned for reingtate-
ment of said real estate broker license and the Attorney General
of the State of California has been given notice of the filing
of said petibion.

I have considcred the petition of respondent and the



! evidence and arguments in support thercol including his record

2 as a restricted licenscce. Respondenl has demonstrated to my

3 satisfaction that he meets the requirements of law for the issuance
4 to him of an unrestricted real estato broker license snd that

9 it would not be against the public interest to issue said

6 license to him.

7 NOW, THEREFOLRIE, IT IS ORDERED that rcgpondent's

8 petition for reinstatement is granted and that an unrestricted

3 real estate broker license be issued to respondent on receipt

10 of the application and fee therefor within 90 days from the
L

11 date hercof.

12 This order shall be effective immediately.
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3 ! STATE OF CALTPORNTA
10 :

11} In the Matter of the Accusation of NO. H~3972 gF

12 | MARTTH JOEL BLOOM,

N e e P PNt

13 Respondent.
i
14 |
15 | ORDER LENYING REINSLALIICNY OF LICESSH
16& On June 13, 1976, a Uo-ininn was rend: WLE Rerolls e

17 I[ voking the real estate broker lLicurse of respondent out coantin,: |
183 the wight to a reutricted real sciqts broker ficcine,

19 On November 21, 197/, serpundent petitioned for ocin-
20é svatement of sald license and the Attorney Gereral of the State
21? of Califormia hac been given notice of the filiny of the

22 cetition.

23 | L have considered respondent's petition and the

24 | evidence and arguments in support therecf. Hegspondent has

25? failed to demonstrave to my salictastion that he has underygone

26 1 culficient rehabilitation to warsant the reinstatement of his

;
27 | restricted real estate broker licvense.
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NOW, THEREFORE, I 12 QRDERED thei respondent's

LA

petition for reinstatersent orwhiﬁ real egtate brokorp

license is denied.
———
thig Order chall be Ireowive ab 12 a'uiock roact on
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation of ) NO. H-3972 gF
) .
MARTIN JOEL BLOOM, )] N 6991
) .
Respondent. ),
)
DECISTION

The Proposed Decision dated June 3, 1976, of the
Administrative Law Judge of the Office of Administrative Hearings
is hereby adopted as the Decision of the Real Estate Commissioner
in the above entitled matter.

The Decilsion suspends or revokes one or more real estate
licenses on grounds of the conviction of a crime.

' The right fo reinstatement of a revoked real estate
license or to the reduction of a suspension is controiled by
Section 11522 of the Government Code. 4 copy of Section 11522

and a copy of the Commissioner's Criteria of Rehabilitation are

attached hereto for the information of respondent.
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Thig Decision shall become effective at 12 o'clock

noon. on Ol L , 1976,

IT IS S0 OIQDERED LM,_. /] , 1976,

0

M%_ /._, 1 !ﬁi/ [, %/
JHN E. BEVPRD :
Chief Deputy Director
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation )
of ; _
MARTIN JOEL BLOOM, )

No. H-3972 SF

N 6991
Respondent.

PROPOSED DECISION

This matter was heard before Stewart A. Judson, Admin-
istrative Law Judge, State of California, Office of Administrative
Hearings, on May 27, 1976 in San Francisco, Califﬁrnia.

The Department of Real Estate of the State of California
was representedlby Richard H, Chasen, Counsel,

Martin Joel Bloom was present and represented himself.

Accordingly, the following decision is herewith proposed,
certified and recommended for adoption:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1
At all times mentioned herein, Martin Joel Bloom (here-
inafter respondent) was, and now is, licensed by the Department
of Real Estate of the State of California as a real estate broker.
II
The complainant, R. L. Royce, a Deputy Real Estate Com-
missioner of the State of California, acting in his official

capacity as such and not otherwise, made the Accusation.



ITL _

On April 10, 1975, in Case No. 17994, in the Superior
Court in and for the County of Contra Costa, State of California,
respondent entered a plea of Guilty to Section 653f of the |
California Penal Code (SOLICITATION TO COMMIT BRIBERY). Said
Court thereafter ordered that respondent be admitted to probation
and that imposition of sentence be suspended for a period of two
(2) years from the date of said order. Said Court further ordered
that respondent comply with the following condition, among others,
of probation: that he contribute 80C hours of volunteer service
in a2 manner and at a rate to be determined by his probation
officer,

v

The crime to which respondent entered his plea of Guilty
and was convicted, as found in Finding III hereinabove, is 2 crime .
involving moral turpitude and is a crime which is substantially
related to the qualifications, functions and duties of a real es~-
tate licensee.

v

The following additional facts were established:

1. During the events which led to his aforenoted con-
viction, respondent was employed as Deputy County Counsel of
Contra Costa County, State of California. 1In said capacity, re-
spondent was required to advise said County's Planning Commission
in the matter of the Quimby Island Reclamation District's efforts
to obtain a certain land use permit for the operation of a fish

farm and recreation area.



2. During the course of his contacts with said
District's attorney, respondent indicated to said attorney that
respondent's opinion and action would be influenced in return
for $150,000. Said attorney immediately reported said conduct
to the county District Attorney's office. Approximately two
months thereafter, respondent verbally rescinded said offer.

The evidence failed to demonstraﬁe that respondent did, in fact,
either receive money or other consideration or permit his opinions
or actions to be influenced.

3. Respondent is presently thirty-four years of age,
married and the father of two children, ages six and three.
Following his graduation from UCLA in 1965, with an AB in busi-
ness administration, respondent attended UCLA and obtained an MA
in business education in 1966. Respondent was married in Septem-
ber, 1966, and he and his wife joined the Peace Corps and served
two years in Bolivia. Respondent returned to the United States
in 1969 and entered Loyola Law School, in Los Angeles. Respond-
ent attended evening_sessions, working during the day as a”
Spanish'speaking social worker, and graduated in June, 1972, Re-
spondent joined the staff of the Contra Costa County Counsel's
office in February, 1973.

4. Regpondent concedes that he was aware, at the time,
that his aforenoted conduct was.wrong. Respondent undertook said
course of conduct out of a desire to achieve personal financial
and economic independence and feels he acted out of desperation.

The evidence failed to establish that, at the time, respondent



was facing a financial crisis, Respondent was, at the time,
earning approximately $15,000.00 per year.

5. Respondent completed over 800 hours of voluntary
work performing carpentry at a center for multi-handicapped
children in Concord, California. On May 12, 1976, the Superior
Court in and for the County of Confra Costa, State of California,
issued an order terminating respondent's probation early, dis-~
misging the information pursuant to Section 1203.4 of the
California Penal Code and deeming the offense a misdémeancr pur -
suant to Section 17 of said Code.

6. Respondent's wife is temporarily ewployed as a sub-
stitute teacher but intends to return to school ag a full time
student next fall. Respondent and his family have subsisted
primarily on savings and a loan from respondent's parents. In
addition, respondent's interest in certain property in Humbolt
Couﬁty, California was purchased by his brother~in-law. Respond=-
ent is currently employed as a carpenter in an apprentice program
by a local contractor.

7. Respondent was suspended from the practice of law
in June; 1975 and has appeared before a local disciplinary com-
mittee of the State Bar Assocation. Said committee has recommended
that respondent be suspended from the practice of law for a period
of three years with an additional two years probation. Said
recommendation is not binding. Respondent has utilized his real
estate broker license iﬁ only two transactions since his conviction

and has moved his office to his residence.
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8. Respondent has expressed sincere remorse for his
aforenoted conduct. He was a model probationer and has been
open and forthright in his dealings with law enforcement agenciles
and officers involved in investigating his conduct. Respondent
was licensed by the Department of Real Estate effective July 19,
1974 and has suffered no known prior disciplinary action.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

I
Cause for disciplinary action was established pursuant

to Sections 4390, 10177(b) and 101?7g£l_of the California Business

and Professions Code,
IT
The matters set forth in Finding V hereinabove have

been considered in the order hereinbelow set forth.

ORDER
1. The real estate broker license of Martin Joel Bloom,

respondent above-named, be and the same is hereby revoked.

rabr—

2. A restricted real estate broker license shall be
issued to respondent pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the California
Business and Professions Code 1f respondent makes application

therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the appropri-

ate fee for said license not less than sixty (60) days from, but

not more than one (1) year following, the effective date of the

Decision herein.

3. The restricted license issued to respondent shall be

e .
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subject to all of the proviéions of Section 10156,7 of the
California Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under au-~
thority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

A. Seid restricted license may be suspended

SR ——

prior to hearing by Order of the Real
Estate Commissioner in the event of re-
spondent 's conviction or plea of nolo

contendere to a crime which bears & sig-

nificant relation to respondent's fitness
or capacity as a real estate licénsee;

B. _Said‘:est:icted_licggﬁg may be suspended
prior to hearing by Order of the ReallEstate
Commigsioner on evidence satisfactory to
the Commigsioner that respondent has violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law,
the Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the
Real Estate Commissioner or conditiomns attach-
ing to this restricted license;

C. Regpondent shall not be eligible to apply for

the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the condi-
tions, limitations ox restrictions of a
restricted license until one (1) year has
elapsed from the date of issuance of the re-

stricted license to respondent;



D. Respondent shall report in writing to the

Department of Real Estate as the Real

Estate Commissioner shall direct by his
Decigion herein or by separate written

order issued while the restricted license

is in effect such information concerning
respondent 's activities for which a real
estate license is required as the Commis~
sioner shall deem appropriate to protect

the public interest.

Such reports may include, but shall not be
limited to, periodic independent accountings
of trust funds in the custody and control of
regpondent and periodic summaries of salient
information concerning each real estate trans-
action in which the respondent engaged during

the period covered by the report.

DATED: June 3, 1976

4 /7

Ul (5 o

STEWART A, JUDSON
Administrative Law Judge




Office of Administrative Hearings
100 Van Wess Avenue, llith loor
San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone (415) 557-1636

BEFORE THE E H H:, E ‘}

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

in the Matter of the Accusation of
MARTIN JOEL BLOONM,

Respongent.

N e e mar” St i st Mgt st St

NOTICE OF CONTINUED HEARING

TO THE PARTIES IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED PROCEEDING:
You are hereby notified that the hearing in the above-entitled matter

which was set to be heard by an Administrative Law Judge of the Office of

Administrative Hearings at San Francisco , California, on
April 1, 1376, has been continued to May 27, 1976, at the hour

¥ iaq

1130 p.m., on the 11th Floor, 100 Van Fess Avenue, Sar

DATED: March 31, 1976

f Js DOYLE
F. J. DOYLE, Administrative Law Judge

PJID:LES
ocs / chard H. Chasen, Counsel, Department of Real Estate, One Hallidie
Plaza, Suite 200, San Francisce, €A 94102 (3)
Martin Joel Bloom, 240 Keats Circle, Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
Jo Meroney, OAH Sacramento

De LHeon o&mm e

OAH 44 SF (11/75)



'BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

ST&TE UF},CALlFORNiA St ﬂEC 19 1875
ot _ DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

(n the Matter of the Accusation of

e
MARTTN JOEL BLOOM i o Mo HRO7ERF By %

Respondent N 6991 Roshnl R. Mefthi

NOTICE OF HEARING ON ACCUSATION

(Pursuant to Section 11509 of the Government Code)

TO THL RESPONDENT ABOVE NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that a hearing will be held before the Department
11¢h Floor e
of Real Estate at100 Van Ness Avenue., San Francisco, California

on the 3o+ day af Ap*r*ﬂ . '9?6 , at the hour of G:00 A.M.

or as soon thereafter as the'métter';éh be heard, upon the charges made in the
Accusation served upon you,h“'-_,,~;;-‘ N

As in all adversary‘proceédings, you may be present at the hearing, and
may be represented by counsel but you are neither required to be present at the
hearing, nor are you required to be represented by counsel, However, if you aré
nol present at the hearing Epﬁggrggg; nor represeniéd at the hearing by counsel,
the agency may take disciplinatf aﬁtion against you upon any express admissions,
or upod other evidence, and in the event that a notice of defense has not been
filed by you, upon-alfidavits,-without. further notice to you.

- i

You may present any ﬁe[eyap;_gijdence, and wjij be given full opportunity

to cross-examine all witnesses teﬁtifying against yod. You are entitled to the

issuance of subpoenas to compel the attendsnce of witnesses and the production

of books, documents or other‘fhings Ey applying to the Department of Real Estate.

s
o

Dated: December 19, 19757 7~ K
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAT, ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

e

In the Matbter of the Accusation of ¥o. H-%972 SF

MARTIN JOEL BLOOM,
' ACCUSATION

Respondent.

R A

The complainant, K. L. ROYCE, a Deputy Real
Estate Commigsioner of the State of California, for
cause of accusation against MARTIN JOEL BLOOM, alleges
as follows:
I
That at all times herein mentioned, MARTIN
JOEL BLOOM (hereinafter referred to as respondent) was,
and now is, licensed by the Department of Real Estate
of the State of California as a real estate broker.
IT
That the complainant, R. L. ROYCE, a Deputy
Real Estate Commissioner of the State of California,

acting in his official capacity as such and not otherwise,

-1

I.
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makes this accusation against the regpondent.
III

That on or about April 10, 1975, in Casge No.
17994, in the Superior Court, in and for the County of
Contra Costa, State of California, respondent entered
a plea of guilty to Section 653F of the Penal Code,
State of Califormia (SOLICITATION TO COMMIT BRIBERY)
and was thereafter convicteéd; that the Court ordered
that respondent be admitted to probation and that the
impeosition of sentence be suspended for a period of two
(2) years from the date of the order; that the Court
further_ordered;that respondent comply with the following
conditions of probation, among others: That he contribute
800 hours of volunteer service in a manner and at a
rate to be determined by his probation officer.

Iv

That the crime to which respondent entered
hig plea of guilty and was convicted, as alleged in
Paragraph III above, is a crime involving moral turpitude,
and 1s a crime which is substantially related to the
gqualifications, functions,; and duties of a real estate

licensee.

v
That by reason of the facts as hereinabove

alleged, regspondent has been guilty of acts constituting

grounds for disciplinary action under the provisions of

Sectien 490 and Sections 10177(b) and 10177(f) of the

—0e
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Rusiness and Professions Code of the State of Califormia.
WHERFFORE, the complainant prays that the ‘
above-entitled Accusation be set for hearing and, upon
proof of the charges contained herein, thatJthe Real
Katate Commissioner suspend or revoke all licenses and
any license rights held by the respondent, and for such

other and further relief as may be proper in thée premises.

L

R. L. ROYCE
Deputy Real Estate Commissioner

Dated at San Franmcisco, California

this 20th day of August, 1975.




