
VIRGINIA: 

BEFORE THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF HAMPTON 

IN THE MATTER OF 
MICHAEL CRAIG OLSON 

CASE NO. CL20-1621 
VSB DOCKET NO. 17-010-106954 

AGREED DISPOSITION MEMORANDUM ORDER 
FOR A PUBLIC ADMONITION WITH TERMS 

This matter came to be heard on Tuesday, May 04, 2021, before a Circuit Court Three-Judge panel, 
upon the joint request of the parties for the Court to accept the Agreed Disposition endorsed by the parties 
and offered to the Court as provided by the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia. The panel consisted of 
the Honorable W. Revel Lewis, III, Judge of the Second Judicial Circuit, Designated Chief Judge, the 
Honorable Catherine C. Hammond, Retired Judge of the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, and the Honorable W. 
Allan Sharrett, Judge of the Sixth Judicial Circuit. Michael Craig Olson was present and was represented by 
counsels, James Arthur Cales, III and Paul D. Georgiadis. The Virginia State Bar appeared through its 
Assistant Bar Counsel, Christine Corey. The Chief Judge polled the members of the panel as to whether any 
of them were aware of any personal or financial interest or bias which would preclude any of them from 
fairly hearing the matter to which each judge responded in the negative. Court Reporter, Teresa L. McLean, 
Chandler and Halasz, P.O. Box 9349, Richmond, Virginia 23227, telephone (804) 730-1222, after being duly 
sworn, reported the hearing and transcribed the proceedings. 

WHEREFORE, upon consideration of the Agreed Disposition, the Certification, Respondent's 
Answer, Respondent's Disciplinary Record, the arguments of the parties, and after due deliberation, 

It is ORDERED that the Circuit Court accepts the Agreed Disposition and the Respondent shall 
receive a Public Admonition with Terms. The Agreed Disposition is attached to and incorporated in this 
Memorandum Order, with the following correction to the last sentence of paragraph 16: 

Respondent's evidence would have been that the Dawes were aware of the December 29, 2015 
hearing date as they attended the December 14, 2015 hearing and because Respondent advised them 
of the date by a telephone call. 

It is further ORDERED that the sanction is effective May 4, 2021. 

The Clerk of the Disciplinary System shall assess costs pursuant to Paragraph 13-9.E of the Rules. 

A copy teste of this Order shall be mailed, to the Respondent, Michael Craig Olson, at his last address 
ofrecord with the Virginia State Bar at Michael C. Olson, P.L.C., 34 West Queens Way, Hampton, VA 
23669, with attested copies electronically mailed to: James Arthur Cales, III, and Paul D. Georgiadis, 
Respondent's co-counsels and Christine Corey, Assistant Bar Counsel. 

ftiii 
ENTERED THIS ){:th DAY OF MAY, 2021 

CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF HAMPTON 

W. V<'VY,))_ /f1--. 1 
W. Revel Lewis, III, Designated Chief Judge 
Three-Judge Circuit Court 



\1.lROlNJA: 
B8PORB THB CIRCUIT COURT.FOR THB CITY OF HAMPTON 

VIR8JNIA STATB BAR: BX. JmL 
P.lRSTDISl'RICT COMMITI'BB 
VSB DOCKBTNG .. 17..010-•106954. 

v. CASE NO. CL20-1621 

P.l$LIQ_AbMONmQN wrm ISBMS ~ 
A.OltSBD.iDlSPQSI1ION ~ 

. -~ . · . .13-6.H. ~ 
PursuanttQ th" Rtilos of the S1Jp?eme.Coll\'t.o.1 Vu8bl"' PiU't 6, Seotio!l J'.V •. Parqrapb *~..]) '-
~ ~ St,ito Bit, 1>1-Chtisd)l& Cotey, AnJstant Bar-ColillSel and Mlohael Craig Olson. 

Respondent, ·1~ ~ C-alo,, mimd l-a\Jl D. :GoorgladJs, Rttspondettt's .co~~I. hereby en* · 

mto tho following agreed Dlspoiitioil arising out of the referenced matter. 

I. sm:qt,A.TIDNf PE Ff\OT 

1. At alt ~es xefovani hereto, Respondeltt was liconlted to practice.Jaw in the Conuno11wealtb . 
-ofViqpllla, 

2. ·'7illio and Me.rp«sd~ Daw• •tUea-, '*-' coniplaiµt Bialnit k.e,;oJJ6.• hi Au,-, 2016. In 
~' blr QMIJJlfllnt,. 'Jbc, l')i)VQf -u,s~;in ~l,l'fitl.t pJitt ~$er,offlk?ilt aid ntrt ~tact .them 
.fbllq~ a t'-~~or l.4, 2.0-\SJlP.vitl.g tO "1v'tfq '1~ libnut·aDtid@Dber 29, 201S·huaring · 
or infcJm.J ~m.Qt, ml®c~f.-~fi!lgfi CJi~-Q--:11\~ tlia.t.re,1,11~ &om the hearb'tt 

!. n, Dlt.'M,J ~~ll_y. hired antattotney, Jeiudfor lh'1lWOod ('1Shuwoe>d''). fo SU.OS 

cp~tioJi,'COln~Y for t,reaoh of expns5s and-implied warrantl~s: t~prd_lng the 
GC>t$truotlb2:1,of the1r home, as· WDll aa.tlu\ City ;ofHa.n:lpton for not Pf9PRt.1Y tnspea.ti~ an.d 
J1ormittlng their now.home. · 

4-.. ~h~r.wood wlc;l th-, Dawes.she would filer a law.auit.on thetrbeludf .IIP,UlSt·the CJOnstructlon. 
~~P.'P.1)', bllt that •e·was not willing to,filo-a lawsuit,agahist tho Cfti-ofHampton. When 
&-.wo04 declhled ta file against'tbe City·ofHampton, the Dawes. told bs,r tlult thoywere 
IQU.:to hire a new attotn~. Sherwood filed a.motion for a nonswt oftb.e ouo tbat·•he·had. 
ftled,.andtbe otdorwas entered on August30~ 2010, 



·S, The Dawea hlred.KevJn· Shea C"Shea••H.n J\ll)' aOJ l to .au~ the aonatn.otk>n ®tnpan.Y·IU\d Ute 
~it)' of l:tamJ?toU. 

~. tn.J.~ et Peb~·201.~, S.&01114.)Jtl t&e Da.weitlultthey eould notrewtile the lawault 
•lhat th~ cimatrUQtlt>JJ. aG11',i>JUI? .bea11use more thab .tiix mon'(JJ1 lulc1 pdised 81net11ho 
.Au&UAt 30, 20'1b ,ntty otttn, nonsuit ordbl'; 

~ 

?, :Be$erl Qn Sh"',,_ "dvioo,-the Oawe~--•~lO Q,$~,rwood for lftal~tactie§. SqeafUed tbJ 
m.,dp~90 a»ft ~$ainst :SM.t,Woo.d b;i th! ~ir'!Pit-CP~ for. th~ CJ~ otHaqti;ron and lliked 
fQ.r :l.~.OQQ,OQO Jn .pompcm,,t9t)' d~~ .. mid s,so.i0:0.0 In puni#Vt d&ma¥.OB~ 

-8. ~ 38j>.OJ18t; to iJtc,, lllBlpraotl~ law,ui~ •rwoQd. filad,a nwtion f9J' ~9.b3·~ the 
·Dawo, qd S.• 'nto mo.fh,n.fQr·a&llclJo~ lilt~ '-it thcs 'Q~Wea flied:, lBY,IJ'ldttq; cm 
oi11'ageo111 •~~t of mo.ney, "entitelf ~b~"1'id ~Y any-~ ~$.If, SQ p to 
1UpJ>ort the ~"Ji~that it wati IH"chpl~ly-&tthe pi).ipQao <>t~$1nflit,~ ~4:thit1ll~ J1w.Slilt 
1W no i.qp_t m~t·IP!a w~ tied. t~ tb~ "AOie purpo•• tmPs. ib.d ~ll#.due ~-•' ... ·.·. •·: .... ;·_-. :···. --A~Q 
1Wl8CtJl * ·~~,Ct? 

-9. -Shea.filed "D.QDI\Ut In the mslprapticc, OMO egajzwt $berws>»d in Jqly 2QJS. ~,C01Jl't 
enterer:l.tho nomilit order, but Sherwqod•a motlpnfor s•ctionJ remef-1 penclfng:~etot. tlte 
oourt. 

10. "rhe oourt hedrd tho·sanotions-motion. on Septomber·8, l015, Tho. ~urt fi>wid !n.fav.or of 
Sherwood and-ordered lhel Dawes to P-IO' Sh,rwOQ&1 •1~soa~ 

11. ~n4e,it !iid ttot b~rt involved in any facet of·the Da.well' lltlptlon ti> this point. 
l••~•.hii~P,t•1-~~totbt'.QO\U'tou·No"Mem6er.9.201S,atatfnS•tbathohad·bcen;retaJned 
~ the l)1,wt-.• du~ .to ·Shta's o(utfllbt of interest resultin,1 !'om thlJ,offort by .Shorw.G"od 
.)'1$.JlmPt tb. ho1c1 Shea liable for the nnctiohS, Jle~p.ondont allegea that a ofNovOJQa.or ·12, 
20fJ, JbEI l>&LweS learned ·of R.espondent's role.-as their atlomcsy1.. 

l 2, Reapo_,ul~nt rented office apace tram She-a. R.e1pondent told 111e ·bar lnvesJlgator tbarShea 
gav, ·bim ·a credit-on hia rent for·B.PJ>earhis.:in ~urt with the Dawes, and Shea also told the 
bar investigator th:a:t he glVe R.espQlUienf a rent ore.dlt for appeuln1 in court withtbe. D,wes. 
-~ondent·nevor reoelv.ed monoy 1i'om;the P1We$1U1t\ bi '10 mQDDcrmiaappn.,priatecl ADY 
1\ltlcls of the Dawes. 

13, Respbndent.pte}3ated a :tnotion to set ulde.the judpent.that was filechn1 Deceuib-,r 1 ~-• 
2015. Shet p~ared ithe cQ~f letter .for filing the motion. A ·heating was sche.duled for 
D~ber 14, Z.015, and the Dawes showed up.at Shea's office to. walk:to the CQmlhou11, for 
the hellJ'iJt8 with Shea.ad Respondent 

2 



14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19, 

20. 

·21. 

22. 

At tb.e,hetll'hla Pn December 14,2015, \he oase·w.s co.nti'nued,,en.d the Dawe, claim that 
they did not bear m,Ylblns from Shea or R.e:spondont.~bout 1J11C>.fbor hearing d•, 

Thmo was an~ther heanqs on:'Dtpember-29t 2015, Tho order enteJed.after ~ hearing 
lndfoatos thPt the liearlns • fo.rS~aa•a mptlons fo ac,m:Qt qrd.er .and tor 
reconsideration, and for tbe Dawes' ·motib~ to. set ~de J\Jd~~tt Tho-ooQrt co.tUthlered the 
moti~, de.nfed '1111 three,, but ''elected to fndepende4f1,y modlty 1h,O.mer cnt~" pd 
reduced 'tho-motions awarded qainst the Dawes ft'om ·s1,soo\to SS,000, 

'I1te D•wes were not Jnfcmned "in Writing of thehead!Jg .ana never: nceivecl-• wrliten 
·notUicatlon'fi:cnn.~pondont o.r:Shoa ebotit tho ~on In tlie •«.ctlo~ .Rt;$po~dent'~ 
JYidence wouJcf b,av~ b.een thal tbo Dawes. we.n.! a.war~ Qtlb.e i>ecomber 2.i/~ ~o I 5-Jt~ris 
.date N they l'ttonded. l)ecemb:tlf 15, 201 S hearing and .b6cil'11e Respondent adv.hied 'them 
of' the·date by a tele.phone· c:all, 

Reaipolid.•t t~I~ the ~ bw.eftj-r,•~t:hi»"Gfflct, atiemptdd multiplb din• u,-aoatactth& 
Dawes b)' .phon~. to tellithtm Q1Jom tb'e 1u111ctlcins, b\it tile Dawes ditl ttbt affiwer. 
tt.apon~nt tQld tbe b~ i&l,t ha Jf)ft a volceinill for th& Dawes. 

th, Dawes d~y ever rc,p,dvtqg oltlls :&olD. Respo~d4Dt@oµt the QnctlQJW lntpo-. on;tJi'• 
-and deny·reoeiVIKIJJ 8J1Y volcedQ;i. . 

la May 20161 Shcl'YIOo.d ffled II motfon for show oause aP,fnst th, Oawe.._bavU1g·recelV'e:d. 
ao .payment Bom:them for the.sanctions. · 

the ne:xt time tht> Dawes.heard tram a:e·spolilldnt waa a leUet ftorn ~ondent dawcl 
May ·)1 • 201-6, -which thct l:)awes·re:ootved jun,c 2, 2016. The~- itlded.tbat 
~nclent~ e.nclosl111ra copy df!Shel'WOQd's com,spondcmae._ May 26, 2016 
('11,oticH1 to shtfw ~aure) and that he was sony fh~y d!(l-ut ha.ve a favoreb.le putcom.e, 
but •,here la notJdn&furthel"I can do for you In this matter-and r am,oloslng your me 
·at·tbis time,'' 

Rerpt>ndent moved to withdraw. from the aase on June ·22, 2016, after tho shaw cause wu 
filbtt, 

Tho c;pw.t ttgned an.~rder.lllowh)J . .Responde;nt tb-Wlthdraw from the:oasc,, 



----------

U. NAIYM, Of MIS~QNJ;>Y.¢'[ 

Stlc,\1 co"1uc\:t>Y 1he R:espoftdeni ol>Jmtitutes misconduct in viobltlon eftbe foJloWiugproviBlons 

of the Ruloa of P10Assional Conduct: 

RUL'E 1.4 CoJDmuniaatlon 

(a) A iaw,§r shall kew Ii ellent t:BQJ!Qlia.~l; intottned l~\1t the status of-a 
matter and JJl'QIIIP.tlY comply wltb.,-onablo l'G4~sts ter infottnatiPll,. 

RULE 1,5 Fees 

···••* 
. (!,)· Tho bi"fer's f$,-,h.all bis ·adequately. e,q,~med t<fthe bliellt. Whtm the 

1aw,ei bl Abt reiliil•lf rep~nted the lille~t, 1he atnb1Ult,• basis or:tate of the fee 
*-h,rll be 091Jl1bunloatcd to theolictitt ~bl; irt •wrltma, befort ot within a 
~lt, \fme after bdmntendlng the: tepresmttatiob. 

RTJLE 1.8 Conflict ,t btt,rfli: Prot.lbi ... 'Tranilt.Qtlo~ .. ,., 
(f) A lawyer:ihall tiot accept compens.ation for Npreaentm.,·a client from 

om other than·the client unless? 
(1) the client cnnsents llftetaonsuttaticm; 
(2) th•. ill.no. intor&r,e.nQb,Wfth the lawyet's bufe.Rondence or 

professionalJ.utlgm~nt or with tho s,Ueitt-lawy.et rt,llttiotmhip; and 
(3) information relating. to ropres~tation ot.1 client ii protectect. as 

J'eq~d by Rule 1'.6. 

Jli. Pil9PO$$ DISPGsmQN 

Ac®tdingly, Asiata11t .Bar .COuntiel and .tho· Res_porukmt·t~ndet-· to the DisolpllmllY Board .for its 

approval the ~ed ~is~psltion of PUBLIC ADMON11'lON wrtH TERM$ as re~fltfng ·an 

app,o,Pdate. sanction if thbl-matter were t.o be .heard through an cw.ld~.11tlary hearing, .Aasfstant Bar 

CQ~l••· the lteap>ndent agree that the effective date for . .tha sanction shall be the date of-entry 

Qf tbe Or<lcr appt91/qlg this A.sn,ed DlspositiQ'1. The tw,;ns wiih ·wtiich the R,•pondeht mUSt 

doml)ly are as foll'Ows: 
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1. 0"1 or J,oforo A\18Wit 1, 2021, the> Respond~t shall -complete. POUR (4) hours of continuing 
le&al tauOIUlttil oreditiJ by atw.nding CQ.qi'Bea approve4 by the Virflinia 'State Bar In the .gobjebt of 
legal eUilos. The ~ndmtt'$ Couth\\lbis ¥~ Bdu(;litipn attAmdM.oo obllpdon,aetforth dn this 
J?~f"ph shall not bo anPlied toward his Mmidatc,ry C~»tiniAltis Lep.l Bi\lbld;lon te.quireinont in 
V.ia:pdlQJ'111lY othorjurisdlctions In wh1ah the Reapbndeht ~>' bd ll~~ te pl'actJ~ Jaw. tb~· 
}Wp~t shall cP11lt,· h'ts compliance with the tenns 1et forth in this paras,:ag,li b)'~eUv~g a 
fall>' and properly exeeu~ Virgbibl MCLB ·Board ·pe.difioatlc,n of Auencliriue fonn to Bar 
CC>IUlsl'l, J)romp'9y follc,wmJ· hii 1ttendanc;o at each e\lch CLE program. 

UpQn satisfactory proof that such tanns end ClJ,idltioDB have b-sen met, this matter shall b1rclosed, 

If, .ho~, all Ibo tunns ~d conditions are. not met .by the 4eadll• hppQi,:d ebo.v~ the 

Respqndont agtees -1 tho D1'$~ls,linat? B'omi! .U. i.ntP.osc a T-HIR.'IY-DA Y SUSPBNSION 

p,urauanf toRules·ofOourt, Part Six, Sectlott IV, Paragraph.13-18';0. 

lf the Aareed DiJJk)iJtl11n it epp{Oved, ·the ~l•k of thp D.isciplltwry System slu1ll asseaa ,osta 

pursuant to ,r 13-9.B oftbe RUies. If the Agreed Disposition is approved, It is not appealible. If 

the A$fec'd Diepositlon is:qbt approved, aJ1 QQ~df Qnd pafflos &#CO that th,.~,tter wiil be heard 

&y the currendy scbcdut~·'l'hree-Judae Pauel on the achQduled 'trial dates. 

THB'VlRGINIA STATB BAR 

s 


