
IN   THE   SUPREME   COURT   OF   FLORIDA   
 
THE   FLORIDA   BAR,  
  

Petitioner, Case   #   SC-21-28  
 
  V.  
 
GEORGE   EDWARD   OLLINGER,   III  
 

Respondent.  
  __________________________________ /  

 

NOTICE   OF   INTENT   

TO   SEEK   REVIEW   OF   REPORT   OF   REFEREE   

Respondent,     George   Edward   Ollinger,   III,   through   counsel   and  

pursuant   to   Rule   3-7.7(c)(1)   of   the   Rules   Regulating   The   Florida   Bar,  

hereby   files   this   Notice   of   Intent   in   order   to   vest   This   Honorable   Court   with  

jurisdiction   to   Review   the   Report   of   Referee,   stating:  

1. This   is   a   case   about   a   well-intentioned   lawyer   attempting   to  

help   a   community   activist   improve   her   community.   That   activist   and   former  

local   NAACP   chairwoman   is   Ms.   Claudia   Rameshwar.   Ms.   Claudia’s   lawyer  

was   the   Respondent,   Mr.   George   Ollinger.   

2. Ms.   Claudia’s   community   was   a   mobile   home   park   called  

Sunrise.   Mr.   Ollinger   visited   Ms.   Claudia   there   and   heard   her   story.   He   was  
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moved   by   the   poor   living   conditions   he   observed.   He   was   inspired   by   Ms.  

Claudia’s   longtime   fight   for   better   conditions.   He   was   willing   to   help.  

3. Ms.   Claudia   hired   Mr.   Ollinger.   The   representation   was   for   “any  

and   all   claims   I   may   have   against   .   .   .   Sunrise   Mobile   Home   Park,   LLC  

regarding   the   injuries   and   damages   they   caused   me   .   .   .   resulting   from   my  

being   a   tenant   at   the   Sunrise   Mobile   Home   Park.”    See    Respondent’s  

Exhibit   19   at   Bates   Stamped   Page   259.   Those   injuries   included   personal  

injuries   because   Sunrise’s   manager   Tammy   allegedly   punched   Ms.   Claudia  

in   the   stomach   after   Sunrise’s   first   eviction   attempt   against   Ms.   Claudia  

failed.   Mr.   Ollinger’s   initial   plan   was   to   defend   against   the   second   eviction  

attempt   while   building   the   personal   injury   and   tort   claims   against   Sunrise.   

4. The   contract   made   Mr.   Ollinger’s   fee   contingent   upon   success.  

But   Mr.   Ollinger’s   costs   were   not   contingent.   Mr.   Ollinger   was   to   be   paid   or  

reimbursed   his   costs   regardless   of   the   outcome,   assuming   there   was  

money   from   which   these   costs   could   be   paid.   The   contract   provided   a  

detailed   agreement   about   what   constitutes   a   cost.   The   agreement   as   to  

costs   provided   that:  

“ George   E.   Ollinger,   J.D.   shall   be   reimbursed   for   his   costs   prior  

to   distribution   of    any   monies    in   this   matter.”  
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See    Respondent’s   Exhibit   19   at   Bates   Stamped   Page   260   (emphasis  

added).   

5. Mr.   Ollinger   was   certainly   diligent,   and   perhaps   even  

aggressive,   in   pursuing   better   living   conditions   for   Ms.   Claudia   and   her  

fellow   residents   of   Sunrise.   Ms.   Claudia   was   not   alone   in   her   complaints.  

The   City   issued   citations.   Other   residents   raised   violations   of   their   rights.  

Mr.   Ollinger   referred   those   other   residents   to   a   class   action   law   firm.   

6. Apparently   Sunrise’s   management   was   not   pleased.   Sunrise  

reported   Ms.   Claudia   to   the   police,   alleging   she   was   trying   to   run   over   the  

children   who   lived   at   Sunrise.   Sunrise   succeeded   in   getting   a   court   order   to  

remove   Ms.   Claudia’s   storage   shed   from   the   property,   which   they   did   in  

dramatic   fashion   by   tying   it   to   a   truck   and   dragging   it   down   the   street.  

Sunrise   made   life   difficult   in   many   ways.   Ms.   Claudia   and   Mr.   Ollinger   saw   it  

as   retaliation.   

7. Everyone’s   life   changed   when   Sunrise   hired   an   out-of-town   tow  

truck   company   to   remove   Ms.   Claudia’s   car   from   Sunrise.   Using   her  

NAACP   protest   training,   Ms.   Claudia   laid   with   her   arms   crossed   on   the  

hood   of   her   car   in   a   public   protest   as   they   attempted   to   tow   it.  

8. Surely   Ms.   Claudia   knew   that   falling   from   the   hood   of   her   car  

could   be   painful.   Did   she   know   that   it   would   kill   her?   It   did.  
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9. Ms.   Claudia’s   shocking   and   unexpected   death   was   an  

emotional   time   for   Mr.   Ollinger,   just   as   it   was   for   all   of   the   members   of   Ms.  

Claudia’s   family.   So   Mr.   Ollinger   came   to   the   aid   of   Ms.   Claudia’s   family  

members,   and   they   hired   him   as   their   lawyer,   too.   Among   other   suits,   the  

family   hired   Mr.   Ollinger   to   pursue   a   wrongful   death   claim.   Their   contracts  

with   Mr.   Ollinger   were   just   like   the   ones   he   had   with   Ms.   Claudia   insofar   as  

costs   were   not   contingent.   

10. Costs   greatly   exceed   the   $15,000   in   recovery   sent   to   Mr.  

Ollinger   by   Ms.   Claudia’s   insurer,   GEICO.   He   had   every   right   to   credit   that  

recovery   against   the   debt   owed   for   costs.   When   eventually   that   credit  

became   a   dispute,   Mr.   Ollinger   did   what   the   Rules   Regulating   The   Florida  

Bar   require:   he   put   the   $15,000   back   in   the   trust   account,   and   filed   a   circuit  

court   suit   to   determine   who   gets   what.   That   $15,000   remains   in   the   trust  

account   safe   and   sound   today.  

11. Mr.   Ollinger   did   not   violate   any   Rules   Regulating   The   Florida  

Bar,   and   in   addition,   Mr.   Ollinger   did   not   act   with   malice   or   moral   turpitude.   

12. Additionally,   The   Florida   Bar   lacks   jurisdiction   to   usurp   the  

pending   circuit   court   case   and   adjudicate   the   entitlement   to   these   fees   and  

costs   via   this   administrative   proceeding.   Circuit   courts   are   knowledgeable  

courts,   and   the   circuit   court   that   is   presiding   over   the   civil   case   has   the  
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power   to   resolve   this   fee   and   cost   dispute.   With   all   due   respect   to   the   Bar,  

that   is   where   this   should   be   resolved.  

13. Mr.   Ollinger   is   not   a   source   of   harm   to   the   community.   To   the  

contrary,   his   good   and   diligent   work   had   the   potential   to   make   the  

deceased’s   community   a   better   place   to   live.   

14. The   Referee’s   report   errs   in   opining   that   Mr.   Ollinger   is   subject  

to   discipline,   and   errs   in   its   recommended   discipline.   

15.   These   errors   and   others   in   the   Report   of   Referee   warrant   review  

by   This   Honorable   Court   under   Rule   Regulating   The   Florida   Bar   3-7.7  

which   provides,   in   relevant   part:  

A   party   to   a   bar   disciplinary   proceeding   wishing   to   seek   review   of   a  

report   of   referee   shall   give   notice   of   such   intent   within   60   days   of   the  

date   on   which   the   referee’s   report   is   docketed   by   the   Clerk   of   the  

Supreme   Court   of   Florida.   ...   The   proceeding   shall   be   commenced   by  

filing   with   the   Supreme   Court   of   Florida   notice   of   intent   to   seek   review  

of   a   report   of   referee,   specifying   those   portions   of   the   report   of   a  

referee   sought   to   be   reviewed.  

16. We   ask   This   Honorable   Court   to   accept   this   pleading   as  

sufficient   under   Rule   3-7.7,   and   we   specify   these   portions   of   the   Report   of  

Referee   that   we   seek   to   be   reviewed:  
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A. Finding   of   guilt   and   recommendation   that   Mr.   Ollinger   is  

subject   to   discipline.  

B. Recommendation   of   discipline   in   the   form   of   disbarment.  

C. Failure   to   grant   the   Motion   for   Relief   from   Emergency  

Suspension.  

Wherefore ,   Respondent   through   counsel   respectfully   requests   This  

Honorable   Court   to   review   the   Report   of   Referee,   to   reject   that   report,   and  

instead,   to   make   a   finding   that   he    did   not    violate   any   Rules   Regulating   The  

Florida   Bar   and   that   he   is    not    subject   to   discipline.  

Certificate   of   Service   
  

I   Hereby   Certify    that   a   true   and   correct   copy   of   the   foregoing   was  

provided   on    June   9,   2021    via   email   service   using   the   Statewide   Portal,  

which   will   send   emails   to:   (1)   Kenneth   H.P.   Bryk   and   Daniel   Quinn,   Bar  

Counsels,   The   Florida   Bar,   Orlando   Branch   Office,   The   Gateway   Center,  

1000   Legion   Place,   Suite   1625,   Orlando,   FL   32801-1050  

kbryk@floridabar.org     DQuinn@floridabar.org     orlandoffice@floridabar.org  

TEads@floridabar.org    ;   (2)   Patricia   Ann   Toro   Savitz,   Staff   Counsel,   The  

Florida   Bar,   651   E.   Jefferson   St.,   Tallahassee,   FL   32399-2300  

psavitz@floridabar.org    ;   and   (3)   Respondent   George   E.   Ollinger,   III.  

Respectfully   Submitted   by:  
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Law   Office   of   Patrick   John   McGinley,   P.A.  

 
   /s/   Patrick   John   McGinley                                         .  
Patrick   John   McGinley,   B.C.S.  
 
FL   Bar   Board   Certified   in   Appellate   Practice  

Bar   Numbers   0085881   (FL)   and   1045484   (D.C.)  

2265   Lee   Road,   Suite   100,   Winter   Park,   FL   32789  

Patrick@McGinleyLaw.com      Lisa@McGinleyLaw.com   

As   Attorney   for   Respondent   George   E.   Ollinger,   III   
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