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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER 

)
)
)

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

INNOVATIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT, 
INC.

Plaintiff,

vs.

CREST ENERGY PARTNERS GP, LLC, 
CREST ENERGY PARTNERS L.P., 
DUNHILL PRODUCTS GP, LLC, DUNHILL 
PRODUCTS L.P., HENRY WUERTZ, and 
EDWARD H. GIRARDEAU 

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO. 2012-CP-18-1227 

PLAINTIFF’S THIRD
MOTION TO COMPEL 

        
NOW COMES Plaintiff Innovative Waste Management, Inc., (hereinafter “IWM”) by and 

through its undersigned counsel, and hereby submits this Motion to Compel, pursuant to Rule 37 

of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, on the grounds that Defendants Crest Energy 

Partners GP, L.L. C., Crest Energy Partners L.P., Dunhill Products GP, L.L.C., Dunhill Products 

L.P., Henry Wuertz and Edward H. Girardeau, have failed to produce certain financial information

as previously ordered by this Court.

I. BACKGROUND 

This case has been on appeal since May 2015 and was recently remanded back for trial. 

Prior to that, The Plaintiff sought the disclosure of certain financial discovery from the 

Defendants. The Plaintiff requested the financial information because 1) it has suffered a $12 

million loss as a result of Defendants conduct, 2) there is mounting evidence of Defendants’ 

intentional and punitive conduct, and 3) Defendants now claim that they are not collectible. This 

Court has ordered that the financial information should be disclosed but Defendants have not 
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2

complied. This is only the most recent example of what has been a longstanding pattern of 

discovery abuse by Defendants. (See Affidavit of Counsel attached as Exhibit 1)

A. The Court’s Prior Rulings Requiring the Production of Defendants’ 
Financial Information 

1. The August 22, 2013 Ruling on Plaintiff’s 1st Motion to Compel 
Production of Defendants’ Financial Information 

On October 2, 2012 Plaintiff served Defendants with Plaintiff’s First Requests for 

Production and Interrogatories, including requests for Defendants’ past and current financial 

information. The Defendants did not respond to any of the discovery requests and, on January 

31, 2013, Plaintiff filed its First Motion to Compel. On March 15, 2013, on the eve of the 

hearing of Plaintiff’s First Motion to Compel, counsel entered into a Consent Order under which 

Defendants agreed to provide discovery responses by March 20, 2013 and to pay Plaintiffs 

attorneys fees related to the motion to compel. The Defendants failed to comply with the Consent 

Order and Plaintiff filed an Amended Motion to Compel. The Court granted that motion on 

August 22, 2013 and ordered Defendants to produce sworn, certified financial statements.

2. The October 13, 2013 Ruling on Plaintiff’s Second Motion To 
Compel

The Defendants failed to comply with the August 22, 2013 Order requiring them to 

produce financial information and Plaintiff was forced to file a second Motion to Compel. On 

October 13, 2013 the Court again ordered Defendants to provide their financial information and 

sanctioned the Defendants $2000.00 for their failure to comply the Court’s prior orders.

3. The April 6, 2015 Ruling On Defendants’ Motion to Quash 

In March 2015 the Plaintiff issued subpoenas to Defendants’ bank (Wells Fargo) and 

accountant (Margavio and Schmidt) requiring the production of Defendants’ bank and 

accountant records from 2009 to the present date.  Defendants filed a Motion to Quash. At the 
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3

hearing on Defendants’ Motion to Quash, Defendants argued that the scope of Plaintiff’s 

subpoenas was overbroad because Plaintiff was seeking current records and most of the 

transactions referred to in the complaint occurred between 2009 and 2012.  Plaintiffs argued that 

the records were relevant because 1) there was sufficient evidence to make a prima facia 

showing of Defendants liability and punitive conduct and 2) Defendants were claiming they were 

not collectible despite records showing they had recently been profitable to the tune of tens of 

millions in annual profit. The Court denied Defendants’ Motion to quash and found that bank 

and accountant records from 2009 through the present were relevant and should be disclosed. 

(See Orders attached as Exhibit 2)

B. Defendants Have Failed to Provide Updated Financial Statements and Have 
Refused to Cooperate in the Disclosure of Their Financial Records. 

On March 27, 2019 the Plaintiff wrote to Defendants’ Counsel and requested that 

Defendants provide updated financial statements pursuant to SCRCP 26(e). Also, Plaintiff issued 

a subpoena in Louisiana for Margavio & Schmidt seeking information through the present date 

(Defendants’ accountant had previously provided information up to 2013) and requested 

Defendants’ Counsel to sign a consent order necessary for the domestication of the Wells Fargo 

subpoena in Texas. The time period specified for the subpoenas was January 2009 though the 

present and Plaintiff referred Defendants to the Court’s prior orders when making these requests. 

Plaintiff requested an immediate response if Defendants were unwilling to comply with its 

requests. (See Correspondence attached as Exhibit 3)

In response, a motion to quash the Margavio and Schmidt subpoena was filed in 

Louisiana. As for the financial statements and the Wells Fargo subpoena, Defense Counsel 

advised that he would get back to Plaintiff regarding those issues prior to the April 22, 2019 
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teleconference scheduled with the Court. Defendants’ Counsel did not provide any response on 

those issues prior to the April 22nd teleconference.

During the April 22nd teleconference with the Court, Plaintiff’s Counsel referenced the 

prior orders directing the disclosure of Defendants’ financial information and requested that 

Defendants be ordered to provide updated financial statements. Also, in light of Defendants’ 

failure to cooperate with the bank (Wells Fargo) subpoena and third party efforts to prevent the 

accountant (Margavio And Schmidt) subpoena, Plaintiff requested that Defendants be ordered to 

provide executed authorizations for the production of the records or simply obtain and produce 

the records themselves. In response, Defense Counsel advised the Court that he required until 

May 6, 2019 to provide an answer to Plaintiff’s requests.

May 6, 2019 came and went with no response from Defense Counsel. Plaintiff’s Counsel 

advised Defendant’s Counsel of the missed deadline and, on May 7, 2019 Defense Counsel sent 

the attached letter. (See May 7, 2019 Letter attached as Exhibit 4) Therein, Defense Counsel 

argues that Defendants have no duty to supplement the financial statements that were provided 

six years ago. He also refuses to provide authorizations for the bank and accountant records, 

essentially arguing that Defendants do not have the ability to authorize the release of their own 

banking and accounting records. Defendants’ Counsel did offer to provide a financial statement 

that is currently being constructed for use in Defendant Henry Wuertz’s Federal trial in which he 

was indicted for dumping 50,000 pounds of toxic waste from his fuel refinery into a federally 

protected bayou in Texas. However, as of the date of this filing, no financial statement or 

production date has been provided.
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II. ARGUMENT 

The issues before the Court are 1) whether Defendants must supplement their discovery 

responses to provide updated financial statements and 2) whether Defendants should be ordered 

to provide executed authorizations for the production of their bank and accounting records.

A. The Defendant’s Have a Duty to Supplement The Financial Statements Pursuant 
to SCRCP 26(e). 

SCRCP 26(e) imposes an ongoing duty to supplement discovery responses when the 

discovery requests are made pursuant to SCRCP 33 and/or 34. SCRCP 26(e)  In this case, the 

discovery requests for Defendants’ financial information were interrogatories and requests for 

production made pursuant to SCRCP 33 and 34 and, as such, the responses must be 

supplemented. Moreover there is a pressing need for the financial statements to be updated 

immediately.

First, the information previously provided is six years old. Given the sophistication of the 

Defendants, information that is six years old tells us nothing about their current wealth and 

income. Second, some of the Defendants are facing multiple judgments and criminal 

prosecution. It is unknown what effect this will have upon Plaintiff’s priority in collecting upon 

any verdict but, as a result of the delay in the these proceedings, the Defendants have had an 

opportunity to prepare for judgments. Finally, there have been substantial admissions made by 

Defendants and a co-defendant whistleblower, Rodney Bridge, that have previously been 

outlined for this Court. These facts, along with Defendants own documents clearly establish 

Defendants’ liability and a prima facia case of intentional/punitive conduct. Juxtaposed against 

these factors is the Plaintiff’s economic loss of over $12 million caused by these Defendants’ 

conduct. The updated financial information is relevant, necessary and has been previously 
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6

ordered to be produced. Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court order Defendants to produce 

updated sworn, certified financial statements without further delay.

B. Defendants Should Be Ordered to Provide Executed Authorizations or Produce 
Their Own Bank and Accountant Records. 

This Court previously ordered that subpoenas for Defendants’ banking and accounting 

records from 2009 through the present were relevant. The subpoenas at issue now, likewise, 

require production though the present date. Defendants argue that the subpoenas should be 

limited in scope to 2009 through April 6, 2015 – the date of the Court’s Order denying 

Defendants’ Motion to Quash.  This argument ignores the fact that the Defendants’ collectability 

and their wealth for the purposes of punitive damages were the arguments presented and weighed 

by the Court in ordering the production of current financial records showing Defendants’ wealth 

and income. Given the sophistication and volatility of these defendants, six-year-old information 

tells us nothing about their current wealth and income. To allow the Defendants to limit the 

production to April 6, 2015 – a date which has no significance other than the date the Order 

denying Defendants’ Motion to Quash was signed – would be a complete abdication of the 

purpose of the discovery. Likewise, third parties in foreign jurisdictions should not be permitted 

to use procedural means to prevent document productions ordered by this Court.

 The Plaintiff has spent thousands of dollars and many lawyer hours seeking these records. 

Likewise, the Court has now spent its time and resources on this issue on multiple occasions. The 

Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court to order the Defendants to provide executed 

authorizations for the release of its own bank and accounting records from 2009 to the present or, 

in the alternative, produce the records themselves.
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III. CONCLUSION 

This is the third Motion to Compel that Plaintiff has been forced to file regarding 

Defendants’ financial records and the the third time that a motion has been necessary due to the 

Defendants disregard of a court order. The attached affidavit details Plaintiff’s Counsel’s time 

spent on the issues set out herein. (See Exhibit 1)  Plaintiff respectfully requests the Court to 

order Defendants to do the following within ten (10) days of the Court’s Order:

1) Produce updated, sworn, certified financial statements for each Defendant, and 

2) Provide executed authorizations for the production of the Wells Fargo and 
Margavio and Schmidt records from 2009 through the present date or, in the 
alternative, produce the records themselves, and

3) Pay Plaintiff’s attorneys fees and costs related to re-litigating these issues, and 

4) For any other relief deemed appropriate. 

       Respectfully Submitted,    

          By: s/Wm. M. Gruenloh 
       Wm. M. Gruenloh  

       SCBAR # 12418  
       Attorney for the Plaintiff 
       67 Moultrie Street, 2nd Floor 

Charleston, South Carolina 29403 
 (843) 577-0027 

mike@gruenlohlaw.com
       

and

Frederick “Fritz”  Jekel 
SCBAR #66491 

       LEVENTIS & RANSOM 
PO Box 11067 
Columbia, SC 29211 

       803-765-2383 
       Fritz@j-dlaw.com 

Date: May 14, 2019 
Charleston, South Carolina   
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BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

https://direct.sos.state.tx.us/...filing_number=800129005&:Ndocument_number=894911580002&:Npgcurrent=4&:Norder_item_type_id=10[6/11/2019 12:17:30 PM]

UCC Business Organizations Trademarks Notary Account Help/Fees Briefcase

Logout

BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

Filing Number: 800129005 Entity Type: Foreign Limited Partnership 
Original Date of
Filing:

September 25, 2002 Entity Status: Forfeited existence 

Formation Date: N/A   
Tax ID: 11136486757 FEIN: 113648675 

Name: Crest Energy Partners, L.P. 
Address: 7026 Old Katy Rd Ste 201

Houston, TX 77024 USA 
Fictitious Name: Crest Group, L.P. 
Jurisdiction: DE, USA 
Foreign Formation
Date:

August 2, 2002 

REGISTERED
AGENT FILING HISTORY NAMES MANAGEMENT

ASSUMED
NAMES

ASSOCIATED
ENTITIES

Name Name Status Name Type
Name Inactive
Date

Consent Filing
#

Dunhill Products, L,P, Prior Legal September 25,
2002

0

Dunhill Products, L.P. Prior Legal August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Group, L.P. Inactive Fictitious January 29,

2016
0

Crest Energy Partners, L.P. Inactive Legal January 29,
2016

0

Instructions:
To place an order for additional information about a filing press the 'Order' button.

SOSDirect - Business Filings
Business Copies and Certificates
Uniform Commercial Code
Texas Businesses Against Trafficking

VoteTexas.gov - Voter Information
Register to Vote & Voter I.D.
Website Policies
Open Records

12CP1801227 190611 Memorandum Exhibit A-1

Order Return to Search
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Texas.gov Contact us

Statewide Search
Texas Homeland Security
Where the Money Goes
Fraud Reporting
Texas Veterans Portal
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BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

https://direct.sos.state.tx.us/...filing_number=800128893&:Ndocument_number=894911580002&:Npgcurrent=3&:Norder_item_type_id=10[6/11/2019 12:15:24 PM]

UCC Business Organizations Trademarks Notary Account Help/Fees Briefcase

Logout

BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

Filing Number: 800128893 Entity Type: Foreign Limited Liability Company (LLC) 
Original Date of
Filing:

October 2, 2002 Entity Status: Forfeited existence 

Formation Date: N/A   
Tax ID: 11136486716 FEIN: 113648671 

Name: Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC 
Address: 7026 OLD KATY ROAD STE 249

Houston, TX 77024 USA 
Fictitious Name: Crest Group GP, LLC 
Jurisdiction: DE, USA 
Foreign Formation
Date:

July 31, 2002 

REGISTERED
AGENT FILING HISTORY NAMES MANAGEMENT

ASSUMED
NAMES

ASSOCIATED
ENTITIES

Name Name Status Name Type
Name Inactive
Date

Consent Filing
#

Dunhill Products GP, LLC Prior Legal August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Group GP, LLC Prior Fictitious August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Energy Products GP, LLC Prior Legal August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC Inactive Legal January 29,

2016
0

Instructions:
To place an order for additional information about a filing press the 'Order' button.

SOSDirect - Business Filings
Business Copies and Certificates
Uniform Commercial Code
Texas Businesses Against Trafficking
Texas.gov

VoteTexas.gov - Voter Information
Register to Vote & Voter I.D.
Website Policies
Open Records
Contact us

12CP1801227 190611 Memorandum Exhibit A-3

Order Return to Search
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER ) CASE NO: 2012-CP-18-1227

INNOVATIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT, )
INC., )

Plaintiff, )
) ORDER

vs. )
)

CREST ENERGY PARTNERS GP, LLC, )
CREST ENERGY PARTNERS, L.P., )
DUNHILL PRODUCTS GP, LLC, )
DUNHILL PRODUCTS L.P., HENRY )
WUERTZ, EDWARD H. GIRARDEAU, )
and RODNEY BRIDGE, )

)
Defendants. )

This matter came before the Court June 5, 2019 on Plaintiff Innovative Waste Management, 

Inc.’s Motion to Compel Defendants Crest Energy Partners GP, L.L.C., Crest Energy Partners L.P., 

Dunhill Products GP, L.L.C., Dunhill Products L.P., Henry Wuertz, and Edward H. Girardeau, to 

produce certain financial information. The Court having considered all filings, argument, and 

proffers of Counsel hereby Orders Defendants to sign such authorizations as Wells Fargo may 

require to produce documents responsive to the Plaintiff’s Subpoena request. Defendants shall 

provide updated financial statements, either sworn by the individuals or certified by the entities’ 

principals or accounting professionals, establishing their wealth and income to Plaintiff within 

twenty-one (21) days of this order.  Plaintiff’s request for attorneys’ fees shall remain under 

advisement and be subject to separate Order of the Court, pending compliance with this Order. 

IT IS SO ORDERED!
_________________________________

June _____, 2019 The Honorable Maité Murphy
_____________, South Carolina Circuit Court Judge 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER ) CASE NO: 2012-CP-18-1227

INNOVATIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT, )
INC., )

Plaintiff, )
)

vs. )
)

CREST ENERGY PARTNERS GP, LLC, )
CREST ENERGY PARTNERS, L.P., )
DUNHILL PRODUCTS GP, LLC, )
DUNHILL PRODUCTS L.P., HENRY )
WUERTZ, EDWARD H. GIRARDEAU, )
and RODNEY BRIDGE, )

)
Defendants. )

DEFENDANTS’ MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO 
PLAINTIFF’S THIRD MOTION TO COMPEL

This matter was before the Court on June 5, 2019, following Plaintiff Innovative Waste 

Management, Inc.’s Motion to Compel Defendants to produce certain financial information. 

Defendant Rodney Bridge has been dismissed from the case.  The remaining Defendants note for 

the record that they have and continue to attempt to comply with the Plaintiff’s discovery 

requests, but are unable to do so in the form requested by the Plaintiff, as addressed herein.  

Despite having conduced eight years of discovery in this matter and in the previously 

dismissed case filed in the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina, 

Plaintiff apparently fails to discern the salient fact that Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC and 

Dunhill Products GP, LLC, are (or were) the same entity, subject only to a formal name change 

that happened to occur about the time of the events that are the subject of this lawsuit. Likewise, 

Dunhill Products, L.P. simultaneously changed its name to Crest Energy Partners, L.P. See 

Exhibit A.  Therefore, to the extent Plaintiff seeks separate documents or information from the 

“Dunhill”, entities, there is no such information, and there is no person who can certify such 
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information.   Defendants have stated on the record on multiple occasions that any liability of the 

Dunhill entities is the liability of the Crest entities, and there is no discernable reason why 

Plaintiff appears to think otherwise.  

Undersigned counsel wants the record to be clear that he has attempted to comply with, 

and even exceed, Plaintiff’s requests by offering to provide the Plaintiff 1) an accountant’s 

certified financial statement for Defendant Henry Wuertz, 2) a sworn financial statement of 

Defendant Edward Girardeau, and 3) the Internal Revenue Service’s records relating to the entity 

defendants, provided directly to Plaintiff’s counsel.  None of the entity defendants are actively 

conducting business or holding assets.  Therefore, they have no financial information to disclose 

or any active principal to certify that information.  For that reason, the undersigned agreed to 

give plaintiff access to those defendants’ IRS records, under the theory that such records are by 

their very nature sworn financial declarations of income and wealth.  Conversely, the failure of 

these entities to file returns are absences which establish the lack of income and/or assets.   

The Court should also be informed that Plaintiff has never subpoenaed the accounting 

records of any Defendant other than Henry Wuertz.  Mr. Wuertz’ personal accountant, Margavio 

& Schmidt, has no accounting duties relating to any of the entities.  Plaintiff is, or should be, 

aware of this because the entity defendants produced their relevant tax data to Plaintiff’s counsel 

long ago.  Margavio & Schmidt moved to quash Plaintiffs subpoena in the jurisdiction where the 

subpoena was issued, and that court granted its motion.  See Exhibit B.    

In 2013, Judge Dickson heard and resolved the issue of what financial records the 

Defendants were required to produce. See Exhibit C.  A transcript of that proceeding was 

previously provided to the Court, and is attached hereto as Exhibit D.  With all due respect to this 

Honorable Court, that ruling is the law of the case and it is beyond the scope of the Dorchester 
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Court of Common Pleas’ authority to Order the Defendants to execute an authorization that 

effectively overrules not only that ruling but also an Order of the 24th District Court for the 

Parish of Jefferson, Louisiana. 

To the extent the Plaintiff seeks attorneys’ fees, any award would be inappropriate under 

Rule 37(b), SCRCP, and would be unjust under Rule 37(a)(4).   The Court’s April 6, 2015 Order 

on Defendants’ Motion to Quash only directed the Plaintiff to “re-issue the subpoenas in 

compliance with [that] order.” See Exhibit E. The only party that failed to comply with that order 

was the Plaintiff.  There is no evidence in the record that any of the Defendants have failed to 

comply with that Order, or any other order issued by this Court since 2013.  Moreover, when the 

Plaintiff requested that the Defendants supplement and/or update their previous financial 

disclosures, Defendants not only agreed to do so, they offered to provide a more thorough 

response than what the Plaintiff and this Court believed to be adequate.  

The record must reflect that the defendants have not only agreed to provide the 

information requested by the Plaintiff, they have offered the Plaintiff more comprehensive 

information than the Court’s previous Orders have required.  Defendant’s efforts in that regard 

were communicated to the Court immediately prior to and during the hearing on June 5, 2019.  

See Exhibit F.   Accordingly, there is nothing more for the Court to compel, or reason for the 

Plaintiff to file motion after motion on the issue.  

Defendants consent to Court’s entry of the Order attached hereto as Exhibit G, which not 

only fulfills but exceeds the Plaintiff’s request for financial discovery.  For all of the reasons 

stated herein and previously argued, Defendants respectfully request that this Honorable Court 

issue that Order forthwith.  
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

s/ David B. Marvel___________________
David B. Marvel (SCB 68803)
PO Box 22734
Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Ph. (843) 853-4877
Fax (843) 380 3025
dave@marvel.lawyer

Submitted June 11, 2019
Efiled June 25, 2019
Charleston, South Carolina
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BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

Filing Number: 800129005 Entity Type: Foreign Limited Partnership 
Original Date of
Filing: 

September 25, 2002 Entity Status: Forfeited existence 

Formation Date: N/A   
Tax ID: 11136486757 FEIN: 113648675 

Name: Crest Energy Partners, L.P. 
Address: 7026 Old Katy Rd Ste 201

Houston, TX 77024 USA 
Fictitious Name: Crest Group, L.P. 
Jurisdiction: DE, USA 
Foreign Formation
Date: 

August 2, 2002 

REGISTERED
AGENT FILING HISTORY NAMES MANAGEMENT 

ASSUMED
NAMES 

ASSOCIATED
ENTITIES 

Name Name Status Name Type 
Name Inactive
Date 

Consent Filing
# 

Dunhill Products, L,P, Prior Legal September 25,
2002 

0 

Dunhill Products, L.P. Prior Legal August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Group, L.P. Inactive Fictitious January 29,

2016 
0 

Crest Energy Partners, L.P. Inactive Legal January 29,
2016 

0 

   

Instructions: 
To place an order for additional information about a filing press the 'Order' button.

SOSDirect - Business Filings

Business Copies and Certificates

Uniform Commercial Code

Texas Businesses Against Trafficking

VoteTexas.gov - Voter Information

Register to Vote & Voter I.D.

Website Policies

Open Records
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Texas.gov Contact us

Statewide Search

Texas Homeland Security

Where the Money Goes

Fraud Reporting

Texas Veterans Portal
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UCC Business Organizations Trademarks Notary Account Help/Fees Briefcase

Logout

BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

Filing Number: 800128893 Entity Type: Foreign Limited Liability Company (LLC) 
Original Date of
Filing: 

October 2, 2002 Entity Status: Forfeited existence 

Formation Date: N/A   
Tax ID: 11136486716 FEIN: 113648671 

Name: Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC 
Address: 7026 OLD KATY ROAD STE 249

Houston, TX 77024 USA 
Fictitious Name: Crest Group GP, LLC 
Jurisdiction: DE, USA 
Foreign Formation
Date: 

July 31, 2002 

REGISTERED
AGENT FILING HISTORY NAMES MANAGEMENT 

ASSUMED
NAMES 

ASSOCIATED
ENTITIES 

Name Name Status Name Type 
Name Inactive
Date 

Consent Filing
# 

Dunhill Products GP, LLC Prior Legal August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Group GP, LLC Prior Fictitious August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Energy Products GP, LLC Prior Legal August 13, 2010 0 
Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC Inactive Legal January 29,

2016 
0 

   

Instructions: 
To place an order for additional information about a filing press the 'Order' button.

SOSDirect - Business Filings

Business Copies and Certificates

Uniform Commercial Code

Texas Businesses Against Trafficking

Texas.gov

VoteTexas.gov - Voter Information

Register to Vote & Voter I.D.

Website Policies

Open Records

Contact us
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Statewide Search

Texas Homeland Security

Where the Money Goes

Fraud Reporting

Texas Veterans Portal
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER  ) CASE NO: 2012-CP-18-1227 

INNOVATIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT, )  
INC.,      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) 
      )     
  vs.    )  
      ) 
CREST ENERGY PARTNERS GP, LLC, ) 
CREST ENERGY PARTNERS, L.P., ) 
DUNHILL PRODUCTS GP, LLC,  ) 
DUNHILL PRODUCTS L.P., HENRY ) 
WUERTZ, EDWARD H. GIRARDEAU, ) 
and RODNEY BRIDGE,   ) 
      ) 
   Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION AND MEMORANDUM TO ALTER OR AMEND
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S THIRD MOTION TO COMPEL

This matter was before the Court on June 5, 2019, following Plaintiff Innovative Waste 

Management, Inc.’s Third Motion to Compel Defendants to produce certain financial 

information. The Court granted Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel on June 18, 2109.  Defendants now 

respectfully request that the Court Reconsider and/or Alter or Amend that Order, pursuant to 

Rule 59, SCRCP, for all of the reasons that follow: 

1) The Court issued an Order that directed Defendants to execute certain Authorizations 

that, while referenced, were not included in the Order;

2) The Court’s Order Directed certain named Defendants to perform legal 

impossibilities, in that they were directed to execute authorizations and provide 

financial statements by way of Authorized Principals, despite having been provided 

with evidence and argument that Defendants Dunhill Products GP, LLC and Dunhill 

Products, L.P., LLC are not separate entities that have Principals, and further that the 

Entities Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC and Crest Energy Partners L.P. are forfeited 
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entities.  Defendants respectfully request that that the Order be Amended to allow any 

such documents to be executed by or on behalf of any such entity by an Authorized  

Principal or Accounting Professional. 

3) The Court failed to address the following arguments that were raised to the Court, 

that Defendants respectfully request the Court rule upon for purposes of appeal:

a) That the Court’s June 18, 2019 Order improperly and collaterally overrules Judge 

Dickson’s Order of June 3, 2013 (Exhibit A); 

b) That the Court’s Order improperly collaterally overrules the June 10, 2019 Order 

of the 24th District Court for the Parish of Jefferson, Louisiana, by directing 

Defendants to execute authorizations that are in direct contravention of that Order. 

(Exhibit B);

c) That, even assuming Plaintiff is entitled to information disclosing the wealth and 

income of the Defendants, Plaintiff is not entitled to detailed financial 

information, from 2019 to the Present, that might be disclosed in personal banking 

records and tax returns, given that Defendants have already produced that 

information for the years 2009 to 2013.  

d) That there is no prior Order of this Court whatsoever that the Defendant has 

violated in the course of attempting to work with Plaintiff’s counsel on the 

subjects of its Third Motion to Compel; and 

e) That the award of Attorneys Fees to Plaintiff is unjust given all of the above, and 

the fact that the only Order that was violated in the course of this Motion was the 

Plaintiff’s violation of this Court’s April 6, 2015 Order (Exhibit C), as that Order 
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did not compel Defendants to do anything, and the Order directed Plaintiff  to 

perform acts that it did not do.  

As was fully argued before this Court, Plaintiff’s Third Motion to Compel sought an 

Order 1) directing certain Defendants to produce documents that they had already agreed to 

produce,  2) directing other Defendants to perform certain acts that they are unable to do, and 3) 

taking action that, with all due respect, this Court is without authority to Order.  While there may 

be multiple ways for the Plaintiff to obtain the information that  it may be entitled to under South 

Carolina law, or other law that may apply to this case, the Court’s June 18, 2019 Order fails to 

meet that standard and therefore Defendants respectfully request that this Honorable Court 

reconsider that decision, and alter or amend that Order in such fashion as may comport with that 

law.

      RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: 

      s/ David B. Marvel___________________ 
      David B. Marvel (SCB 68803) 
      PO Box 22734 
      Charleston, South Carolina 29413 
      Ph. (843) 853-4877 
      Fax (843) 380 3025 

dave@marvel.lawyer
June 25, 2019 
Charleston, South Carolina  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER 

)
)
)

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

INNOVATIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT, 
INC.

Plaintiff, 

vs.

CREST ENERGY PARTNERS GP, LLC, 
CREST ENERGY PARTNERS L.P., 
DUNHILL PRODUCTS GP, LLC, DUNHILL 
PRODUCTS L.P., HENRY WUERTZ, and 
EDWARD H. GIRARDEAU 

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO. 2012-CP-18-1227 

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO 

S.C.R.C.P. 37 

        
NOW COMES Plaintiff Innovative Waste Management, Inc., (hereinafter “IWM”) by and 

through its undersigned counsel, and hereby submits this Motion for Sanctions pursuant to Rule 37 

of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, on the grounds that Defendants Crest Energy 

Partners GP, L.L. C., Crest Energy Partners L.P. (hereinafter collectively “Crest Defendants”), 

Dunhill Products GP, L.L.C., Dunhill Products L.P. (hereinafter collectively “Dunhill 

Defendants”), Henry Wuertz and Gerry Girardeau have failed to comply with the relief ordered by 

this Court.

Because this case is scheduled to be tried on November 18, 2019, Plaintiff requests an 

expediated hearing pursuant to S.C.R.C.P. 40(a)(2) and (h).  

I. STATEMENT OF RELIEF SOUGHT

 Plaintiff requests the Court to enter an Order of Sanctions in the form of a default 

judgment for Defendants’ continual willful failure to comply with this Court’s orders – all in a 

deliberate attempt to delay this case. The Defendants’ actions show a clear pattern of willful 

misconduct which has unduly prejudiced Plaintiff’s ability to try its case.  As set out below, this 
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pattern of delay and abuse of process supports an entry of default by this Court. Plaintiff 

respectfully request that this Court enter an Order of Default rather than an Order of Contempt. As 

noted below, Defendants’ request that they be held in contempt for failure to follow the Court’s 

August 1, 2019 order is not the correct sanction for his misconduct and solely for the purpose of 

creating an appealable issue to avoid the trial of this case.  

II. BACKGROUND 

As this Court is well aware, Plaintiff has been forced to file three Motions to Compel in 

this case as a result of Defendants’ failure to abide by the Rules of Civil Procedure. The Court 

has granted each of Plaintiff’s Motions and, on two occasions the Court has sanctioned the 

Defendants for their willful failure to comply with its prior orders. (See Orders attached 

Exhibit 1) The Court’s prior rulings requiring the disclosure of Defendants’ financial 

information are (1) the August 22, 2013 Ruling on Plaintiff’s 1st Motion to Compel Production of 

Defendants’ Financial Information, (2) the October 3, 2013 Ruling on Plaintiff’s Second Motion 

to Compel, (3) the April 6, 2015 ruling denying Defendants Motion to Quash certain subpoenas 

requesting financial information and (4) the Court’s June 18, 2019 order and August 1, 2019 

clarification of its June order.

A. The Pattern of Willful Non-compliance of This Court’s Rulings and Tactics 
Designed only to Delay or Avoid the Trial of this Matter. 

1. The August 22, 2013 Ruling on Plaintiff’s 1st Motion to Compel 
Production of Defendants’ Financial Information 

On October 2, 2012 Plaintiff served Defendants with Plaintiff’s First Requests for 

Production and Interrogatories, including requests for Defendants’ past and current financial 

information. The Defendants did not respond to any of the discovery requests and, on January 

31, 2013, Plaintiff filed its First Motion to Compel. On March 15, 2013, on the eve of the 
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hearing of Plaintiff’s First Motion to Compel, counsel entered into a Consent Order under which 

Defendants agreed to provide discovery responses by March 20, 2013 and to pay Plaintiff's 

attorneys fees related to the motion to compel. The Defendants failed to comply with the Consent 

Order and Plaintiff filed an Amended Motion to Compel. The Court granted that motion on 

August 22, 2013 and ordered Defendants to produce sworn, certified financial statements.  

2. The October 13, 2013 Ruling on Plaintiff’s Second Motion To 
Compel

The Defendants failed to comply with the August 22, 2013 Order requiring them to 

produce financial information and Plaintiff was forced to file a second Motion to Compel. On 

October 13, 2013 the Court again ordered Defendants to provide their financial information and 

sanctioned the Defendants $2,000.00 for their failure to comply the Court’s prior orders.  

3. The April 6, 2015 Ruling On Defendants’ Motion to Quash 

In March 2015 the Plaintiff issued subpoenas to Defendants’ bank (Wells Fargo) and 

accountant (Margavio and Schmidt) requiring the production of Defendants’ bank and 

accountant records from 2009 to the present date.  Defendants filed a Motion to Quash. At the 

hearing on Defendants’ Motion to Quash, Defendants argued that the scope of Plaintiff’s 

subpoenas was overbroad and the information sought was not relevant. The Court denied 

Defendants’ Motion to quash and found that bank and accountant records from 2009 through the 

present were relevant and should be disclosed.

4. The Defendants Breach of the Settlement Agreement

On April 8, 2013 the parties were order to mediate this case. At mediation, the 

Defendants agreed to pay $450,000.00 to settle the case. The Defendants failed to pay the agreed 

upon amount. It appears that there was never any intent to pay the settlement and rather, the 
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Defendants entered into the sham settlement agreement for the purpose of delaying/avoiding the 

impending trial date. The dismissal of this case and three-year appeal further delayed this matter.    

5. The June 18, 2019 Ruling on Defendants’ Third Motion to Compel 

When the case was remanded back to this Court, Plaintiffs demanded that Defendants 

provide updated financial statements and re-issued a subpoena in Louisiana for Margavio & 

Schmidt (Defendants’ CPA) in compliance with the Court’s April 6, 2015 Order.

In response, Defense Counsel Marvel advised that he would get back to Plaintiff 

regarding those issues prior to an April 22, 2019 teleconference scheduled with the Court. 

Defendants’ Counsel did not provide any response on those issues prior to the April 22nd

teleconference.  During the April 22nd teleconference with the Court, Plaintiff’s Counsel 

requested that Defendants be ordered to provide executed authorizations for the production of the 

CPA/financial records or simply obtain and produce the records themselves. In response, 

Defense Counsel advised the Court that he required until May 6, 2019 to provide an answer to 

Plaintiff’s requests. May 6, 2019 came and went with no response from Defense Counsel and on 

May 15, 2019 Plaintiffs were forced to file their Third Motion to Compel seeking the production 

of the financial information and sanctions.  

In an order dated June 18, 2019 this Court granted Plaintiff’s requested relief ordering 

Defendants to sign authorizations within 7 days of the order and produce sworn certified 

financial statements within 21 days of the order. On June 25, 2019 Counsel for the Crest 

Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz filed a motion to amend the Court’s order pursuant 

to S.C.R.C.P. 59. The Court reviewed briefings from the parties and issued an order amending its 

June 18th Order on August 1, 2019 which granted the relief requested by Plaintiffs and altered its 

original Order allowing different classes of individuals to sign the requested authorizations.  
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On August 9, 2019, after the Court’s deadline had passed, counsel for Crest Defendants, 

Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz, sent an e-mail representing that he had not seen the order and 

would pull it. (See Correspondence regarding August 1st Ruling attached as Exhibit 2)

Plaintiff’s Counsel sent a communication sixteen minutes later informing Counsel for Crest, 

Dunhill, and Wuertz that the deadline had already passed and requesting information on when he 

would provide the authorizations. On Monday August 12, 2019 at 8:58 am counsel for Crest 

Defendants, Dunhill Defendants and Wuertz requested copies of the authorizations that were to 

be signed. Plaintiff’s counsel had previously included these in their motion but provided them 

again to Mr. Marvel at 10:03 am on August 12th and again requested when they would be signed. 

Mr. Marvel responded nine hours later that he did not believe there would be any issue getting all 

the signed authorizations to Plaintiff’s counsel by August 16th.     

On August 19, 2019 Counsel for Crest Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz 

stated that Mr. Wuertz was “meeting with the accountant later today” and he expected to have 

“something by tomorrow morning.”  Plaintiff’s Counsel responded via e-mail later that day again 

asking for Counsel to provide the signed authorizations for Mr. Wuertz’s tax returns within two 

days of the e-mail. No response was received. Plaintiff’s counsel sent counsel for all Defendants’ 

Counsel a letter on August 23, 2019, in accordance with S.C.R.C.P. 11, that they had failed to 

comply with the Court’s order and requesting Compliance before Noon on August 28, 2019. 

Counsel for the Crest Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz e-mailed Plaintiff’s Counsel 

at 11:00am on August 28, 2019 requesting until the end of the day to comply with the order. 

Plaintiff’s did not receive another communication or production of the required authorizations on 

August 28th.
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On August 29, 2019 Counsel for Defendant Girardeau sent a sworn financial statement 

which also included language seeking to reserve his right to supplement the information 

contained in the financial statement at a later time. On August 29, 2019 counsel for Crest 

Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz produced certain tax documents for 2016 and 2017 

tax years of Crest Energy Partners LP, and a financial Statement for Henry Wuertz. The e-mail 

closes by stating “Stand by, more to come.” No additional productions or communications were 

provided by Counsel for the Crest Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz that day.  

On August 30, 2019 counsel for Crest Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz 

attached a letter from Sean K. Butler, an accountant who represented in the letter to have 

previously prepared tax returns for Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and is “familiar with that entity’s 

corporate structure and financial condition.” This document claims that none of the Crest 

Defendants nor Dunhill Defendants have any real income reflected on the 2016 nor 2017 tax 

years and have not filed tax returns for 2018. It is not a financial statement for any entity and 

moreover represents Defendant’s Counsel’s communication and work with the Accountant who 

should be one of the individuals producing documents pursuant to the ordered Authorizations. 

Instead, Defendant’s Counsel worked with Mr. Butler to produce a self-serving document, not 

responsive to the Court’s Order.  The e-mail transmitting this document again stated “More to 

come…”  

No further discovery materials were produced. Notably, Defendants have failed to 

provide the Court-ordered authorizations for the CPA records and have failed to pay the 

$1,950.00 in sanctions. Instead, Counsel for Crest Defendants, Dunhill Defendants, and Wuertz 

sent a letter to Hon. Maité Murphy stating he had complied as much as he would with the Order 

of the Court and believed his actions to be substantially compliant with the Order of the Court. 
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(See Letter from Mr. Marvel attached as Exhibit 3) In addition, Mr. Marvel requested that 

this Court hold him in Contempt for his and his client’s refusal to comply with the Court’s order 

so that he could appeal the August 1, 2019 order. This was done for the purpose of delaying this 

matter and avoiding the November 18 trial.  

As Defendants are well aware (hence their request for an order of contempt), their 

production is not what was ordered by the Court. Instead, it is what they offered to provide at the 

hearing of the Third Motion to Compel. The Plaintiff did not agree with that relief as it allows 

Defendants to avoid production of its CPA records, which are the records that have been sought 

since 2012. More importantly, the Court did not agree with that relief and ordered the production 

of authorizations. Counsel for the Defendants has willfully ignored the Court’s order and instead 

produced only what he (or his client) want to produce.

On September 3, 2019 Plaintiff’s counsel received by courier what purported to be a 

Notice of Appeal. (See NOA attached as Exhibit 4) This Notice of Appeal was not filed with 

this Court or the Court of Appeals. The certificate of Service swearing that the NOA had been 

served upon Plaintiff’s Counsel four days earlier, on August 30, 2019. Mr. Marvel had 

previously threatened an appeal regarding this issue and Plaintiff's Counsel had previously 

advised Mr. Marvel that any interlocutory appeal on this issue would be frivolous given that the 

order is not appealable. As of September 11, 2019, no Appeal has been filed with the Trial Court 

or Court of Appeals and the time to do so has expired. (This includes the adjustment for Chief 

Justice Beatty’s September 9, 2019 order treating September 3, 2019 – September 6, 2019 as 

holidays due to Hurricane Dorian.) The false Notice of Appeal served upon Plaintiff and the 

threat of Appeal appears to be yet another delay tactic.
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 Moreover, if Defendants had genuinely intended to appeal this Court’s discovery order 

(which is not appealable), Mr. Marvel should have immediately informed opposing Counsel and 

Court of their intention not to comply with the order and be held in Contempt as to have an 

appealable issue. Instead they used every trick in the playbook to buy more time.    

Mr. Marvel and his clients have intentionally, willfully, and through material 

misrepresentation, delayed and avoided court ordered productions of discoverable material – all 

while feigning that compliance was forth coming. We are now two months from the trial date 

and this delay along with the empty appeal threat have unduly prejudiced Plaintiff’s ability to 

prepare for this trial.   

As noted above, these actions are not isolated but rather form a pattern of years of willful 

noncompliance with this Court’s orders and the use of material misrepresentations and tactics 

that have no place in South Carolina courts. Defendant’s counsel’s conduct has been 

manipulative of the discovery process, lacking in candor, and is wholly deserving of the issuance 

of a default. The previous imposition of the sanction of attorneys’ fees has done nothing to stop 

or even slow this behavior.  

II. ARGUMENT 

 Rule 26 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure govern the discovery process in 

civil suits. The purpose of discovery “is to enable one who is asserting a right or claim to 

determine the exact nature of such right or claim and the extent thereof.” Earl v. Webb, 182 S.C. 

175, 175, 188 S.E. 798, 802 (1936). Meaningful discovery allows parties to “enhance the truth-

seeking process, to enable the attorneys to better prepare for trial, to eliminate surprise, and to 

promote an expeditious and final determination of controversies in accordance with the 
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substantive rights of the parties,” 27 C.J.S. Discovery § 2 (citing D.C. v. S.A., 178 Ill. 2d 551, 

227 Ill. Dec. 550, 687 N.E.2d 1032 (1997)).

 Pursuant to Rule 37, SCRCP, when a party fails to respond to discovery requests or obey 

an order to provide or permit discovery, the court may “make such orders in regard to the failure 

as are just.” Rule 37(b)(2), SCRCP. “Rule 37 expressly grants the trial court power to order 

judgment by default for either violation of a court order, or upon motion, for a party’s failure to 

respond to certain discovery requests.” Karppi v. Greenville Terrazzo Co., 327 S.C. 538, 542, 

489 S.E. 2d 679, 682 (Ct. App. 1997) (citing Rule 37(b)(2)(C) & (d)). The decision to award 

sanctions is entrusted to the discretion of the trial court. QZO, Inc. v. Moyer, 358 S.C. 246, 255, 

594 S.E.2d 541, 546 (2004).  “Discovery sanctions are imposed to penalize those whose conduct 

may be deemed to warrant such a sanction, and to deter those who might be tempted to such 

conduct in the absence of such a deterrent.” Creighton v. Coligny Plaza Ltd.Pshp., 334 S.C. 96, 

122-23, 512 S.E.2d 510 (Ct.App.1998) citing Karppi v. Greenville Terrazzo Co., 327 S.C. 538, 

545, 489 S.E.2d 679, 683 (Ct.App. 1997) (quoting National Hockey League v. Metropolitan 

Hockey Club, Inc., 427 U.S. 639 (1976). It is in the discretion of this Court to award sanctions 

for Plaintiff’s failure to respond fully to discovery requests and refuses to obey court orders. 

Downey v. Dixon, 294 S.C. 42, 45, 362 S.E.2d 317, 318 (Ct.App. 1987).

 The entry of default is a strong sanction but it is warranted in this case. When discovery 

violations show bad faith, willful disobedience, or gross indifference to another litigants’ rights, 

it is justified to strike that party’s pleadings. QZO, Inc., 358 S.C. at 255 (Ct.App. 2004). “Where 

the sanction would be tantamount to granting a judgment by default, the moving party must show 

bad faith, willful disobedience, or gross indifference to its rights to justify the sanction.” Griffin

Grading and Clearing, Inc. v. Tire Service Equipment Manufacturing Co., Inc., 334 S.C. 193, 

ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 680



10

198-199, 511 S.E.2d 716, 718 -719 (S.C.App. 1999)(citing Baughman v. AT&T Co., 306 

S.C.101, 410 S.E.2d 537 (1991)). 

 When determining the proper sanction, the Court should consider the precise nature of 

the discovery sought, the discovery posture of the case, willfulness, and the degree of the 

prejudice. See Samples v. Mitchell, 329 S.C. 105, 112, 495 S.E.2d 213, 216 (1997). In Griffin,

the Court found it proper to strike the pleadings of the Defendant for the willful failure to obey 

four discovery orders and after lesser sanctions of monetary awards were ineffective. In this case 

there have been multiple prior orders issued on the topic of financial discovery as well as 

sanctions issued for previous failures to comply. When considering prejudice, the Court in 

Griffin distinguished the case from Karppi v. Greenville Terrazzo, Inc., 327 S.C. 538, 489 S.E.2d 

679 (Ct.App.1997) where the striking of the pleading of one defendant would have had a 

profound effect on the other parties to the litigation. In the case at bar no prejudice exists as all of 

the Defendants are offending parties.  

 Defendant’s counsel’s letter to the Court dated August 30, 2019 cites to Davis v. 

Parkview Apartments, 409 S.C. 266, 762 S.E.2d 535 (2014) and the precedent cited therein as 

support for his request for contempt and the ability to appeal your Honor’s order. In Davis there 

were repeated discovery abuses, which resulted in not only a finding of contempt, as requested 

by Mr. Marvel, but also the striking of the Appellants pleadings and an entry of default. That 

case is analogous to the situation here. The Court stated that when a discovery order is issued the 

party seeking to challenge the order has two options, comply and waive any right to challenge it 

or refuse to comply with the order, be held in contempt, and appeal the contempt. Davis at 543. 

Just as the Defendants in this case have, the sanctioned in Davis attempted to split the two 

courses of action. In Davis the Court of Appeals found that the sanctioned party,
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“continued along in the litigation, attempting to divert the 
implementation of the court’s rulings by providing incomplete 
responses and causing delay through other tactics while they 
decided whether or not to surrender to the possibility of being held 
in contempt of court.” Davis at 543.

 Defendants Counsel’s numerous representations that he would comply with the Orders 

set out above, coupled with his subsequent refusal to comply after deadlines and extensions to 

deadlines have passed is a pattern. As in Davis, these defendants have attempted to avoid 

contempt and dance around the orders of the Court to delay the case. On the eve of trial they 

again attempt to delay the case, now finally attempting to illicit a ruling of contempt from which 

they can appeal – solely for the purpose of delay. The Court of Appeals has clearly stated that 

this is not the proper conduct or course of action for Defendant’s challenging discovery orders 

and upheld the striking of pleadings and entry of default when entered in similar circumstances.  

It is possible that Mr. Wuertz has made certain representations to the prosecutors in 

Texas regarding his financial status (just as he has in this case) that are not consistent with the 

records of his CPA. It is likely that the specter of successive trials on November 11th for the 

criminal matter and November 18th are a burden that he has ordered his counsel to attempt to 

alleviate. These circumstances perhaps explain the willful noncompliance and delay tactics but 

they certainly do not justify it. Instead, these circumstances present a motive for what has 

become a pattern of willful noncompliance and delay.   

The Defendants’ willful misconduct unduly prejudices the ability of the Plaintiff to 

prepare his case for trial while not affecting the other parties in the case.  As noted above and in 

the numerous motions and briefs addressing these discovery issues, the financial information 

sought is relevant and essential in support of Plaintiff’s allegations that the Defendant has made 

millions of dollars of illicit profit from the theft of Plaintiff’s business. Now, approximately two 
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months from trial, Plaintiff is still seeking the discovery that has been sought since 2012 and 

which has been ordered to be produced by this Court numerous times.  

Previous Orders and monetary sanctions of attorney’s fees have not proven to be 

effective. Defendants have simply ignored the Orders and not paid the most recent sanctions. The 

totality of the Defendants’ behavior in this case has shown that another monetary sanction 

coupled with an order of production will not stop their tactics of delay and willful disobedience 

of this Court’s orders. Plaintiff respectfully request this Court to strike Defendants pleadings as 

that is the only appropriate sanction given their years of willful misconduct.  

   

GRUENLOH LAW FIRM  
Counsel for Innovative Waste Management, Inc.  

         By: S/Thomas F. Drazan                            .  
      Wm. M. Gruenloh, Esq. SC Bar # 12418 

Thomas F. Drazan, Esq. SC Bar # 101180 
      67 Moultrie Street, 2nd Floor 
      Charleston, SC 29403 
      (843) 577-0027  
      (843) 577-0721 (facsimile) 

 & 

Frederick “Fritz” Jekel, Esq. 
SC Bar #66491 

      LEVENTIS & RANSOM 
PO Box 11067 
Columbia, SC 29211 

      803-765-2383 
      Fritz@j-dlaw.com 

    
Date: September 13, 2019 
Charleston, South Carolina 
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Re: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Fri, Aug 9, 2019 at 12:32 PM
To: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: "Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)" <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>, "Wm.
Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>, Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>

I haven’t seen that, so thanks for the heads up.  I will pull it electronically. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2019, at 12:30 PM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

Chandler,

Please disregard my previous e-mail, we have already received the order. I apologize, have a great
weekend.

-Tom

Thomas Drazan
Gruenloh Law Firm
Associate Attorney
T�843.577-0027
F�843.577.0721
E��������	
��
����������
A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
W�www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise
legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of
it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender
immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication.
Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Aug 1, 2019, at 11:22 AM, Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

I apologize for the delay in having an Order entered on the Motion for Reconsideration. I
believe Judge Murphy will enter an Order soon. If one is not filed before the end of the week,
please reach out again on Monday because that is when Judge Murphy’s new law clerk will
start.

Best,

Chandler

On Aug 1, 2019, at 11:15 AM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com<mailto
:thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>> wrote:
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Mr. Rowh,

I wanted to check in with the Court regarding Mr. Marvel’s Motion for Reconsideration of the
Judge’s order for discovery and sanctions. Is there any additional information or argument the
Court believes would be helpful in evaluating the papers both parties have filed? If so please
let us know and we would be happy to provide additional briefing or argument.

Thank you,

Thomas Drazan
Gruenloh Law Firm
Associate Attorney
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E Thomas@gruenlohlaw.com<mailto:Thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
W www.gruenlohlaw.com<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.
gruenlohlaw.com_&d=DwMFaQ&c=YGvVmrQQ6VQOFx3Z93C9uQ&r=PGQRA4FPn1RVrs-
zTRmjbpd0hRN6RuFeIQOkgRCZHTM&m=zVmI9TyjOczaJ4_
eUlQT0qnDNhHHf78zxCWHkiE86Hw&s=ZJX9TOSkivXctetB__
55d5hF4xVVrRsIJHhTUAvgJlo&e=>

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney.
It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally
exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you
are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or
any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and
any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender
immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to
waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this
communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS,
we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1)
avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or
attachment.

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and
may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read,
copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have received this
message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of the
message and any attachments.
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Re: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227
1 message

Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> Fri, Aug 9, 2019 at 12:47 PM
To: "David B. Marvel" <dave@marvel.lawyer>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>, Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>

David-

The deadline has already passed for these. When will you have the signed authorizations and financial statements? Do
you still represent Girardeau? If not please forward this to his new counsel. 

Let me know by Monday please. 

gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T�843.577-0027
F�843.577.0721
E�mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received
this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended
or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter
addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Fri, Aug 9, 2019 at 12:32 PM David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> wrote:
I haven’t seen that, so thanks for the heads up.  I will pull it electronically. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2019, at 12:30 PM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

Chandler,

Please disregard my previous e-mail, we have already received the order. I apologize, have a great
weekend.

-Tom
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RE: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Mon, Aug 12, 2019 at 8:58 AM
To: "Wm. Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>, Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>

Mike, can you please send me pdf or word versions of what it is you want signed?  Judge Murphy still did not attach
anything to the order.  As soon as you send those, I’ll forward them along and let you know what I will have and when. 
Thank you.  Sorry for the confusion on the form 4 distribution, glad it didn’t only affect me . . .

I don’t see where you submitted the consent order on the Wells Fargo subpoena to the Texas court.  Did you do that? 

From: Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Sent: Friday, August 9, 2019 12:48 PM
To: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>; Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227

David-

The deadline has already passed for these. When will you have the signed authorizations and financial statements? Do
you still represent Girardeau? If not please forward this to his new counsel. 

Let me know by Monday please. 

gruenlohlaw.com

Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.

Partner

T�843.577-0027

F�843.577.0721
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E�mike@gruenlohlaw.com

A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received
this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended
or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter
addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Fri, Aug 9, 2019 at 12:32 PM David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> wrote:

I haven’t seen that, so thanks for the heads up.  I will pull it electronically. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2019, at 12:30 PM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

Chandler,

Please disregard my previous e-mail, we have already received the order. I apologize, have a great
weekend.

-Tom 

Thomas Drazan
Gruenloh Law Firm

Associate Attorney

T�843.577-0027

F�843.577.0721

E���������	
��
��
�������

A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403

W�www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or
otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message,
or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify
the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this
communication. Thank you for your cooperation.
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IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Aug 1, 2019, at 11:22 AM, Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

I apologize for the delay in having an Order entered on the Motion for Reconsideration. I
believe Judge Murphy will enter an Order soon. If one is not filed before the end of the
week, please reach out again on Monday because that is when Judge Murphy’s new law
clerk will start.

Best,

Chandler

On Aug 1, 2019, at 11:15 AM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com<mailto
:thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>> wrote:

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Mr. Rowh,

I wanted to check in with the Court regarding Mr. Marvel’s Motion for Reconsideration of
the Judge’s order for discovery and sanctions. Is there any additional information or
argument the Court believes would be helpful in evaluating the papers both parties have
filed? If so please let us know and we would be happy to provide additional briefing or
argument.

Thank you,

Thomas Drazan
Gruenloh Law Firm
Associate Attorney
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E Thomas@gruenlohlaw.com<mailto:Thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
W www.gruenlohlaw.com<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.
gruenlohlaw.com_&d=DwMFaQ&c=YGvVmrQQ6VQOFx3Z93C9uQ&r=
PGQRA4FPn1RVrs-zTRmjbpd0hRN6RuFeIQOkgRCZHTM&m=zVmI9TyjOczaJ4_
eUlQT0qnDNhHHf78zxCWHkiE86Hw&s=ZJX9TOSkivXctetB__
55d5hF4xVVrRsIJHhTUAvgJlo&e=>

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an
attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise
legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this
message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error,
please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the
content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no
intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client
privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.
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IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the
IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of
(1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication
or attachment.

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee
and may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do
not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all
copies of the message and any attachments.
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Re: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Mon, Aug 12, 2019 at 6:45 PM
To: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: "Wm. Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>, Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>

I do not have any reason to think that there would be an issue getting all this back to you this week.  In theory I am on
vacation, but will be on this. 

Sent from my iPhone

> On Aug 12, 2019, at 10:04 AM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:
>
> David,
>
> Please see the attached authorizations. These were previously provided as a part of our proposed order. I have
included the authorizations individually and as a single pdf.
>
> Additionally, will you have the required financial statements to us this week? Also please let us know if you still
represent Mr. Girardeau? If not we will need you to immediately forward these to his new counsel and please provide us
his contact information.
>
> Thank you,
>
> Thomas Drazan
> Gruenloh Law Firm
> Associate Attorney
> T 843.577-0027
> F 843.577.0721
> E Thomas@gruenlohlaw.com<mailto:Thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
> A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
> W www.gruenlohlaw.com<http://www.gruenlohlaw.com/>
>
>
> ************************************************************************************************
>
> CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain
information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this
message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message
and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent
transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege,
that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.
>
> IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any
U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot
be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.
>
>
> On Aug 12, 2019, at 8:58 AM, David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer<mailto:dave@marvel.lawyer>> wrote:
>
> Mike
>
> <MTC Authorizations.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations MS Crest Energy LP.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations MS Crest GP.pdf>

ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 692



> <MTC Authorizations MS Dunhill LP.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations MS Dunhill Products Group.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations MS Wuertz.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations WF Crest Energy Partners Group.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations WF Crest Energy Partners LP.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations WF Dunhill Products Group.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations WF Wuertz Dunhill Products LP.pdf>
> <MTC Authorizations WF Wuertz.pdf>
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Re: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Mon, Aug 19, 2019 at 2:07 PM
To: "Wm. Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>, Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>

Mike- Henry is meeting with the accountant later today, and I expect to have something tomorrow morning. I just returned
from vacation, and I am out of pocket for nearly all of tomorrow, so it may be Wednesday before I can get back to you. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2019, at 12:47 PM, Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

David-

The deadline has already passed for these. When will you have the signed authorizations and financial
statements? Do you still represent Girardeau? If not please forward this to his new counsel. 

Let me know by Monday please. 

gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T�843.577-0027
F�843.577.0721
E�mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise
legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of
it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender
immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication.
Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Fri, Aug 9, 2019 at 12:32 PM David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> wrote:
I haven’t seen that, so thanks for the heads up.  I will pull it electronically. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2019, at 12:30 PM, Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:
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Re: IWM v. Crest Energy Partners et. Al Case: 2012-CP-18-1227
1 message

Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> Mon, Aug 19, 2019 at 2:14 PM
To: "David B. Marvel" <dave@marvel.lawyer>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>, Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>

David-

Can you please send over the signed authorization for Henry Wuertz's tax returns by Wednesday too.  Also, if he can sign
for any other entity please have him do so. If he can't, please let me know why not and who can. 

Also, what is his status for attending the November trial? Can you confirm that he will appear?

Thank you.

gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T�843.577-0027
F�843.577.0721
E�mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received
this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended
or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter
addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Mon, Aug 19, 2019 at 2:07 PM David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> wrote:
Mike- Henry is meeting with the accountant later today, and I expect to have something tomorrow morning. I just
returned from vacation, and I am out of pocket for nearly all of tomorrow, so it may be Wednesday before I can get back
to you. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2019, at 12:47 PM, Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

David-

The deadline has already passed for these. When will you have the signed authorizations and financial
statements? Do you still represent Girardeau? If not please forward this to his new counsel. 
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Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Wed, Aug 28, 2019 at 11:00 AM
To: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>, "Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com" <Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, "Wm. Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-
dlaw.com>

Thomas / Mike, 

I was just speaking with Jake and, while we both have production for you today, it is unlikely to be
by noon as requested in your letter.  I expected to have this done last week but have been tied up
on another matter that has kept me out of the office for the bulk of the last week.  Therefore, we
respectfully request that you give us until the end of today prior to taking any further action. 
Thanks.

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel
PO Box 22734 
Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Ph.  843.853.4877
Fax  843.380.3025 
Email:  dave@marvel.lawyer

From: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2019 12:46 PM
To: David B. Marvel; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227

Dear Counsel: 

Please see the attached correspondence from Mr. Drazan.

Respectfully,

Ryan Jones
Paralegal
T�843.577-0027
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F�843.577.0721
E�����@gruenlohlaw.com
A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
W�www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received
this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended
or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter
addressed in this communication or attachment.
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Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Thu, Aug 29, 2019 at 9:07 AM
To: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>, "Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com" <Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, "Wm. Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-
dlaw.com>

Greetings all.  I have attached 2016 and 2017 tax returns for Crest Energy Partners, L.P., along
with a reviewed financial statement regarding Henry Wuertz, which also includes related Crest
financial information.    Stand by, more to come.  

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel
PO Box 22734 
Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Ph.  843.853.4877
Fax  843.380.3025 
Email:  dave@marvel.lawyer

From: David B. Marvel
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 11:00 AM
To: Ryan Jones; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227

Thomas / Mike, 

I was just speaking with Jake and, while we both have production for you today, it is unlikely to be
by noon as requested in your letter.  I expected to have this done last week but have been tied up
on another matter that has kept me out of the office for the bulk of the last week.  Therefore, we
respectfully request that you give us until the end of today prior to taking any further action. 
Thanks.

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel
PO Box 22734 
Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Ph.  843.853.4877
Fax  843.380.3025 
Email:  dave@marvel.lawyer
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From: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2019 12:46 PM
To: David B. Marvel; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227

Dear Counsel: 

Please see the attached correspondence from Mr. Drazan.

Respectfully,

Ryan Jones
Paralegal
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E @gruenlohlaw.com
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
W www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received
this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended
or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter
addressed in this communication or attachment.

3 attachments

CRESTENERGY_US_2016_ArchiveTaxReturn.pdf
115K

CRESTENERGY_US_2017_ArchiveTaxReturn.pdf
118K

Executed Personal Financial Statements.pdf
479K
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RE: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227
1 message

David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> Fri, Aug 30, 2019 at 4:04 PM
To: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>, "Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com" <Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com>
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>, "Wm. Michael Gruenloh" <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>, Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-
dlaw.com>

Happy Friday, all.  Please see the a ached le er re: Crest Energy Partners.  More to come . . .

From: David B. Marvel 
Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2019 9:07 AM
To: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>; Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>; Fritz Jekel
<fritz@j-dlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227

Gree ngs all.  I have a ached 2016 and 2017 tax returns for Crest Energy Partners, L.P., along with a reviewed nancial statement
regarding Henry Wuertz, which also includes related Crest nancial informa on.    Stand by, more to come.  

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel

PO Box 22734

Charleston, South Carolina 29413

Ph.  843.853.4877

Fax  843.380.3025 

Email: dave@marvel.lawyer

From: David B. Marvel
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 11:00 AM
To: Ryan Jones; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227

Thomas / Mike, 
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I was just speaking with Jake and, while we both have produc on for you today, it is unlikely to be by noon as requested in your
le er.  I expected to have this done last week but have been ed up on another ma er that has kept me out of the o ce for the bulk
of the last week.  Therefore, we respec ully request that you give us un l the end of today prior to taking any further ac on. 
Thanks.   

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel

PO Box 22734

Charleston, South Carolina 29413

Ph.  843.853.4877

Fax  843.380.3025 

Email: dave@marvel.lawyer

From: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2019 12:46 PM
To: David B. Marvel; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227

Dear Counsel: 

Please see the attached correspondence from Mr. Drazan.

Respectfully,

Ryan Jones

Paralegal

T�843.577-0027

F�843.577.0721

E�����@gruenlohlaw.com

A�67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
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W www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received
this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended
or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter
addressed in this communication or attachment.

CPA letter re Crest Dunhill.pdf
612K
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                  SEAN K BUTLER, CPA, LLC 
 

    11111 Katy Freeway                                                                                                                                                            Tel: (713) 973-5715 
    Suite 910                                                                                                                                                                               Fax: (713) 422-2495 
    Houston, TX 77079                                                                                                                                               www.houstontaxservice.net 
 

 
 

August 28, 2019  

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am a Certified Public Accountant licensed by the State of Texas.  In the usual course of business, 
I have prepared tax returns for Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and am therefore familiar with that entity’s 
corporate structure and financial condition.  At the request of attorney David B. Marvel, I offer the 
following, to the best of my current knowledge and based on information gathered and reported in 
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles.   

1. In August 2010 the entity previously referred to as “Dunhill Products, L.P.” formally changed its 
name to “Crest Energy Partners, L.P.”.   Crest Energy Partners, L.P. continued use of its FEIN 
113648675 and otherwise continued the same partnership identity.  Therefore, there is no existing 
separate company “Dunhill Products, L.P.”.  

2. In August 2010 the entity previously referred to as “Dunhill Products GP, LLC” formally changed 
its name to “Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC”.   Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC continued use of 
its FEIN 11-3648671 and otherwise continued the same entity status.  Therefore, there is no existing 
separate company “Dunhill Products GP, LLC”.  

3. In 2016, the charters of both Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC were 
cancelled by the State of Delaware and were placed in forfeiture by the Texas Secretary of State.  

4. Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and, by extension, Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC, have not conducted 
their usual income producing business since 2015, at the latest. Any income reflected on the Crest 
Energy Partners, L.P. tax returns for 2016 and 2017 is a result of accounting practices which, among 
other things, require a taxpayer to declare cancelled debt as income.  Crest Energy Partners, L.P. 
has not filed returns for 2018.   

5. Otherwise, Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC have no income or 
assets and are not conducting any transactional business.  

___________________

Sean K Butler, CPA 

  
 

___________________

Sean K Butler, CPA
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Marvel Et Al., LLC - P.O. Box 22734 - Charleston, South Carolina 29413 -843.853.4877 

ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 705



Marvel Et Al., LLC - P.O. Box 22734 - Charleston, South Carolina 29413 -843.853.4877 

ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 706



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 707



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 708



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 709



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 710



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 711



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 712



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 713



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 714



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 715



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 716



ELEC
TR

O
N

IC
ALLY FILED

 - 2019 Sep 13 4:19 PM
 - D

O
R

C
H

ESTER
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 PLEAS - C

ASE#2012C
P1801227

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 717



((843) 474-1890 (office) • (843) 577-0721 (fax) • www.gruenlohlaw.com • mike@gruenlohlaw.com 

Gruenloh 

 

uenlol 
Law Firm r
La 

 

9 Broad Street • Suite C                
Charleston, South Carolina 29401            Wm. Michael Gruenloh 
__________________________________________________________________________ 

DELIVERED VIA EMAIL ONLY 

David B. Marvel 
Prenner Marvel 
636 King Street 
Charleston, South Carolina 29401 

May 3, 2013 

Re:  IWM v. Crest et. al. 

Dear Mr. Marvel:  

I am in receipt of your clients’ discovery responses which were served via email on 
May 1, 2013. I write to bring to your attention certain deficiencies in your clients’ discovery 
responses and to request that these deficiencies be supplemented within the next seven (7) 
days.  Please consider this a good faith attempt to resolve a discovery dispute without court 
action. As a general matter, none of the responses are signed. Please forward the original 
signed responses.   

Requests for Production 

We have yet to receive responses to Requests to Produce 11 and 13 for Defendant 
Bridge. Likewise we have not received responses to Requests to Produce 11, 13 and 14 for 
Girardeau. Finally we have not received responses to Requests to Produce 8, 9,10,11,12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21 and 22 for Wuertz. These requests for production were all referred 
to in Plaintiffs’ Amended Motion to Compel and are the requests for production referred to in 
the second paragraph of the consent order to which we previously agreed. Please supplement 
your responses accordingly. 

Also, Request to Produce 3 propounded upon each defendant seeks the production of 
all documents referred to in answering the interrogatories. I request that you supplement your 
responses to this request to produce in light of your client’s review of documents in 
answering the interrogatories. Specifically, I request that you produce any documents 
referred to for the purpose of answering Interrogatories 6 and 7 to Griardeau and Bridge, 9 
and 10 to Wuertz and 6 to Crest.  

Interrogatories 

Interrogatory 6 to Bridge and Girardeau request whether they had any business 
dealings with certain companies while they were employed by Plaintiff and, if so, request a  
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2

David Marvel, Esq. 
May 3, 2013 

Page 2 

description of such business and the names, addresses and telephone numbers of any persons 
who you dealt with at such businesses. Defendants fail to answer the interrogatory with any 
particularity as to business dealing with each listed entity and fail to provide the names 
addresses and telephone numbers of any persons who they dealt with at the listed companies. 
Please supplement your response accordingly.  

Interrogatory 7 to Bridge and Girardeau requests whether they had any business 
dealings with certain companies since they have been employed by Defendant Crest and/or 
Dunhill and, if so, request a description of such business, the income any defendant derived 
as a result of such business and the names, addresses and telephone numbers of any persons 
who they dealt with at such companies. Defendants simply refer Plaintiffs to their response to 
Interrogatory 6. This is inappropriate considering the requests seek different information 
from different timeframes. Moreover, the responses fail to provide the names addresses and 
telephone numbers of any persons who defendants dealt with at the listed companies and the 
income derived from such business by any defendant. Please supplement your response 
accordingly.  

Interrogatory 6 to Crest requests whether it currently conducts any business or has an 
existing business relationship with certain companies and, if so, please describe such 
business or business relationship; indicate the month and year that such relationship began; 
state the names, addresses and telephone numbers of the persons at such company with 
whom you conduct business and state the amount of income that such business has generated 
for you or any other Defendant in this litigation since April 2010.  Defendants fail to answer 
the interrogatory with any particularity as to business dealing with each listed entity, fails to 
provide the names addresses and telephone numbers of the persons who it dealt with at the 
listed companies and fails to provide the income derived from such business since April 
2010. Please supplement your response accordingly.  

Interrogatory 9 to Wuertz requests whether he had any business dealings with certain 
companies prior to April 2010 and, if so, requests a description of such business and the 
names, addresses and telephone numbers of any persons who you dealt with at such 
businesses. Wuertz fails to answer the interrogatory with any particularity as to business 
dealing with each listed entity, fails to provide the names addresses and telephone numbers 
of the persons who he dealt with at the listed companies. Please supplement your response 
accordingly.  

Interrogatory 10 to Wuertz requests whether he had any business dealings with 
certain companies since April 2010 and, if so, request a description of such business, the 
income any defendant derived as a result of such business and the names, addresses and 
telephone numbers of any persons who they dealt with at such companies. Wuertz simply 
refers Plaintiffs to his response to Interrogatory 9. This is inappropriate considering the 
requests seek different information from different timeframes. Moreover, the responses fail 
to provide the names addresses and telephone numbers of any persons who Wuertz dealt with 
at the listed companies and the income derived from such business. Please supplement your 
response accordingly.  
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David Marvel, Esq. 
May 3, 2013 

Page 3 

Interrogatory 13 to Bridge and Girardeau requests the compensation that was offered for each 
job listed by Defendants. Defendants fail to provide any information regarding 
compensation. To the extent that Defendants seek to reference their financial statements or 
tax returns as answer to this question, such reference is inadequate as this request seeks all 
compensation – including benefits and privileges offered as compensation.  Please 
supplement your response accordingly.  

Interrogatory 14 to Bridge and Girardeau requests the compensation defendants are 
currently being paid for their present employment. Defendants fail to provide any 
information regarding compensation. To the extent that Defendants seek to reference their 
financial statements or tax returns as answer to this question, such reference is inadequate as 
this request seeks all compensation – including benefits and privileges offered as 
compensation. Please supplement your response accordingly.  

 Given the past history of your clients’ abuse of the discovery process we will be 
seeking all available remedies and sanctions in the event yet another motion to compel is 
necessary.    
   

       Respectfully, 

       s/Mike Gruenloh 

       Wm. M. Gruenloh 
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David B. Marvel

From: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans) <edicksonlc@sccourts.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 12:14 PM
To: David B. Marvel; william gruenloh
Cc: Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith); Sarah Pendleton
Subject: RE: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group  2012-CP-18-1227

Mr. Marvel,

Thank you for updating the Court. I do not think the status conference is necessary any longer from our perspective.

I do not think he will have any objection to signing the amended pleadings, etc. if they have consent signatures but I will
follow up if we need anything additional from you.

Thank you. Kind regards,

Drew Evans

Andrew C. Evans
Law Clerk, Hon. Edgar Warren Dickson
First Judicial Circuit
P. O. Box 1949
Orangeburg, S. C. 29116
803 535 2187 (phone)
803 535 2188 (fax)

From: David B. Marvel [mailto:dave@prennermarvel.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 10:44 AM 
To: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans); william gruenloh 
Cc: Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith); Pendleton, Sarah 
Subject: RE: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Dear Drew,

With the exception of one minor discovery issue that appears to be on its way to resolution, Mike and I have reached
agreement on the matters requiring a status conference. Therefore, if it suits Judge Dickson, you may remove it from his
calendar. Mike is working on consent orders to amend his complaint, to serve certain out of state discovery, and setting
a t/n/b date which we hope to submit to you shortly and would ask that the Judge sign without need for
motions. Please let us know if that presents a problem or if you have any other questions, comments, or
concerns. Thank you as always for your assistance with this case.

Best regards,

David B. Marvel
Prenner Marvel, P.A.
636 King Street
Charleston, South Carolina 29403
Ph. (843) 722 7250
Fax (843) 722 7260
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dave@prennermarvel.com

From: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans) [mailto:edicksonlc@sccourts.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 12:12 PM 
To: David B. Marvel; william gruenloh 
Cc: Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith) 
Subject: FW: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Mr. Gruenloh,

Please see the email below I just sent out regarding having to reschedule today’s Status Conference.

I apologize for the late notice and inconvenience.

Thank you. Kind regards,

Drew Evans

Andrew C. Evans
Law Clerk, Hon. Edgar Warren Dickson
First Judicial Circuit
P. O. Box 1949
Orangeburg, S. C. 29116
803 535 2187 (phone)
803 535 2188 (fax)

From: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans)  
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 11:51 AM 
To: 'Pendleton, Sarah'; mike@gruenlohlaw.com
Cc: Patrick Aulton Chisum; David B. Marvel; Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith) 
Subject: RE: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Counsel,

We are in the midst of a fairly intensive jury trial this week that we anticipated finishing up sooner than it appears to be
headed.

Unfortunately, Judge Dickson will not be available for the Status Conference today—we will have to reschedule it next
week.

Can you be available Thursday, May 23, 2013 at 9:30AM?

We will be back in Orangeburg so we ask that you call into our office at that time.

Please advise of your availability.

Thank you. Kind regards,

Drew Evans

Andrew C. Evans
Law Clerk, Hon. Edgar Warren Dickson
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First Judicial Circuit
P. O. Box 1949
Orangeburg, S. C. 29116
803 535 2187 (phone)
803 535 2188 (fax)

From: Pendleton, Sarah [mailto:sarah@prennermarvel.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 9:38 AM 
To: mike@gruenlohlaw.com
Cc: Patrick Aulton Chisum; Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans); David B. Marvel 
Subject: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Dear Mr. Gruenloh:

Please find attached correspondence from Mr. Marvel for your review with regard to the above captioned case.

Please do not hesitate to contact our office with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,
Sarah Pendleton

Sarah Pendleton
Legal Assistant
Prenner Marvel PA
636 King Street
Charleston, SC 29403
sarah@prennermarvel.com
(843) 722 7250
(843) 722 7260 Fax
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David B. Marvel

From: David B. Marvel <dave@prennermarvel.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 10:44 AM
To: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans); william gruenloh
Cc: Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith); Sarah Pendleton
Subject: RE: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group  2012-CP-18-1227

Dear Drew,

With the exception of one minor discovery issue that appears to be on its way to resolution, Mike and I have reached
agreement on the matters requiring a status conference. Therefore, if it suits Judge Dickson, you may remove it from his
calendar. Mike is working on consent orders to amend his complaint, to serve certain out of state discovery, and setting
a t/n/b date which we hope to submit to you shortly and would ask that the Judge sign without need for
motions. Please let us know if that presents a problem or if you have any other questions, comments, or
concerns. Thank you as always for your assistance with this case.

Best regards,

David B. Marvel
Prenner Marvel, P.A.
636 King Street
Charleston, South Carolina 29403
Ph. (843) 722 7250
Fax (843) 722 7260

dave@prennermarvel.com

From: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans) [mailto:edicksonlc@sccourts.org]  
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 12:12 PM 
To: David B. Marvel; william gruenloh 
Cc: Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith) 
Subject: FW: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Mr. Gruenloh,

Please see the email below I just sent out regarding having to reschedule today’s Status Conference.

I apologize for the late notice and inconvenience.

Thank you. Kind regards,

Drew Evans

Andrew C. Evans
Law Clerk, Hon. Edgar Warren Dickson
First Judicial Circuit
P. O. Box 1949
Orangeburg, S. C. 29116
803 535 2187 (phone)
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803 535 2188 (fax)

From: Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans)  
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 11:51 AM 
To: 'Pendleton, Sarah'; mike@gruenlohlaw.com
Cc: Patrick Aulton Chisum; David B. Marvel; Dickson, Edgar W. Secretary (Peggy Smith) 
Subject: RE: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Counsel,

We are in the midst of a fairly intensive jury trial this week that we anticipated finishing up sooner than it appears to be
headed.

Unfortunately, Judge Dickson will not be available for the Status Conference today—we will have to reschedule it next
week.

Can you be available Thursday, May 23, 2013 at 9:30AM?

We will be back in Orangeburg so we ask that you call into our office at that time.

Please advise of your availability.

Thank you. Kind regards,

Drew Evans

Andrew C. Evans
Law Clerk, Hon. Edgar Warren Dickson
First Judicial Circuit
P. O. Box 1949
Orangeburg, S. C. 29116
803 535 2187 (phone)
803 535 2188 (fax)

From: Pendleton, Sarah [mailto:sarah@prennermarvel.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 9:38 AM 
To: mike@gruenlohlaw.com
Cc: Patrick Aulton Chisum; Dickson, Edgar W. Law Clerk (Andrew C. Evans); David B. Marvel 
Subject: Innovative Waste Management , Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners Group 2012-CP-18-1227 

Dear Mr. Gruenloh:

Please find attached correspondence from Mr. Marvel for your review with regard to the above captioned case.

Please do not hesitate to contact our office with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,
Sarah Pendleton

Sarah Pendleton
Legal Assistant
Prenner Marvel PA
636 King Street
Charleston, SC 29403
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sarah@prennermarvel.com
(843) 722 7250
(843) 722 7260 Fax
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From: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Anna R. Welch)
To: Patrick Aulton Chisum
Cc: David B. Marvel; william gruenloh; bstevens@dorchestercounty.net; Goodstein, Diane S. Secretary (Karen Parker)
Subject: RE: 2012CP1801227- Innovative Waste Management Inc VS Crest Energy Partners Gp
Date: Thursday, May 23, 2013 3:01:05 PM

Counsel,
      Judge Goodstein has advised that you do not need to be present for the hearing and we will look
to receive your original consent orders. Thank you.
 
Anna Richter Welch
Law Clerk to The Honorable Diane S. Goodstein
Post Office Box 234
St. George, South Carolina 29477
Fax: (843) 832-0389
Phone: (843) 832-0332
 
From: gruenlohlaw2@gmail.com [mailto:gruenlohlaw2@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Patrick Aulton Chisum
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:21 PM
To: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Anna R. Welch)
Cc: David B. Marvel; william gruenloh
Subject: 2012CP1801227- Innovative Waste Management Inc VS Crest Energy Partners Gp

Anna,

Attached you will find two consent orders in the above referenced matter. I am mailing the
same with the original signatures to your attention today. Please let me know when Judge
Goodstein is able to sign them.

I am notifying Becky Stevens, in a separate email, that we no longer need the May 24th
hearing.

Thanks

Patrick

GRUENLOH LAW

Patrick Aulton Chisom, Esq.
Associate Attorney
T 843.474.1890
F 843.577.0721
E Patrick@gruenlohlaw.com
A 9 Broad Street Charleston, SC 29401

***************************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or
otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message,
or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the
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sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this
communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 730



2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 731



2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 732



2019-001719 
Third Amended Record on Appeal - Vol. II

ROA - 733



1

David B. Marvel

From: Patrick Chisum <patrick@gruenlohlaw.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2013 4:25 PM
To: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Anna R. Welch)
Cc: Wm. Michael Gruenloh; David B. Marvel; Fritz Jekel
Subject: IWM v. Crest
Attachments: 9.9.13 MTC Order (Proposed) CA NO 2012CP181227 final edit.docx

Ms. Daniels,

Attached you will find our proposed order regarding Defendants' Motion  for Protective Order and Plaintiff's Second 
Motion to Compel which was heard by the Court on September 9th. We have attempted to confer with Mr. Marvel and, 
while we have integrated the majority of his comments we have been unable to reach agreement on all issues. 
Specifically, we understand that Mr. Marvel's position is that the Court granted the defendants motion for protective order 
in part and also that the Defendants object to paragraph 3. 

Please let us know if you need anything further.

Patrick

GRUENLOH LAW
Patrick Aulton Chisum, Esq.
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***************************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in 
error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive 
any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or 
written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in 
this communication or attachment.
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David B. Marvel

From: Sarah Pendleton <sarah@prennermarvel.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2013 2:23 PM
To: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Anna R. Welch)
Cc: David B. Marvel; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Innovative Waste Management v. Crest Energy Partners GP, et al  2012-CP-18-1227
Attachments: 130917 judge goodstein.pdf; 130917 IWM v Crest Proposed Order DBM Edit.docx

Hi Angel:

Please find attached correspondence from Mr. Marvel for Judge Goodstein with attachment with regard to the above
referenced case.

Please do not hesitate to contact our office with any questions or instructions.

Sincerely,

Sarah Pendleton

Sarah Pendleton
Legal Assistant
Prenner Marvel PA
636 King Street
Charleston, SC 29403
sarah@prennermarvel.com
(843) 722 7250
(843) 722 7260 Fax
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From: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
To: David B. Marvel
Cc: Mike Gruenloh
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
Date: Monday, April 15, 2019 2:56:07 PM

Sounds good. I will make sure this is notated on her schedule. If anyone is willing to allow us to use
their office’s conference call number, it would be greatly appreciated. If not, I can just merge the
calls on my cellphone.
 
Best,
 
Chandler
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 2:49 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: Mike Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Thank you Chandler, that is perfect.  There are likely two or three other issues,  so please schedule
that.  I’ll do my best to see if we can’t reach some agreement on those in the meantime. 
 
- Dave Marvel 

On Apr 15, 2019, at 2:12 PM, Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Judge Murphy has indicated that we could hold the conference call next Tuesday, April

23rd at 11 a.m. Also, since my last email, I was able to review the motion and noticed
that a date certain trial was being sought. If that is the sole purpose of the conference
call, I could help without the need for a conference call, but if other issues needs to be
discussed, we can go forward with the conference call next Tuesday at 11 a.m.
 
Chandler
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 12:33 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization.
Please exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

It appears that Mike and I are both open on Tuesday the 23rd if that suits Judge
Murphy.  Thank you !
 
Best regards,
 
David B. Marvel
Attorney at Law - Proctor in Admiralty
Certified Civil and Federal Court Mediator
 

<image001.png>

Marvel Et Al., LLC
P.O. Box 22734 Charleston, SC 29413

Ph. 843 853 4877 Fax 843 380 3025 Email dave@marvel.lawyer
 

From: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 12:18 PM
To: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 
Good Afternoon,
 
Unfortunately, due to server issues, I am currently unable to access the online public
index to view the motion for status conference. Regardless, Judge Murphy’s schedule is

relatively lax over the weeks beginning on April 22nd and April 29th. If everyone is
agreeable, we could hold a conference call during a mutually convenient time on one
day during those weeks. If those weeks are inconvenient, please let me know, and I will
provide more.
 
Best,
 
Chandler
 

From: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Walter Hundley) 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 12:06 PM
To: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D.
Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 
Counsel:
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Thank you for reaching out to me. Since it was been assigned to Judge Murphy, I will
defer to her law clerk, Chandler Rowh, for setting up a status conference. He should
contact you soon regarding this matter.
 
Thank you,
 
W. Richards Hundley
Law Clerk
Judge Diane S. Goodstein
DGoodsteinLC@sccourts.org
Post Office Box 234
St. George, S.C. 29477
(843) 832 - 0332
 
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 11:54 AM
To: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Walter Hundley) <DGoodsteinLC@sccourts.org>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization.
Please exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Dear Mr. Hundley,  
 
I represent the Defendants in this matter, Mike Gruenloh represents the Plaintiff.  The
case has recently been remitted from the Supreme Court and  Plaintiff’s counsel
requested a status conference,  both informally and by motion.    To my knowledge,
there has been no response from the clerk’ office.  Prior to the appeal, the case had
been designated complex and assigned to Judge Murphy.  I agree that the case is in
need of a status conference, so I am writing for some direction as to whether that
request is properly directed to Judge Goodstein as Chief Administrative Judge or to
Judge Murphy, assuming the Court still considers her to be assigned to the case.   Any
assistance you could provide us would be most helpful.  Thank you for your
consideration of this matter.
 
 
 
Best regards,
 
David B. Marvel
Attorney at Law - Proctor in Admiralty
Certified Civil and Federal Court Mediator
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Marvel Et Al., LLC
P.O. Box 22734 Charleston, SC 29413

Ph. 843 853 4877 Fax 843 380 3025 Email dave@marvel.lawyer
 
~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and
may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do
not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all
copies of the message and any attachments.
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From: David B. Marvel
To: Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
Cc: Fritz Jekel; Ryan Jones; Thomas Drazen
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
Date: Tuesday, June 11, 2019 12:41:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

12-1227 Defense mem re MTC3.pdf
Order Granting IWM MTC3 (DBM).docx

Dear Chandler,

I understand that Mr. Gruenloh is out of the office today and unable to provide me with editable
versions of the exhibits to his proposed Order.  In any event, I believe that the attached Proposed
Order, along with the attached memorandum that I will file with the Clerk’s office, adequately
addresses the issue.  Thank you and Judge Murphy for your consideration of this matter.

 
Attorney at Law • Proctor in Admiralty

 Certified Civil and Federal Court Mediator
Admitted to Practice in South Carolina and Georgia

P.O. Box 22734 - Charleston, South Carolina 29413 - 843.853.4877 - dave@marvel.lawyer

From: David B. Marvel 
Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2019 9:46 AM
To: 'Wm. Michael Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>; Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D.
Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>; Thomas Drazen
<thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227

Chandler, I’m working on an edit of the proposed order.  Mike, can you please email me the
exhibits? 

From: Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 2:56 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>; Thomas Drazen <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
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Chandler-
 
Thank you for bringing the issue on the proposed order for the Motion to Compel to my attention.
Paragraph 4 requiring the production of financial statements should apply to all Defendants which is
the relief we requested when we were before the court. I have attached a corrected proposed
order. Please let us know if Judge Murphy would like an updated number for attorney hours for
paragraph 5. 
 
Also attached is a proposed order for Nov 18 date certain. We sent this to defense counsel last week
to get input but have not heard back.  
 
Please let us know if you need anything else. 
 
Thank you. 
 

                 gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or
otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message,
or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the
sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this
communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

 
 
On Mon, Jun 10, 2019 at 1:52 PM Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Judge Murphy will grant Plaintiff’s proposed order, which was handed up to her last week. Mr.
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Gruenloh, when you get a chance, please E-file this Order in Word format and indicate it was
heard by Judge Murphy, so the Clerk’s office will assign it to her. Also, please correct me if I am
wrong, but I believe language regarding Rodney Bridge in paragraph 4 should be removed from
since claims against him were previously dismissed with prejudice.  Tomorrow morning, I will also
mail the signed, original Consent Order, which was also handed up to her, to your office.
 
Lastly, before I have Judge Murphy sign the Order Setting Date Certain Trial to begin the week of
November 18, 2019, I just wanted second confirmation that everyone is in fact agreeable to this.
 
Best,
 
Chandler
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 5, 2019 8:41 AM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>; Mike Gruenloh
<mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good Morning, Please see the attached letter relating to the hearing this morning.  Will see you all
shortly. 
 

From: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 3:48 PM
To: Mike Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

Ok, I will go ahead and schedule the hearing at 9:30 on Wednesday, June 5th. Since I don’t yet
know how the roster will shake out, I will let everyone know as soon as possible if the time of the
hearing needs to be changed.
 
Chandler
 

From: Mike Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 3:46 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
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Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

We can be available anytime June 5 or 6th. Thank you

On May 14, 2019, at 12:14 PM, David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> wrote:

The week of June 3 is best for me,  I can be available at the Judge’s convenience that
week.  The following week has multiple conflicts. 
 
- Dave Marvel 

On May 14, 2019, at 12:10 PM, Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Judge Murphy will be presiding over a CP term of court in Dorchester

County during the week of June 10th if everyone has availability during
that week. Also, if this week is inconvenient for everyone, Judge

Murphy will also be in Dorchester County during the week of June 3rd.
Even though this will be a General Sessions term of court, I am certain I
could squeeze this matter in if necessary.
 
Best,
 
Chandler
 

From: Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 11:59 AM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-
dlaw.com>; Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the
organization. Please exercise caution before clicking any links or
opening attachments. ***

Dear Chandler-
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Please see the attached correspondence for Judge Murphy along with a
courtesy copy of the Motion to Compel filed by Plaintiff today.  We
appreciate any assistance you can provide in having this matter
scheduled for hearing.
 
Mike
 

 

<image001.jpg>

                 gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information
that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any
attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without
reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to
waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S.
tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the
purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party
any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

 
 
On Tue, Apr 16, 2019 at 10:00 AM Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler
D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Thank you so much for allowing Judge Murphy to use your office’s
line.
 
Best,
 
Chandler
 

From: Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2019 9:59 AM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-
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dlaw.com>
Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the
organization. Please exercise caution before clicking any links
or opening attachments. ***

Chandler-
 
This is the number and access code for our conference call at 11am
next Tuesday. 
 
Dial - (712) 775-7300 
Enter Access Code - 804487#
 
Mike

<image001.jpg>

                 gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain
information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any
part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from
your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on
the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication.
Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any
U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be
used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending
to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

 
 
On Mon, Apr 15, 2019 at 2:56 PM Murphy, Maite Law Clerk
(Chandler D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Sounds good. I will make sure this is notated on her schedule. If
anyone is willing to allow us to use their office’s conference call
number, it would be greatly appreciated. If not, I can just merge
the calls on my cellphone.
 
Best,
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Chandler
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 2:49 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: Mike Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside
the organization. Please exercise caution before clicking any
links or opening attachments. ***

Thank you Chandler, that is perfect.  There are likely two or three
other issues,  so please schedule that.  I’ll do my best to see if we
can’t reach some agreement on those in the meantime. 
 
- Dave Marvel 

On Apr 15, 2019, at 2:12 PM, Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler
D. Rowh) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Judge Murphy has indicated that we could hold the

conference call next Tuesday, April 23rd at 11 a.m.
Also, since my last email, I was able to review the
motion and noticed that a date certain trial was
being sought. If that is the sole purpose of the
conference call, I could help without the need for a
conference call, but if other issues needs to be
discussed, we can go forward with the conference
call next Tuesday at 11 a.m.
 
Chandler
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 12:33 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated
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from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening
attachments. ***

It appears that Mike and I are both open on Tuesday

the 23rd if that suits Judge Murphy.  Thank you !
 
Best regards,
 
David B. Marvel
Attorney at Law - Proctor in Admiralty
Certified Civil and Federal Court Mediator
 

<image001.png>

Marvel Et Al., LLC
P.O. Box 22734 Charleston, SC 29413

Ph. 843 853 4877 Fax 843 380 3025 Email
dave@marvel.lawyer

 

From: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 12:18 PM
To: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 
Good Afternoon,
 
Unfortunately, due to server issues, I am currently
unable to access the online public index to view the
motion for status conference. Regardless, Judge
Murphy’s schedule is relatively lax over the weeks

beginning on April 22nd and April 29th. If everyone is
agreeable, we could hold a conference call during a
mutually convenient time on one day during those
weeks. If those weeks are inconvenient, please let
me know, and I will provide more.
 
Best,
 
Chandler
 

From: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Walter
Hundley) 
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Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 12:06 PM
To: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Murphy,
Maite Law Clerk (Chandler D. Rowh)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 
Counsel:
 
Thank you for reaching out to me. Since it was been
assigned to Judge Murphy, I will defer to her law
clerk, Chandler Rowh, for setting up a status
conference. He should contact you soon regarding
this matter.
 
Thank you,
 
W. Richards Hundley
Law Clerk
Judge Diane S. Goodstein
DGoodsteinLC@sccourts.org
Post Office Box 234
St. George, S.C. 29477
(843) 832 - 0332
 
 

From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2019 11:54 AM
To: Goodstein, Diane S. Law Clerk (Walter Hundley)
<DGoodsteinLC@sccourts.org>
Cc: 'Mike Gruenloh' <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: IWM v. Crest et al. 2012CP1801227
 

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated
from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening
attachments. ***

Dear Mr. Hundley,  
 
I represent the Defendants in this matter, Mike
Gruenloh represents the Plaintiff.  The case has
recently been remitted from the Supreme Court and
 Plaintiff’s counsel requested a status conference,
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 both informally and by motion.    To my knowledge,
there has been no response from the clerk’ office. 
Prior to the appeal, the case had been designated
complex and assigned to Judge Murphy.  I agree that
the case is in need of a status conference, so I am
writing for some direction as to whether that request
is properly directed to Judge Goodstein as Chief
Administrative Judge or to Judge Murphy, assuming
the Court still considers her to be assigned to the
case.   Any assistance you could provide us would be
most helpful.  Thank you for your consideration of
this matter.
 
 
 
Best regards,
 
David B. Marvel
Attorney at Law - Proctor in Admiralty
Certified Civil and Federal Court Mediator
 

<image001.png>

Marvel Et Al., LLC
P.O. Box 22734 Charleston, SC 29413

Ph. 843 853 4877 Fax 843 380 3025 Email
dave@marvel.lawyer

 
~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is
intended only for the addressee and may contain
information that is confidential. If you are not the
intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or
disseminate this message or any attachment. If you
have received this message in error, please contact
the sender immediately and delete all copies of the
message and any attachments.
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From: David B. Marvel
To: Ryan Jones; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227
Date: Thursday, August 29, 2019 9:07:14 AM
Attachments: CRESTENERGY_US_2016_ArchiveTaxReturn.pdf

CRESTENERGY_US_2017_ArchiveTaxReturn.pdf
Executed Personal Financial Statements.pdf

Greetings all.  I have attached 2016 and 2017 tax returns for Crest Energy Partners, L.P., along
with a reviewed financial statement regarding Henry Wuertz, which also includes related Crest
financial information.    Stand by, more to come.  

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel
PO Box 22734 
Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Ph.  843.853.4877
Fax  843.380.3025 
Email:  dave@marvel.lawyer

From: David B. Marvel
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 11:00 AM
To: Ryan Jones; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Re: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227
 
Thomas / Mike, 
I was just speaking with Jake and, while we both have production for you today, it is unlikely to
be by noon as requested in your letter.  I expected to have this done last week but have been
tied up on another matter that has kept me out of the office for the bulk of the last week. 
Therefore, we respectfully request that you give us until the end of today prior to taking any
further action.  Thanks.   

Best regards, 

David B. Marvel
PO Box 22734 
Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Ph.  843.853.4877
Fax  843.380.3025 
Email:  dave@marvel.lawyer
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From: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2019 12:46 PM
To: David B. Marvel; Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com
Cc: Thomas Drazan; Wm. Michael Gruenloh; Fritz Jekel
Subject: Case No.: 2012-CP-18--1227
 
Dear Counsel: 

Please see the attached correspondence from Mr. Drazan.

Respectfully,

Ryan Jones
Paralegal
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E ryan@gruenlohlaw.com
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403
W www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or
otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message,
or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the
sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this
communication. Thank you for your cooperation.
IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.
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Attorney at Law • Proctor in Admiralty  

 Certified Civil and Federal Court Mediator 
Admitted to Practice in South Carolina and Georgia 

Marvel Et Al., LLC - P.O. Box 22734 - Charleston, South Carolina 29413 -843.853.4877 

 
August 30, 2019

Via Email and U.S. Mail
The Hon. Maite Murphy 
Dorchester County Courthouse
5200 E. Jim Bilton Blvd.
St. George, SC 29477

RE: Innovative Waste Management, Inc. v. Crest Energy Partners, et al.
Case No:  2012-CP-18-1227

Dear Judge Murphy,

I hope this letter finds you well and looking forward to the Labor Day weekend. As 
you will recall, your Order on my clients’ Motion to Alter or Amend was issued on August 
1, 2019.

Defendant Girardeau has provided Plaintiff ‘s counsel everything that appears to 
have been required by your prior Orders.  Jake Barker, reading in copy, is taking over Mr. 
Girardeau’s representation and we expect to submit a substitution of counsel soon.

Defendant Wuertz has provided Plaintiff’s counsel with a Reviewed Financial 
Statement which I understand to be a term of art under the Generally Accepted Accounting 
Principles of the United States. The Wuertz statement includes the certification that the Crest 
Entities are dormant (i.e. have no income) and have no assets, and I have attached a copy of 
a more detailed statement relating to the status of the entity defendants.  I have also produced
2016 and 2017 tax returns for the Crest entities, which should give the Plaintiff a complete 
copy of all Dunhill/Crest returns that have been filed from the time relevant to the claim to 
the present.

With all due respect to Your Honor’s ruling, my remaining clients will be serving
Notice of Appeal of your August 1, 2019 Order, inclusive of the Court’s Orders of June 18, 
2019 and April 6, 2015. I am writing to request that you issue an Order of Contempt to the 
extent you feel the production recited above violates your Order, in accordance with Davis
v. Parkview Apartments, 409 S.C. 266, 762 S.E.2d 535 (2014) and the precedent cited 
therein.
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Marvel Et Al., LLC - P.O. Box 22734 - Charleston, South Carolina 29413 -843.853.4877 

In my experience, and as noted in Metts v. Mims, 384 S.C. 491, 682 S.E.2d 813 
(2009), a party requesting a contempt order for purposes of appeal typically avoids sanctions 
under Rule 37, SCRCP, and I therefore respectfully request that the Court issue a Form 4 so 
stating.  If you would like for me to prepare a formal proposed order, I would be happy to 
do so.

I will be serving Notice of Appeal today.  Rule 203, SCACR, allows the Appellant 
ten days to file the Notice of Appeal, and I respectfully request that you issue an order 
consistent with this request within that ten-day period so that I may amend the Notice to 
include your contempt order and the parties can avoid issues relating to appellate 
jurisdiction, which appear to be debatable in this instance.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. If I can be of any further assistance, 
please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.  With best regards, I remain

Sincerely,

David B. Marvel
/DBM
cc (via email) : Wm. Michael Gruenloh 

Frederick Jekel
Jake S. Barker

  
 

D id B M l
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                  SEAN K BUTLER, CPA, LLC 
 

    11111 Katy Freeway                                                                                                                                                            Tel: (713) 973-5715 
    Suite 910                                                                                                                                                                               Fax: (713) 422-2495 
    Houston, TX 77079                                                                                                                                               www.houstontaxservice.net 
 

 
 

August 28, 2019  

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am a Certified Public Accountant licensed by the State of Texas.  In the usual course of business, 
I have prepared tax returns for Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and am therefore familiar with that entity’s 
corporate structure and financial condition.  At the request of attorney David B. Marvel, I offer the 
following, to the best of my current knowledge and based on information gathered and reported in 
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles.   

1. In August 2010 the entity previously referred to as “Dunhill Products, L.P.” formally changed its 
name to “Crest Energy Partners, L.P.”.   Crest Energy Partners, L.P. continued use of its FEIN 
113648675 and otherwise continued the same partnership identity.  Therefore, there is no existing 
separate company “Dunhill Products, L.P.”.  

2. In August 2010 the entity previously referred to as “Dunhill Products GP, LLC” formally changed 
its name to “Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC”.   Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC continued use of 
its FEIN 11-3648671 and otherwise continued the same entity status.  Therefore, there is no existing 
separate company “Dunhill Products GP, LLC”.  

3. In 2016, the charters of both Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC were 
cancelled by the State of Delaware and were placed in forfeiture by the Texas Secretary of State.  

4. Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and, by extension, Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC, have not conducted 
their usual income producing business since 2015, at the latest. Any income reflected on the Crest 
Energy Partners, L.P. tax returns for 2016 and 2017 is a result of accounting practices which, among 
other things, require a taxpayer to declare cancelled debt as income.  Crest Energy Partners, L.P. 
has not filed returns for 2018.   

5. Otherwise, Crest Energy Partners, L.P. and Crest Energy Partners GP, LLC have no income or 
assets and are not conducting any transactional business.  

___________________

Sean K Butler, CPA 

  
 

___________________

Sean K Butler, CPA
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From: David B. Marvel
To: Wm. Michael Gruenloh
Cc: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Pamela Larson); Ryan Jones; Jake Barker; Fritz Jekel; Thomas Drazan
Subject: Re: 12-1227 IWM v. Crest Energy Partners, et al.
Date: Friday, September 20, 2019 2:32:37 PM

Pam, thank you for this.  That works for me too.  We will see you at 9:30 Monday. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 20, 2019, at 2:17 PM, Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

Pam-

This works for us and we'll be present at 9:30. 

gruenlohlaw.com
Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.
Partner
T 843.577-0027
F 843.577.0721
E mike@gruenlohlaw.com
A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information that is confidential,
privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to
read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message
and any attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the
part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this
communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal
Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Fri, Sep 20, 2019 at 1:51 PM Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Pamela Larson)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

All,

Judge Murphy had a chance to review all the materials that have been submitted
regarding the request for an expedited hearing.  She said that if the parties would like
to put their arguments on the record regarding, we will be in a civil trial in Calhoun
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County on Monday and she would be willing to hear your arguments while the jury is
being sworn in on Monday morning.  She will be getting on the bench at 9:30 on
Monday morning.  Please let me know if this works for you.

Best,

Pam Larson

Law Clerk

The Honorable Maite Murphy

From: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Pamela Larson) 
Sent: Thursday, September 19, 2019 2:32 PM
To: 'David B. Marvel' <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Wm. Michael Gruenloh
<mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: Ryan Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>; Jake Barker <Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com>;
Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: RE: 12-1227 IWM v. Crest Energy Partners, et al.

All,

I have spoken with Judge Murphy regarding scheduling an expedited hearing. 
Unfortunately, she will not be back in Dorchester County for several weeks.  In an
effort to expedite the motion, she asks that the parties prepare briefs and submit
them within the next week.  She will rule based on the arguments presented in said
briefs.  If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Best,

Pam Larson

Law Clerk

The Honorable Maite Murphy
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From: David B. Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 1:23 PM
To: Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com>
Cc: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Pamela Larson) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org>; Ryan
Jones <ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>; Jake Barker <Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com>; Fritz Jekel
<fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Thomas Drazan <thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: 12-1227 IWM v. Crest Energy Partners, et al.

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the
organization. Please exercise caution before clicking any links or opening
attachments. ***

Pam, I concur with Mike’s comments below,  I elected not to file the Notice of
Appeal, although it was served, given that judge Murphy indicated she was
willing to rule on the issue once briefed.  It is my understanding that both
service and filing of the NOA are jurisdictional requirements, and therefore
there is no reason that the circuit court has been divested of jurisdiction to hear
the issue.  Thank you. 

On Sep 18, 2019, at 1:01 PM, Wm. Michael Gruenloh
<mike@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

Thank you Pam. Given that no appeal has been filed, we aren't
aware of any reason why Judge Murphy would not have
jurisdiction/authority to rule on this matter. If there is any other
issue that Judge Murphy would like us to brief please let us know.
Given that we are 60 days out for trial we'd like to have the matter
heard at the court's earliest convenience. 

Mike

<image003.jpg>

gruenlohlaw.com

Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.

Partner

T 843.577-0027

F 843.577.0721

E mike@gruenlohlaw.com
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A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain information
that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part of it, or any
attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your system without
reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the part of the sender to
waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S.
tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the
purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party
any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

On Wed, Sep 18, 2019 at 12:51 PM Murphy, Maite Law Clerk
(Pamela Larson) <mmurphylc@sccourts.org> wrote:

Mr. Gruenloh,

I apologize for the delay.  Judge Murphy is at the Judicial Conference
in Columbia at the moment, so I have not been able to confirm a date
for the hearing with her as of yet.  I did speak with her about the
motion, she has concerns about whether she is able to rule on the
matter.  I am currently researching the subject for her.  I will let you
know as soon as we can get it scheduled.

Best,

Pam Larson

Law Clerk

The Honorable Maite Murphy

From: Wm. Michael Gruenloh <mike@gruenlohlaw.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 12:47 PM
To: Murphy, Maite Law Clerk (Pamela Larson)
<mmurphylc@sccourts.org>
Cc: David Marvel <dave@marvel.lawyer>; Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com>; Jake Barker <Jbarker@glvlawfirm.com>;
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Fritz Jekel <fritz@j-dlaw.com>; Thomas Drazan
<thomas@gruenlohlaw.com>
Subject: Re: 12-1227 IWM v. Crest Energy Partners, et al.

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside
the organization. Please exercise caution before clicking any
links or opening attachments. ***

Hello Ms. Larson.

I wanted to check in with you to see about scheduling an
expedited hearing for this matter. 

Thank you. 

<image003.jpg>

gruenlohlaw.com

Wm. Michael Gruenloh, Esq.

Partner

T 843.577-0027

F 843.577.0721

E mike@gruenlohlaw.com

A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, 2ND FLOOR, CHARLESTON, SC 29403

**********************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain
information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this message, or any part
of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from your
system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission. There is no intent on the
part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. Thank
you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any
U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be
used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or recommending
to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.
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On Mon, Sep 16, 2019 at 2:05 PM Ryan Jones
<ryan@gruenlohlaw.com> wrote:

Dear Judge Murphy:

Please see the attached correspondence from Mr.
Gruenloh and a courtesy copy of Plaintiff's Motion for
Sanctions. If there is anything we can do to assist in the
scheduling of the hearing for this motion please let us
know.

Thank you. 

<image004.jpg>

Ryan Jones

Paralegal

T 843.577-0027

F 843.577.0721

E ryan@gruenlohlaw.com

A 67 MOULTRIE STREET, SECOND FLOOR CHARLESTON, SC 29403

W www.gruenlohlaw.com

************************************************************************************************

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail transmission has been sent by an attorney. It may contain
information that is confidential, privileged, proprietary or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy, or disseminate this
message, or any part of it, or any attachments. If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any
attachments from your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission.
There is no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to
this communication. Thank you for your cooperation.

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that
any U.S. tax advice contained in this communication (or in any attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and
cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting, marketing, or
recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this communication or attachment.

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is
intended only for the addressee and may contain information that
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is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read,
copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If
you have received this message in error, please contact the
sender immediately and delete all copies of the message and any
attachments.
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