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Southern Environmental Law Center 
Litigation Statement  

October 2019 

 
 
1. Lynne Vicary, et al. v. Town of Awendaw, et al. 

 
a. South Carolina Supreme Court 
b. To challenge illegal annexation of national forest land to secure connections to an 

in-holding of the Francis Marion National Forest. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

2. In the Matter  of: Santee-Cooper restoration of Santee River fish passages  
 
a. United States District Court; United States Court of Appeals 
b. Restore fish passage and water flows for the Santee River. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

3. Catawba Riverkeeper Foundation and Clean Air Carolina v. North Carolina Department 
of Transportation, Eugene Conti, Secretary, NCDOT, Federal Highway Administration, 
John F. Sullivan, III, Division Administrator, FHWA  
  
a. United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, Western 

Division. 
b. We are seeking to enforce the National Environmental Policy Act as to the 

proposed Garden Parkway to be built near Charlotte, North Carolina.  The case 
has been dismissed. 

c. We received $2,000 in attorneys’ fees from the Federal Highway Administration 
on February 7, 2018, and the case was dismissed and closed on or about April 30, 
2018 
 

4. State of North Carolina v. Duke Energy Progress 
 
a. North Carolina Superior Court for Wake County 
b. To intervene in a state-initiated Clean Water Act enforcement action to stop and 

clean up contamination from coal ash ponds. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019. 
 
5. R. Allen Kipp v. Jefferson County; United States v. Jefferson County 

 
a. United States District Court, Northern District of Alabama 
b. We represent intervenor Cahaba River Society to enforce the terms of a consent 

decree negotiated in 1996 regarding Jefferson County, Alabama’s repair and 
maintenance of its sewer system and sewage treatment plants.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 
2019. 
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6. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval and certification of the 
Surry-Skiffes Creek transmission line 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support plans to retire the coal-fired units at Yorktown Power Station and 

Chesapeake Energy Center.  
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
7. Sound Rivers, North Carolina Coastal Federation v. N.C. Department of Environmental 

Quality, Division of Water Resources and Martin Marietta Materials, Inc. 
 
a. N.C. Court of Appeals (appeal filed January, 2018) 
b. To represent organizations challenging NPDES permit issued by N.C. Division of 

Water Resources under the authority of the Clean Water Act authorizing Martin 
Marietta’s disposal of mine waste water into Blounts Creek. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
8. Global Enforcement – NC Coal Ash Sites 

 
a. NC Superior Courts 
b. To pursue clean-up of coal ash storage sites across North Carolina. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
9. Haw River Assembly v. North Carolina Mining and Energy Commission 

 
a. Wake County Superior Court 
b. We represent the Haw River Assembly in this challenge to the authority of the 

North Carolina Mining and Energy Commission to issue permits for hydraulic 
fracturing for natural gas production. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 
2019.   

 
10. Sierra Club v. Virginia Electric and Power Co., d/b/a Dominion Virginia Power 

 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. To pursue clean up and safe disposal of coal ash and Dominion’s Chesapeake, 

Virginia coal ash site.   
c. As a result, no attorneys’ fees were recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
11. In the Matter of: South Carolina Electric & Gas Company’s Annual Update on Demand 

Side Management Programs and Petition for an Update to Rate Rider 
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
b. To Review SCE&G’s implementation of energy efficiency programs and 

compensation mechanism. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019. 
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12. Virginia Uranium, Inc. et al v. The Commonwealth of Virginia, et al. 

 
a. Virginia Circuit Court of Wise County 
b. To defend Virginia’s moratorium on uranium mining against Plaintiffs’ 

arguments that the mining band is invalid under the Virginia Constitution 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019. 
 
13. Virginia Uranium, Inc. et al v. McAuliffe, et al 

 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit  
b. To defend the statewide moratorium on uranium mining against Plaintiffs’ 

arguments that the mining band is preempted by the federal Atomic Energy Act 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019. 
 

14. Virginia Uranium, Inc. et al v. McAuliffe, et al. 
 
a. U.S. Supreme Court 
b. To defend the statewide moratorium on uranium mining against Plaintiffs’ 

arguments that the mining band is preempted by the federal Atomic Energy Act 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019. 
 
15. Black Warrior Riverkeeper v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Black Creek Mine) 

  
a. Northern District of Alabama  
b. To challenge the Corps’ approval of a large coal mine in the Black Warrior River 

watershed without adequate analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act 
and without any consultation under the Endangered Species Act. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

16. Black Warrior Riverkeeper v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (BWM Mine #2) 
  
a. Northern District of Alabama  
b. To challenge the Corps’ approval of a large coal mine in the Black Warrior River 

watershed without adequate analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act 
and without any consultation under the Endangered Species Act. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
17. Congaree Riverkeeperer v. Carolina Water Service 

 
a. District of South Carolina 
b. To require Carolina Water Service to comply with the terms of its National Pollution 

Discharge Elimination System Permit and connect to a regional wastewater facility 
and eliminate its discharge into the Saluda River. 

c. We filed a petition for approximately $450,000 in attorneys’ fees on April 13, 2017. 
We have subsequently closed this matter with Carolina Water Service and received 
$385,000 in attorneys’ fees in March of 2019.  

 



 4 

18. NWF et al v. Corps of Engineers  
  
a. 6th Circuit Court of Appeals and U.S. Supreme Court 
b. To defend the administration’s “Waters of the United States Rule” from challenges 

brought by industry and states, and to raise discrete affirmative challenges to the 
rule. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  

 
19. SCE&G Solar Valuation Proceeding 
 

a. South Carolina Supreme Court  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that SCE&G is fairly calculating the 

value of solar in its annual update, consistent with methodology agreed to as part of 
a settlement with utilities in South Carolina on net metering. Our advocacy in this 
docket also aims to ensure that SCE&G is fairly and accurately calculating avoided 
cost rates under federal and state law. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

20. SCE&G Solar Valuation Proceeding – 2019 
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. To ensure that SCE&G is fairly calculating the value of solar in its annual update, 

consistent with methodology agreed to as part of a settlement with utilities in South 
Carolina on net metering, and to ensure that SCE&G is fairly and accurately 
calculating avoided cost rates under federal and state law. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
21. Georgia Power 2016 IRP  
 

a. Georgia Public Service Commission  
b. To participate in the review of Georgia Power’s proposed Integrated Resource 

Plan and demand side management programs and advocate for increased 
investments in cost effective solar power and energy efficiency, and ensure that 
the utility is fairly valuing solar generation 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
22. Alabama Power Renewable Power Proceeding  

 
a. Alabama Public Service Commission  
b. To advocate in support of renewable energy in connection with Alabama Power’s 

request for authorization to secure up to 500 MW of renewable energy over the 
next few years.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
23. DEP Solar Valuation Proceeding – 2018   
 

a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
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b. To ensure that DEP is fairly calculating the value of solar in its annual update, 
consistent with methodology agreed to as part of a settlement with utilities in 
South Carolina on net metering.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
24. DEP Solar Valuation Proceeding – 2019 
 

a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. To ensure that DEP is fairly calculating the value of solar in its annual update, 

consistent with methodology agreed to as part of a settlement with utilities in 
South Carolina on net metering.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

25. Red Wolf Coalition et al. v. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
 
a. Eastern District, North Carolina 
b. Clients Red Wolf Coalition, Defenders of Wildlife, and Animal Welfare Institute 

are seeking to stop actions of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service that are 
jeopardizing the continued existence of the highly endangered red wolf, the only 
wild population of which lives in eastern North Carolina. 

c. $620,000 in attorneys’ fees were recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
26. Sierra Club v. North Carolina Department of Transportation; James H. Trogdon III, 

Secretary, NCDOT; Federal Highway Administration; John F. Sullivan, Division 
Administrator, FHWA; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; and Pete Benjamin, Field 
Supervisor, USFWS  

 
a. United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, Eastern 

Division. 
b. We are seeking to enforce the National Environmental Policy Act, Section 4(f) of 

the Department of Transportation Act, and the Endangered Species Act in regard 
to the proposed Havelock Bypass to be built in Craven County, North Carolina.  
The case has subsequently been dismissed. (5/25/2018)  

c. Plaintiffs were awarded $26,619 in attorneys’ fees from federal defendants on 
January 25, 2019. Previous award of $106,476 to Plaintiffs from state defendants 
was vacated by the same order. 

 
27. Save Our Sound OBX, Inc., Thomas Aschmoneit, Richard Ayella, David Hadley, Mark 

Haines, Jer Mehta, and Glenn Stevens v. North Carolina Department of Transportation; 
James Trogdon, Secretary, NCDOT; Federal Highway Administration; and John F. 
Sullivan, Division Administration, FHWA; and Southern Environmental Law Center. 
 
a. United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, Northern 

Division, 4th Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. We intervened in this case as defendant-intervenors in order to defend the 

settlement agreement reached in a previous iteration of this case (2:11-cv-00035-
FL, “Bonner Bridge”). 

c. Opinion issued by the 4thCircuit Court of Appeals on January 23, 2019 affirming 
the District Court’s decision 

d. No appeal was taken by the Defendants and the case has now ended (1/23/2019).  
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e. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019 

 
28. SCE&G Company Nuclear Cost Increase   

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Intervention in the South Carolina PSC on behalf of Coastal Conservation League 

contending that approval of construction cost increases for under construction 
nuclear units should be conditioned on new energy efficiency programs to lower 
customers’ bills. The Public Service Commission denied our request and we did 
not appeal. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
29. Sunset Beach Taxpayers Association, N.C. Coastal Federation v. N.C. Department of 

Environmental Quality, Division of Coastal Management; Sunset Beach West, LLC 
 
a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. To represent local organizations challenging permit authorizing development on 

part of an undisturbed barrier island that is adjacent to a state nature preserve. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

30. Catawba Riverkeeper Foundation, Inc., Waterkeeper Alliance and Sierra Club v. N.C. 
Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Water Resources and Duke Energy 
Carolinas, LLC  
 
a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. This is a challenge to a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit issued 

under the Clean Water Act for the Marshall Steam Station because of unlawful 
designation of streams as effluent channels and illegal permit terms.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

31. Altamaha Riverkeeper, Inc. v. Richard Dunn, Director, Environmental Protection 
Division, Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Georgia Court of Appeals 
 
a. Georgia Office of State Administrative Hearings, Georgia Court of Appeals 
b. To challenge a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit issued under the 

Clean Water Act by Georgia Department of Natural Resources’ Environmental 
Protection Division to Rayonier Performance Fibers, LLC for discharges into 
Altamaha River. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
32. NCUC Biennial Avoided Cost Proceeding 

 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission  
b. To ensure that North Carolina electric utilities, including Duke Energy and 

Dominion North Carolina Power, are fairly and accurately calculating avoided 
cost rates and providing nondiscriminatory terms and conditions under federal and 
state law. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
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33. NCUC Biennial Avoided Cost Proceeding 
 

a. North Carolina Utilities Commission  
b. To ensure that North Carolina electric utilities, including Duke Energy and 

Dominion North Carolina Power, are fairly and accurately calculating avoided 
cost rates and providing nondiscriminatory terms and conditions under federal and 
state law. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
34. Coosa Riverkeeper, Inc. v. Oxford Water Works and Sewer Board 
 

a. United States Northern District of Alabama, Southern Division 
b. To bring the wastewater treatment plant back into compliance with its Clean Water 

Act permit 
c. Plaintiffs received $50,000 in attorneys’ fees in February 2019.  SELC’s share of the 

fee recovery was $25,000; the remaining $25,000 was remitted to Coosa Riverkeeper. 
 
 
35. State of Alabama v. Oxford Waterworks and Sewer Board 
   

a. Circuit Court of Talladega County, Alabama 
b. We intervened in this case (as a plaintiff) filed by state regulators to ensure that 

all permit violations sued upon are properly enforced. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 2019.  

 
36. Maxine Mine – Black Warrior Riverkeeper v. Drummond Company 

 
a. Northern District of Alabama, Southern District 
b. We filed this citizen’s suit under the Clean Water Act to stop illegal discharges of acid 

mine drainage and compel remediation of an abandoned mine site. In May 2019 the 
court granted summary judgment in favor or our client, Black Warrior Riverkeeper, on 
some of the claims asserted, and left other claims for resolution at trial.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  

 
 

37. Alabama Rivers Alliance and American Rivers v. FERC and U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 
 

a. United States Court of Appeals for the District of D.C. 
b. To challenge a FERC license for 7 dams on the Coosa River that was approved 

without adequate environmental review, mitigation, or consultation on 
endangered species’ impacts 

c. On February 28, 2019, the federal defendants agreed to pay $90,000 in attorneys’ 
fees. Of this sum, FERC paid $54,000 in late February On April 30, 2019, the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife paid the remaining balance of $36,000.  

 
38. National Park Conservation Association and the St. Marys Riverkeeper v. Camden 

County 
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a. Camden County Board of Commissioners 
b. To challenge a variance that the Camden County Planning Commission had 

issued to a partnership that was proposing to build 10 houses on the Cumberland 
Island National Seashore.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
39. Plantation Pipeline Spill (Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, LP) 
 

a. US Court of Appeals for the 4th Circuit 
b. To challenge the ongoing, unlawful discharges of gasoline and petroleum 

contaminants into the Savannah River watershed. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

40. Flint Riverkeeper et al. v. TenCate  
 
a. Middle District of Georgia 
b. This is a citizen suit to enforce Clean Water Act violations. 
c. We settled for $405k roughly split equally between fees and expenses. 

 
41. National Audubon Society v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and Town of Ocean Isle 

Beach (1400) 
 

a. United States District Court for the Easter District of North Carolina  
b. To represent Audubon in challenging permit authorizing construction of a 

terminal groin on the east end of Ocean Isle Beach 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019 
 
42. Clean Air Carolina, Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., and U.S. Public Interest 

Research Group, Inc. v. U.S. Department of Transportation, Elaine L. Chao, Federal 
Highway Administration, and Brandye Hendrickson  

  
a. United States District Court for the Southern District of New York. 
b. To hold unlawful and set aside the Federal Highway Administration’s suspension 

of a final greenhouse gas regulation under the Administrative Procedure Act. 
c. Voluntary dismissal with prejudice filed June 13, 2018 
d. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
43. SELC v. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (3:17-cv-00061) and SELC and 

Environmental Defense Fund v. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
  

a. United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia, Charlottesville 
Division. 

b. To enforce the Freedom of Information Act against the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency. 
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c. Both cases have been settled and dismissed (3:17-cv-00061) Case ended 
10/31/2018; (3:18-cv-00018) Case ended 8/10/2018.  

d. In 3:17-cv-61, SELC received $10,000 in attorneys’ fees. In 3:18-cv-18 SELC 
received $2,692.01 in attorneys’ fees. 
 

44. State of North Carolina v. Duke Energy Progress  
 

a. North Carolina Court of Appeals 
b. To intervene in a state-initiated Clean Water Act enforcement action to stop and 

clean up contamination from coal ash ponds a.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
45. Sierra Club and the Virginia Wilderness Committee v. US Department of the Interior, 

National Park Service, Ryan Zinke, Michael T. Reynolds and Stan Austin in their official 
capacities and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC   

 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 18-1082 
b. To challenge the National Park Service’s Right of Way Permit No. 5-140-1945 to 

cross the Blue Ridge Parkway and the Appalachian National Scenic Trail with the 
Atlantic Coast Pipeline. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
46. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and the Virginia Wilderness Committee, v. U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service, Ryan Zinke, Greg Sheehan and Cindy Schulz in their official 
capacities and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC   
 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 18-1083- this case was 

consolidated with the previous case (18-1082) on 3/13/2018 
b. To challenge the Fish and Wildlife Service’s Biological Opinion and Incidental 

Take Statement dated October 16, 2017 for the Atlantic Coast Pipeline.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
47. Cowpasture River Preservation Association, Highlanders for Responsible Development, 

Shenandoah Velley Battlefields Foundation, Shenandoah Valley Network, Sierra Club, 
Virginia Wilderness Committee and Wild Virginia v. U.S. Forest Service, Kathleen 
Atkinson and Ken Arney in their official capacities and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC 
 

 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 18-1144 
b. To challenge the U.S. Forest Service’s Atlantic Coast Pipeline Project Special 

Use Permits, Land and Resource Management Plan Amendments Record of 
Decision and Special Use Permits. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019, but court awarded costs including printing costs.  

 
48. Sierra Club through its Tennessee Chapter, Tennessee Hartwood and Heartwood  
 

a. United States District Court Eastern District of Tennessee at Chattanooga 



 10 

b. To administratively object to the Cherokee National Forest Service’s decision 
approving the “Dinkey Project” which authorizes high-impact commercial 
logging on steep slopes adjacent to a pristine trout stream 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
49. Georgia Power Company’s Seventeenth Semi-Annual Construction Monitoring Report, 

Request for Approval of the Expenditures Made Between January 1, 2017 and June 30, 
2017, and Request for Approval of the Revised Project Cost Estimates and Construction 
Schedule Pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 46-3A-7(b)  

 
a. Georgia Public Service Commission 
b. To prevent construction of Plant Vogtle Nuclear Units 3 and 4 by opposing 

Georgia Power’s requested construction cost increase and extended schedule, and 
to promote solar energy and energy efficiency resources as less costly, reliable 
alternatives to meet electricity needs.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  

 
50. Georgia Power Company’s Eighteenth Semi-Annual Construction Monitoring Report for 

Plant Vogtle Units 3 and 4  
 

a. Georgia Public Service Commission 
b. To prevent construction of Plant Vogtle Nuclear Units 3 and 4 by opposing 

Georgia Power’s requested construction cost increase and extended schedule, and 
to promote solar energy and energy efficiency resources as less costly, reliable 
alternatives to meet electricity needs.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  
 

51. Georgia Interfaith Power & Light, et al. v. Georgia Public Service Commission, et al. 
 

a. Fulton County Superior Court 
b. This is an appeal of the final decision in Public Service Commission Docket No. 

29849 to approve Georgia Power’s requested construction cost increase and 
extended schedule for Plant Vogtle Nuclear Units 3 and 4  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  

 
52. Roanoke River Basin Association v. Duke Energy Progress LLC (Mayo Plant) 

 
a. U.S. District Court for the Middle District of North Carolina 
b. To enforce the Clean Water Act and a Clean Water Act permit for water pollution at 

Duke Energy’s Mayo coal ash site. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

53. Roanoke River Basin Association v. Duke Energy Progress LLC (Roxboro Plant) 
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a. U.S. District Court for the Middle District of NC 
b. To enforce the Clean Water Act and a Clean Water Act permit for water pollution at 

Duke Energy’s Roxboro coal ash site. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
54. Alabama Power Solar Surcharge 

 
a. Alabama Public Service Commission  
b. To challenge Alabama Power’s standby charge on solar-generating customers.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
55. Alabama Electric Vehicle Docket 

 
a. Alabama Public Service Commission  
b. To submit comments concerning the Alabama Commission’s jurisdiction over 

electric vehicle charging stations.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
56. Union County Interbasin Transfer  
 

a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. To implement water quality protections and to promote sustainable land use 

practices. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
57. Frank X DeLuca & New Hanover County Board of Education v. Stein (Attorney General 

of NC)  
 
a. North Carolina Supreme Court 
b. SELC represents Intervenor-Defendants North Carolina Coastal Federation and 

Sound Rivers to defend a 2000 agreement between Smithfield and the North 
Carolina Attorney General and grants paid pursuant to the Environmental 
Enhancement Grant section of that agreement  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
 
58. South Carolina Coastal Conservation League v. Army Corps 

 
a. United States District Court for the District of S.C. 
b. To challenge the approval of a new $2 billion interstate to Myrtle Beach, SC that 

would destroy hundreds of acres of wetlands when a viable alternative exists but 
wasn’t considered. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
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59. Virginia Electric and Power Company - Petition for approval to extend an existing 
demand-side management program and for approval of two updated rate adjustment 
clauses pursuant to § 56-585.1 A 5 of the Code of Virginia 

 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support the Company’s application for demand-side management programs 

and to advocate for greater investments in such programs in order to achieve 
Virginia’s 10% energy savings goal. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 
31, 2019. 

 
60. Appalachian Power Company - Application for approval of an 100% renewable energy 

rider pursuant to Sec. 56-577.A.5 of the Code of Virginia 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose Appalachian Power Company’s attempts to block customer access to 

third-party renewable energy offerings.  
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019.  
 

61. Virginia Electric and Power Company - For approval of 100 percent renewable energy 
tariffs pursuant to VA Code section 56-577 A 5 and 56-234 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose Dominion’s attempts to block customer access to third-party renewable 

energy offerings.  
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019.  
 

62. Virginia Electric and Power Company - Application for approval of 100 percent 
renewable energy tariffs for residential and non-residential customers pursuant to VA 
Code sections 56-577 A 5 and 56-234 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose Dominion’s attempts to block customer access to third-party renewable 

energy offerings.  
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019.  
 
63. Virginia Electric and Power Company - Application for approval to establish a Virginia 

community solar pilot program, pursuant to VA Code section 56-585.1:3 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To implement community solar legislation that will provide customer access to solar 

energy located offsite. 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019 
 
64. Friends of the Earth and Sierra Club v. SCE&G 

 
a. Public Service Commission of South Carolina 
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b. To protect customers from unnecessary costs related to SCE&G’s decisions to 
abandon its under-construction nuclear facilities and to shape the energy future of 
South Carolina to focus first on renewable energy and energy efficiency. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 
31, 2019. 

 
65. ORS Request for Rate Relief from SCE&G’s Rates Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann.§ 58-27-

920 
 
a. Public Service Commission of South Carolina 
b. To protect customers from unnecessary costs related to SCE&G’s decisions to 

abandon its under-construction nuclear facilities and to shape the energy future of 
South Carolina to focus first on renewable energy and energy efficiency. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 
31, 2019. 
 

66. Joint Application and Petition of SCE&G and Dominion Energy for Review and 
Approval of a Proposed Business Combination Between SCANA Corporation and 
Dominion Energy, Inc. (“Dominion Energy”) 
 
a. Public Service Commission of South Carolina 
b. To protect customers from unnecessary costs related to SCE&G’s decisions to 

abandon its under-construction nuclear facilities and to shape the energy future of 
South Carolina to focus first on renewable energy and energy efficiency. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 
31, 2019. 

 
 
67. Proceedings to Implement NC Renewable Energy Legislation  
 

a. North Carolina Utilities Commission  
b. To ensure that implementation of North Carolina renewable energy legislation 

passed in 2017 will promote new investments in large-scale and rooftop solar.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
68. North Carolina Solar Interconnection Standards  

 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission  
b. To ensure that updates to North Carolina’s interconnection standards will 

encourage rather than impede North Carolina customers and solar businesses 
trying to install and connect solar systems to the electricity grid.        

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
69. American Rivers et al. v. Pruitt et al. 

 
a. U.S. District of South Carolina 
b. To advocate for clear protections of at risk water resources. 
c. In June, 2019, we filed a consent motion for $105,000 in attorneys’ fees. No 

attorneys’ fees have been paid as of 10/10/2019.  
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70. In the Matter of: Application of Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, for Adjustment of Rates 
and Charges Applicable to Electric Service in North Carolina 

 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To advocate for rates and fees that encourage clean energy and protect ratepayers.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
71. In the Matter of: Application of Duke Energy Progress, LLC, for Adjustment of Rates 

and Charges Applicable to Electric Service in North Carolina 
 
a. North Carolina Supreme Court 
b. To advocate for rates and fees that encourage clean energy and protect ratepayers.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
72. In the Matter of: Appalachian Voices et al. v. State Water Control Board et al. 
  

a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. To oppose construction of new interstate natural gas pipeline  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018, and March 

31, 2019. 
 

73. Sierra Club and the Virginia Wilderness Committee v. United States National Park 
Service, Dan Smith, and Bob Vogel in their official capacities and Atlantic Coast 
Pipeline, LLC, intervenor    

 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 18-2095 
b. To challenge the National Park Service’s Right of Way Permit 5-140-1945R to 

cross the Blue Ridge Parkway and the Appalachian National Scenic Trail with the 
Atlantic Coast Pipeline. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019, but court awarded costs including printing costs. 
 

74. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and the Virginia Wilderness Committee, v. U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and Jim Kurth and Paul Phifer in their official capacities and 
Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC, intervenor  

 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 18-2090 
b. To challenge the Fish and Wildlife Service’s Biological Opinion and Incidental 

Take Statement dated October 16, 2017 for the Atlantic Coast Pipeline.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

75. One Hundred Miles v. Camden County, Georgia, NelsonCFO, Inc. d/b/a/ Nelson 
Aerospace Consulting Associates, and The Aerospace Corporation 

 
a. Superior Court of Camden County, State of Georgia  
b. This is an action under the Georgia Open Records Act to require Camden County 

and its consultants NelsonCFO and The Aerospace Corporation to release public 
records they are withholding relating to public safety and environmental hazards of a 
proposed spaceport on the Georgia coast.  
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c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

76. Southern Environmental Law Center vs. Federal Aviation Administration 
 
a. U.S. District Court for the northern District of Georgia  
b. To force the Federal Aviation Administration to produce documents under the 

Freedom of Information Act. 
c. No attorneys’ fees have been recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 2019.  

 
77. Cape Fear River Watch v. Chemours Company, LLC 
 

a. United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina 
b. To represent Cape Fear River Watch in challenges to air and water pollution from 

Chemours’s Fayetteville Works facility. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

78. Cape Fear River Watch v. N.C. Department of Environmental Quality   
 

a. New Hanover County Superior Court 
b. To represent Cape Fear River Watch in challenge to denial of declaratory ruling 

request seeking to control air and water pollution from Chemours’s Fayetteville 
Works facility. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

79.  Energy v. EPA,  
 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
b. We are representing the American Lung Association, American Academy of 

Pediatrics, and Physicians for Social Responsibility to defend the Environmental 
Protection Agency’s (EPA) 2016 supplemental finding that it is “appropriate and 
necessary” to regulate mercury and other hazardous air pollutants from coal- and 
oil-fired power plants.   

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 
 

80. Chatham Park Investors, LLC and Town of Pittsboro v. Department of Environmental 
Quality, Division of Water Resources 
   
a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings  
b. To enforce legally required mitigation measures to protect Jordan Lake, its 

tributaries, nearby wetlands, and other natural resources in and near the Chatham 
Park project, a massive proposed development in Chatham County, North Carolina.  

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
81. Black Creek Mine v. U.S. Corps of Engineers and U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
 

a. United States Northern District of Alabama 
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b. To challenge a Corps of Engineers permit that did not provide for adequate 
protections for endangered species. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  

 
82. In the Matter of: Atlantic Coast Pipeline et al. v. Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

et al. 
  
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit 
b. To challenge a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission certifications of public 

convenience and necessity for construction of new interstate natural gas pipeline. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

83. In the Matter of: Friends of Buckingham et al. v. State Air Pollution Control Board et al. 
 
a.    U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. To challenge a Clean Air Act permit for a compressor station associated with a 

new interstate natural gas pipeline 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

84. SELC v. Council on Environmental Quality  
  

a. United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia, Charlottesville 
Division. 

b. To  enforce the Freedom of Information Act with regard to the Council on 
Environmental Quality’s lack of response to our public records requests.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 
2019. 
 

85. SELC v. Leopoldo Miranda, in his official capacity as Director of Region Four of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, James Kurth, in his official capacity as Deputy 
Director Exercising the Authority of the Director of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Daniel Jorjani, in his official capacity as Principal Deputy Solicitor Exercising 
the Authority of Solicitor, the head of the Office of the Solicitor, an agency within the 
Department of the Interior, and David Bernhardt, in his official capacity as Acting 
Secretary of the Department of the Interior  

  
a. United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia, Charlottesville 

Division. 
b. To enforce the Freedom of Information Act with regard to the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service’s lack of response to our public records requests.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 

2019. 
 
86. SELC v. David Bernhardt, in his official capacity as Acting Secretary of the Department 

of the Interior, Daniel Smith, in his official capacity as Deputy Director Exercising the 
Authority of Director for the National Park Service, an agency within the Department of 
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the Interior, and Daniel Jorjani, in his official capacity as Principal Deputy Solicitor, the 
head of the Office of the Solicitor, and agency within the Department of the Interior  

  
a. United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia, Charlottesville 

Division. 
b. To enforce the Freedom of Information Act with regard to the National Park 

Service’s lack of response to our public records requests.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 

2019. 
 
87. SELC v. United States Department of Agriculture, United States Forest Service, and 

Office of General Counsel of the United States Department of Agriculture 
  

a. United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia, Charlottesville 
Division. 

b. To enforce the Freedom of Information Act with regard to the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture’s lack of response to our public records requests.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 
2019. 
 

88. SELC v. Mick Mulvaney, in his official capacity as Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget 

  
a. United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia, Charlottesville 

Division. 
b. To enforce the Freedom of Information Act with regard to the Office of 

Management and Budget’s lack of response to our public records requests.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 

2019. 
 
89. North Carolina State Conference of the National Association for the Advancement of 

Colored People v. Tim Moore, in his official capacity, and Philip Berger, in his official 
capacity 

  
a. North Carolina Court of Appeals  
b. We are seeking to prevent an unconstitutionally elected legislature from amending 

the North Carolina state constitution.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 

2019. 
 

90. North Carolina Wildlife Federation and No Mid-Currituck Bridge-Concerned Citizens 
and Visitors Opposed to the Mid-Currituck Bridge v. North Carolina Department of 
Transportation; James H. Trogdon III, in his official capacity as Secretary, North 
Carolina Department of Transportation; Federal Highway Administration; and Edward 
Parker, in his official capacity as Assistant Division Administrator, Federal Highway 
Administration 

  
a. U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina 
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b. To enforce the National Environmental Policy Act’s requirements for 
environmental review regarding the proposed Mid-Currituck Bridge in North 
Carolina.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 
2019. 

 
91. Sound Rivers, Inc., Center for Biological Diversity, and Clean Air Carolina v. U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service and Greg Sheehan, in his official capacity as Acting Director, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service; North Carolina Department of Transportation and James H. 
Trogdon, III, in his official capacity as Secretary, North Carolina Department of 
Transportation; Federal Highway Administration and Edward T. Parker, in his official 
capacity as Assistant Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, North 
Carolina Division; National Marine Fisheries Service and Christopher J. Oliver, in his 
official capacity as Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

  
a. U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina 
b. To enforce the Endangered Species Act as it relates to the proposed extension to 

the 540 Toll Highway.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 

2019. 
 
92. Sound Rivers, Inc., Center for Biological Diversity, and Clean Air Carolina v. North 

Carolina Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Water Resources; North 
Carolina Department of Transportation  
 
a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. To enforce Clean Water Act 401 Water Quality Certification requirements that 

apply to the North Carolina Department of Transportation’s proposed extension to 
the 540 Toll Highway.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 
2019. 
 

93. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and Virginia Wilderness Committee v. USDOI, 
National Park Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, et al., and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC  
 
a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to National Park Service Right of Way permit for the Atlantic Coast 

Pipeline to cross the Blue Ridge Parkway (18-1082), and to Fish and Wildlife Service 
Biological Opinion (“BO”) and Incidental Take Statement (“ITS”) for the Atlantic 
Coast Pipeline (18-1083). 

c. Bill of costs granted for $2,270.80 on 8/20/2019.  Fee recovery not sought.  
 

94. Cowpasture River Preservation Association, Highlanders for Responsible Development, 
Shenandoah Valley Battlefields Foundation, Shenandoah Valley Network, Sierra Club, 
Wild Virginia, Inc., and the Virginia Wilderness Committee v. US Forest Service, et al., 
and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC 
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a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to U.S. Forest Service’s Project Special User Permit/Land and Resource 

Management Plan Amendments Record of Decision executed November 17, 2017 and 
Special Use Permit executed January 23, 2018 for the Atlantic Coast Pipeline. 

c. Bill of costs granted for $3,175.20 on 3/5/2019.  Fee recovery not sought.  
 

95. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and Virginia Wilderness Committee v. USDOI, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, et al., and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC 

 
a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to Fish and Wildlife Service re-issued Biological Opinion and Incidental 

Take Statement  for the Atlantic Coast Pipeline, dated September 11, 2018. 
c. No attorneys’ fees have been sought or recovered between from April 1, 2018 to 

March 31, 2019. 
 
96. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and Virginia Wilderness Committee v. USDOI, 

National Park Service, et al., and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC 
 

a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to National Park Service reauthorized Right of Way permit, executed on 

September 14, 2018. 
c. Bill of Costs granted for $500. Fee recovery not sought.  

 
97. Sierra Club, Appalachian Voices and Wild Virginia, Inc. v. US Forest Service, USDA 

and Mountain Valley Pipeline, LLC   
 
a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Filed amicus briefs on behalf of Cherokee Forest Voices, The Clinch Coalition, 

Georgia ForestWatch and MountainTrue in challenges to the Mountain Valley 
Pipeline, a proposed interstate natural gas pipeline.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  

 
98. In the Matter of: Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC’s Integrated Resource Plan (IRP)  

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
b. To advocate for greater reliance by utility on energy efficiency and renewable 

energy. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between  April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019. 
 

99. In the Matter of: Duke Energy Progress, LLC’s Integrated Resource Plan (IRP)  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
b. To advocate for greater reliance by utility on energy efficiency and renewable 

energy.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 

31, 2019.  
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100. In the Matter of: Application of Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC for Approval of Demand-
Side Management and Energy Efficiency Cost Recovery Rider Pursuant to G.S. 133.9 
and Commission Rule R8-69  
 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission. 
b. To review Duke Energy’s implementation of energy efficiency programs and 

compensation mechanism. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
101. In the Matter of: Application of Progress Energy Carolinas, LLC. for Approval of DSM 

and Energy Efficiency Cost Recovery Rider Pursuant to G.S. 133.9 and Commission 
Rule R8-69  
 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To review Progress Energy Carolinas’ implementation of energy efficiency 

programs and compensation mechanism.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 

102. In the Matter of: Application of Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC for Approval of Rider 6  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
b. To review Duke Energy Carolinas’ implementation of energy efficiency programs 

and compensation mechanism. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2017 and March 31, 

2018 
 
103. South Carolina Coastal Conservation League, et al. v. Charleston County, et al. 

 
a. Richland County Court of Common Pleas 
b. To challenge illegal use of sale tax proceeds to fund the extension of the Mark Clark 

Expressway 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
 
104. Coosa River Basin Initiative and Sierra Club v. Richard Dunn, Dir., Environmental 

Protection Division, Georgia Dept. of Natural Resources Dkt Nos. 1825406-BNR-WW-
57-Howells, 1825461-BNR-WW-57-Howells, Georgia Office of State Administrative 
Hearings 

 
a. Office of State Administrative Hearings, State of Georgia 
b. To challenge a Clean Water Act Permit to reduce adverse impacts to the Coosa River 

caused by Georgia Power’s Plant Hammond and its outdated cooling water intake 
structure and once-through cooling system, which released water to the River at 
inordinately high temperatures.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019.  
 

105. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and Virginia Wilderness Committee v. USDOI, 
National Park Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, et al., and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC  
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a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to National Park Service Right of Way permit for the Atlantic Coast 

Pipeline to cross the Blue Ridge Parkway (18-1082), and to Fish and Wildlife 
Service Biological Opinion and Incidental Take Statement for the Atlantic Coast 
Pipeline (18-1083). 

c. Bill of costs granted for $2,270.80 on 8/20/2019.  Fee recovery not sought.  
 

106. Cowpasture River Preservation Association, Highlanders for Responsible Development, 
Shenandoah Valley Battlefields Foundation, Shenandoah Valley Network, Sierra Club, 
Wild Virginia, Inc., and the Virginia Wilderness Committee v. US Forest Service, et al., 
and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC  
 
a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to U.S. Forest Service’s Project Special User Permit/Land and Resource 

Management Plan Amendments Record of Decision executed November 17, 2017 
and Special Use Permit executed January 23, 2018 for the Atlantic Coast Pipeline. 

c. Bill of costs granted for $3,175.20 on 3/5/2019.  Fee recovery not sought. Case is 
still pending.  
 

107. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and Virginia Wilderness Committee v. USDOI, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, et al., and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC  

 
a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to Fish and Wildlife Service re-issued Biological Opinion and Incidental 

Take Statement  for the Atlantic Coast Pipeline, dated September 11, 2018. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 2019.   

 
108. Defenders of Wildlife, Sierra Club and Virginia Wilderness Committee v. USDOI, 

National Park Service, et al., and Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC 
 
a. U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. Challenge to National Park Service reauthorized Right of Way permit for the 

Atlantic Coast Pipeline, executed on September 14, 2018. 
c. Bill of Costs granted for $500. Fee recovery not sought.  

 
109. NHPA et al v. Corps of Engineers 
 

a. D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals  
b. To ensure that environmental laws were followed in siting of an electric transmission 

line 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2018 to March 31, 2019. 

 
110. South Carolina Coastal Conservation League et al. v. Ross 

  
a. United States District Court for the District of S.C. 
b. To challenge the issuance of five incidental harassment authorizations allowing 

seismic surveying off of the Atlantic Coast as a precursor to oil drilling 
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c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 
2019. 

 
111. Virginia Electric and Power Company - To revise its fuel factor pursuant to VA Code § 

56-249.6 
  
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To develop evidence and a record that Dominion does not need the additional 

pipeline capacity for which it has contracted on the Atlantic Coast Pipeline 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 
112. Virginia Electric and Power Company - Integrated Resource Plan filing for 2018 pursuant 

to Va. Code § 56-597, et seq.  
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To review and critique Dominion’s modeling methods for developing long-term 

supply-side resource plans 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 
113. Virginia Electric & Power Company - For approval & certification of proposed US-3 

Solar Projects pursuant to VA Code sections 56-580 D et al. and for approval of a rate 
adjustment clause, designated Rider US-3, under VA Code section 56-585.1 A 6 

 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support Dominion’s application to build new utility-scale solar facilities 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 
114. Virginia Electric and Power Company - For approval of a plan for electric distribution 

grid transformation projects pursuant to § 56-585.1 A 6 of the Code of Virginia 
  

a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose Dominion’s multi-billion dollar grid modification plan as not cost-

effective 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 
115. Appalachian Power Company - Petition for approval of a plan for electric distribution 

grid transformation projects pursuant to section 56-584.1 A 6 of the Code of Virginia,  
  
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose Appalachian Power Company’s multi-billion dollar grid modification 

plan as not cost-effective 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 
116. Appalachian Power Company - for approval of Rate Adjustment Clause pursuant to 56-

585.1 A 5c 
 

a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
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b. To support Appalachian Power Company’s application for demand-side 
management programs and to advocate for greater investments in such programs in 
order to achieve Virginia’s 10% energy savings goal. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 
2019. 
 

117. Virginia Electric and Power Company - Petition for a prudency determination with 
respect to the to the Coastal Virginia Offshore Wind Project pursuant to VA Code section 
56-585.1:4 F 
  
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support Dominion’s proposal to construct a 12 MW offshore wind demonstration 

project. 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 

 
118. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company For approval to implement 

demand-side management programs and for approval of two updated rate adjustment 
clauses pursuant to § 56-585.1 A 5 of the Code of Virginia 
  
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support the Company’s application for demand-side management programs and 

to advocate for greater investments in such programs in order to achieve Virginia’s 
10% energy savings goal. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 
2019. 

 
119. In re: South Carolina Electric & Gas Company's 2019 Integrated Resource Plan 

 
a. Public Service Commission of South Carolina 
b. To review and critique Dominion’s modeling methods for developing long-term 

supply-side resource plans. 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 – March 31, 

2019 
 
120. Altamaha Riverkeeper et al v. The United States Army Corps of Engineers et al 
 

a. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  
b. To challenge a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Clean Water Act permit to build a 

350-foot groin on a spit of land extending from the southernmost tip of Sea Island.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2018 and March 31, 

2019. 
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