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Southern Environmental Law Center 
Litigation Statement  

August, 2016 
 

 
1. United States v. Alabama Power  

 
a. Intervention in federal court litigation in the Northern District of Alabama and 

11th Circuit Court of Appeals. 
b. To represent citizen organizations intervening in U.S. EPA Clean Air Act 

enforcement action. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

2. United States v. Duke Energy   
 
a. Intervention in federal court litigation in the Middle District of North Carolina,   

4th Circuit Court of Appeals, Supreme Court in the United States: on remand to 
Middle District of North Carolina. 

b. To represent citizen organizations intervening in U.S. EPA Clean Air Act 
enforcement action. 

c. $100,000 in attorneys’ fees were sought but not recovered between April 1, 2015 
and March 31, 2016. 

 
3. Environmental Defense, et al. v. United State Environmental Protection Agency, et al. 

 
a. Intervention in Federal Court litigation in the United States Court of Appeals for 

the District of Columbia. 
b. To represent citizen organizations intervening and challenging power plant 

mercury delisting rule. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
4. National Parks Conservation Association v. Jewell 

 
a. U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia. 
b. To challenge changes to the stream buffer zone rule. 
c. The case was won in FY14 and $92,322.64 attorney fees were recovered between 

April 1, 2015 and March 31, 2016. 
 

5. American Farm Bureau Federation, et al. v. United States Environmental Protection 
Agency  
 
a. Intervention in federal district court litigation in the Middle District of 

Pennsylvania, and in the Third Circuit Court of Appeals. 
b. To represent citizen organization intervening in support of EPA's water quality 

restoration plan for the Chesapeake Bay. 
c.  No attorneys' fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
6. Appalachian Power Company’s Integrated Resource Plan filing Pursuant to § 56-597 et 

seq. of the Code of Virginia 
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a. Virginia State Corporation Commission. 
b. To support plans to retire aging coal-fired power plants and advocate for greater 

investment in effective energy efficiency programs and renewable energy 
investments. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
7. Virginia Electric and Power Company’s Integrated Resource Plan Filing Pursuant to §56-

97 et seq. of the Code of Virginia 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission.  
b. To support plans to retire aging coal-fired power plants and advocate for greater 

investment in cost-effective energy efficiency programs and renewable energy 
investments. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016.  

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

 
a. South Carolina Court of Appeals 
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, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

9. Black Warrior Riverkeeper, Inc. v. Alabama Department of Transportation, et al. 
 
a. United States District Court, Middle District of Alabama. 
b. To challenge deficient environmental impact studies and permits concerning the 

Northern Beltline interstate around Birmingham, AL. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

10. Defenders of Wildlife v. BP 
 
a. United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana. 
b. To ensure that BP is held responsible for the harm to endangered species and their 

habitat that occurred as a result of the Deepwater Horizon oil spill. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
11. Coalition for Responsible Regulation et al. v. EPA 

 
a. United States Supreme Court and United States Court of Appeals for the District 

of Columbia Circuit. 
b. To support regulation of greenhouse gases emitted by the burning of biomass. 
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c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016.   

 
12. Petition of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval to implement new 

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 advocate for greater investment in effective energy efficiency programs in 

Virginia. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

13. In the Matter of: Application of Duke Energy Corporation and Progress Energy, Inc. to 
Engage in a Business Combination Transaction and to Address Regulatory Conditions 
and Codes of Conduct 
 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To advocate for conditions on approval of the merger of Duke Energy and 

Progress Energy to protect customers and the environment. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

14. Application Regarding the Acquisition of Progress Energy, Incorporated by Duke Energy 
Corporation and Merger of Progress Energy Carolinas, Incorporated and Duke Energy 
Carolinas, LLC  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
b. To advocate for conditions on approval of the merger of Duke Energy and 

Progress Energy to protect customers and the environment. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

15. Center for Biological Diversity et al. v. EPA 
 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. 
b. To oppose regulatory exemption for greenhouse gases emitted by the burning of 

biomass. 
c. Attorneys’ fees were sought but not recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 

16. Defenders of Wildlife, et al. v. North Carolina Department of Transportation, et al. 
 

a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. To challenge the failure by the North Carolina Department of Transportation and 

Federal Highways Administration to comply with NEPA and Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act of 1966. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
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17. Center for a Sustainable Coast, et al. v. Coastal Marshlands Protection Committee.  

 
a. Georgia’s Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. To challenge the Coastal Marshlands Protection Committee decision to issue 

permit to construct a marina without an adequate demonstration of need.  
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

18. 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, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

19. 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 Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. We are seeking to enforce the National Environmental Policy Act as to the 

proposed Garden Parkway to be built near Charlotte, North Carolina 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2015 through March 

31, 2016. 
 
20. Defenders of Wildlife et al. v. North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural 

Resources – Division of Coastal Management 
 

a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. To challenge the issuance of permit under North Carolina Coastal Area 

Management Act by the Division of Coastal Management of the NC Department 
of Environment and Natural Resources to the North Carolina Department of 
Transportation. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 

 
21. Sierra Club v. Federal Highway Administration 
 

a. U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia 
b. To challenge FHWA failure to grant fee waiver for records requests under the 

Freedom of Information Act. 
c. This litigation settled in May of 2015 with FHWA’s agreement to provide the 

requested documents without charging fees.  No attorney’s fees will be awarded 
as a result of this settlement. 

 
22. 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 for 

contamination from coal ash ponds. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
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23. R. Allen Kipp v. Jefferson County; United States v. Jefferson County 
 

a. United States District Court, Northern District of Alabama 
b. We have taken over as counsel for 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, 2015 to March 31, 
2016. 

 
24. In the Matter of: South Carolina Electric & Gas Company’s Integrated Resource Plan 

(IRP) (PSC 2014-9-E) 
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
b. To advocate for greater reliance by electric utility on energy efficiency and 

renewable energy. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
25. Petition of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval of a special tariff to 

facilitate customer-owned distributed solar generation 
 

a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To advocate for a proper calculation of the benefits of solar in the development of 

a tariff rate in order to facilitate greater investments in distributed solar resources. 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

26. 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, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

27. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval to establish a 
Renewable Generation Pilot Program 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support plans for greater investments in renewable resources in the 

Commonwealth and to suggest changes to the proposed program to facilitate this 
growth. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
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28. Cape Fear River Watch et al v. NC Environmental Management Commission  
 
a. North Carolina Court of Appeals 
b. To reverse erroneous declaratory ruling by the Environmental Management 

Commission misstating North Carolina groundwater protection laws as applied to 
coal combustion waste storage lagoons. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
29. PM2.5 Increment Rule  

 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
b. We represented Clean Air Carolina, North Carolina Coastal Federation, and 

Western North Carolina Alliance to defend vital public health protections against 
fine particulate pollution from a challenge by the state of North Carolina. 

c.  No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 
 

30. White Stallion Energy Center, LLC v. EPA, 
 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
b. We are representing American Academy of Pediatrics, American Lung 

Association, American Nurses Association, American Public Health Association, 
and Physicians for Social Responsibility to defend health protection standards 
against hazardous air pollution from coal- and oil-fired power plants.  This case is 
the culmination of our work to overturn the power plant hazardous air pollution 
delisting rule. 

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
31. Utility Air Regulatory Group v. EPA, 

 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
b. We are representing American Lung Association to defend new source 

performance standards for fine particulate pollution from coal- and oil-fired 
power plants.   

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
32. National Association of Surface Finishing v. EPA, 

 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
b. We are representing American Lung Association in a friend of the court brief to 

require EPA to properly implement the strict health-protection requirements of the 
hazardous air pollution provisions of the Clean Air Act when it reviews and 
revises emission standards for hazardous air pollutants.   

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
33. Georgia Power Advanced Solar Initiative 

 
a. Georgia Public Service Commission  
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b. To participate in the review of Georgia Power’s proposed Advanced Solar 
Initiative and Advanced Solar Initiative-Prime and provide feedback as necessary 
to ensure that the utility is fairly valuing solar generation 

c.  No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 

 
34. South Carolina Net Metering Rules  

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. To advocate for the adoption of nationally-recognized best practices that will 

improve the state’s existing solar net metering rules, to ensure fair treatment of 
solar net metering customers and increase participation limits 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
35. In the Matter of: Biennial Determination of Avoided Cost Rates for Electric Utility 

Purchases from Qualifying Facilities – 2014 
 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To participate in the review of utilities’ avoided cost rates to ensure that rates 

incorporate the full costs that solar generation allow utilities to avoid 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 

36. 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. Office of Administrative Hearings 
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 water into Blounts Creek. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
37. N.C. Coastal Federation, et al. v. N.C. Department of Environment and Natural 

Resources, et al. 
 
a. North Carolina Court of Appeals 
b. To represent organizations challenging PSD air quality permit no. 07300R09 

issued to Titan America/Carolinas Cement Company LLC. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
38. N.C. Coastal Federation, et al. v. N.C. Department of Environment and Natural 

Resources, et al. 
 
a. North Carolina Court of Appeals 
b. To represent organizations challenging PSD air quality permit no. 07300R10 

issued to Titan America/Carolinas Cement Company LLC. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
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39. N.C. Coastal Federation, et al. v. N.C. Department of Environment and Natural 

Resources, et al. 
 
a. North Carolina Court of Appeals 
b. To represent organizations challenging PSD air quality permit no. 07300R11 

issued to Titan America/Carolinas Cement Company LLC. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
40. 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, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
41. Progress Energy Sutton Plant – Coal Ash 
 

a. US District Court, Eastern District of NC; NC Superior Court 
b. To pursue clean-up of coal ash storage at Sutton Plant near Wilmington and to 

address pollution of Sutton Lake. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
42. Duke Energy Coal Ash Lagoons – Catawba/Riverbend 
 

a. US District Court, Western District of NC; NC Superior Court 
b. To pursue clean-up of coal ash storage at Riverbend site on Mountain Island Lake 

on Catawba River 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
43. Center for a Sustainable Coast et al. v. Army Corps of Engineers  

 
a. Federal District Court for Southern District of Georgia. 
b. We have challenged the Corps’ general permit for single-family docks on the 

Georgia Coast because it violates the Rivers and Harbors Act and National 
Environmental Policy Act. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2014 and March 31, 
2015. 

 
44. S.C. Coastal Conservation League v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency, and South Coast Mitigation Group, LLC  
 
a. United States District Court for South Carolina and U.S. Court of Appeals for the 

Fourth Circuit 
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b. To challenge illegal authorization of a proposed saltmarsh mitigation bank, which 
will result in a net decrease in freshwater wetlands and negative impacts to 
watershed and wildlife. 

c. No attorney’s fees were recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 2016. 
Defendants sought to recover attorneys’ fees but the Court issued an order 
denying their motion on October 14, 2015. 

 
45. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval to implement new 

demand-side management programs 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To support the Company’s application for three 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 attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 

 
46. Black Warrior Riverkeeper v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

 
a. Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals 
b. To ensure that coal mines permitted under Corps’ Nationwide Permit 21 are 

receiving adequate environmental review pursuant to the CWA and NEPA. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
47. Georgia Power’s Application for the Certification of the Power Purchase Agreements for 

Wind Resources from the Blue Canyon II and Blue Canyon VI Wind Farms 
 
a. Georgia Public Service Commission 
b. To support approval of Georgia Power Company’s first-ever wind power 

purchase agreements. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
48. State of Florida v. State of Georgia 

 
a. United States Supreme Court 
b. We represented both Georgia River Network (Project 1246) and Flint 

Riverkeeper (Project 1253) in their responses to subpoenas served by the State of 
Florida in the case concerning allocation of water in the Apalachicola-
Chattahoochee-Flint River system. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2015 to March 31, 
2016.   

 
49. Haw River Assembly v. North Carolina Mining and Energy Commission 

 
a. Wake County Superior Court 
b. We are involved in this case for several reasons.  We have been opposing 

fracking for years in North Carolina, and this is an extension of that 
effort.   Additionally, we are involved as this case is a way to get at the 
legislative overreach that has been occurring for the past five years in N.C. This 
is a direct challenge under the N.C. Constitution to the Legislature’s overreach 
into other branches of government.  We are attempting to limit that overreach 
and reinstate a strong separation of powers in North Carolina. 
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c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2015 to March 31, 
2016.   

 
50. Monroe Bypass 

 
a. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. We are seeking to enforce the National Environmental Policy Act as to the 

proposed Monroe Bypass to be built near Charlotte, North Carolina 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2015 through March 

31, 2016. 
 
51. Precon Development Corp. v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

 
a. U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
b. Amicus brief submitted on behalf of wetlands scientists in support of U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers’ determination of jurisdiction over wetlands and denial of 
permit to fill. 

c. The Army Corps of Engineers prevailed; no attorneys’ fees were sought or 
recovered from April 1, 2015 through March 31, 2016.   

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

 
a. U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia 
b. To stop coal ash contamination at Dominion’s Chesapeake Energy Center power 

plant 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered from April 1, 2015 through March 

31, 2016. 
 
53. Georgia Power Company's Application for the Certification of the 2015 and 2016 

Advanced Solar Initiative Prime Power Purchase Agreements and Request for Approval 
of the 2015 Advanced Solar Initiative Power Purchase Agreements 

 
a. Georgia Public Service Commission 
b. To support approval of Georgia Power Company’s request for certification of new 

utility-scale solar resources.  
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or received between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 

2016.  
 
54. Petition to Establish the Value of Solar Energy 

 
a. Georgia Public Service Commission 
b. To ensure that Georgia Power is adequately reflecting the full value of solar 

energy resources across its various programs and in its resource planning 
processes 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
 
55. 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  
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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, 2015 and March 31, 

2016. 
 
56. In the Matter of: Application of Carolina Power & Light Company, d/b/a Progress 

Energy Carolinas, Inc. 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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
57. In the Matter of: 2014 Biennial Integrated Resource Plans and Related 2014 REPS 

Compliance Plans   
 

a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To advocate for greater reliance by electric utilities on energy efficiency and 

renewable energy. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
58. In the Matter of: Rulemaking Proceeding to Consider Revisions to Commission Rule R8-

60 on Integrated Resource Planning  
 

a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To advocate for rule changes to allow for greater stakeholder involvement in 

development and review of utility resource plans. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 

59. 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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
60. 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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
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61. In the Matter of: Application of Progress Energy Carolinas, Incorporated for Approval of 
its Demand-Side Management and Energy Efficiency Rider  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service 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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
62. 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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
63. In the Matter of: Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc.’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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
64. Buck Coal Ash Case 
 

a. Federal District Court for the Middle District of North Carolina 
b. We are representing Yadkin Riverkeeper and Waterkeeper Alliance, LLC in a 

Clean Water Act citizen enforcement suit to abate and clean up groundwater and 
surface water pollution from Duke Energy’s coal ash impoundments at the Buck 
Steam Station.  

c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 

 
65. NC Public Records Act 

 
a. North Carolina Superior Court and North Carolina Court of Appeals 
b. We are seeking to enforce the North Carolina Public Records Act against the 

North Carolina Governor and his administration. 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 through 

March 31, 2016. 
 
66. Mountain True v. N.C. Department of Environmental Quality 

 
a. North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
b. To challenge improperly issued brownfields agreement issued to abandoned 

industrial site 
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
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67. In Re Final Decision Of  Administrative Law Judge, Contested Case, 15 Ehr 02581, 
Duke Energy Progress, Inc. V. North Carolina Department Of Environment And Natural 
Resources, Division Of Water Resources  
 
a. North Carolina Superior Court for Wake County  
b. Appeal from judgment entering settlement agreement that purported to resolve 

separate litigation in which our clients were parties.   
c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
68. One Hundred Miles vs. Shore Protection Committee 
 

a. Georgia Office of State Administrative Hearings 
b. SELC filed a petition in the Georgia Office of State Administrative Hearings on 

behalf of One Hundred Miles challenging the permit to construct a 360 foot T-
groin on Sea Island. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 

 
69. Altamaha Riverkeeper, Inc. v. Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Environmental 

Protection Division 
 

a. Georgia Office of State Administrative Hearings 
b. SELC filed a petition in the Georgia Office of State Administrative Hearings on 

behalf of Altamaha Riverkeeper challenging Rayonier Performance Fibers, 
LLC’s water pollution discharge permit.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 
31, 2016. 
 

70. Virginia Uranium, Inc. et al v. McAuliffe, et al., Case No. 4:15-cv-00031-JLK-RSB  
 
a. U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia 
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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
71. Virginia Uranium, Inc. et al v. The Commonwealth of Virginia, et al., Case No. CL15-

623 
 

a. Virginia Circuit Court of Wise County 
b. To defend the statewide 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, 2015 and March 

31, 2016. 
 
72. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval and certification for 

the proposed 2016 Solar Projects pursuant to §§ 56-580 D and 56-46.1 of the Code of 
Virginia, and for approval of a rate adjustment clause, designated Rider US-2, under § 
56-585.1 A 6 of the Code of Virginia, Case NO. PUE-2015-00104 
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a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To advocate for expanded construction of utility-scale solar resources. 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016 
 
73. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval and certification for 

the proposed Remington Solar Facility pursuant to §§ 56-46.1 and 56-580 D of the Code 
of Virginia, and for approval of a rate adjustment clause pursuant to § 56-585.1 A 6 of 
the Code of Virginia, Case No. PUE-2015-00006 
 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To advocate for expanded construction of utility-scale solar resources. 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016 
d. Closed: Oct. 20. 2015 (final order) 

 
74. Application of Appalachian Power Company for approval of an experimental rider for the 

purchase of non-dispatchable renewable energy, Case No. PUE-2015-00040 
 

a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose attempts to restrict customer access to third-party power purchase 

agreements for distributed solar resources 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016 
 
75. Application of Virginia Electric and Power Company for approval and certification for 

the proposed Greensville County Power Station and related transmission facilities 
pursuant to §§ 56-580 D, 56-265.2, and 56-46.1 of the Code of Virginia, and for approval 
of a rate adjustment clause, designated Rider GV, pursuant to § 56-585.1 A 6 of the Code 
of Virginia, Case No. PUE-2015-00075 

 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose attempts construction of a new natural gas combined-cycle power 

generating station 
c. No attorney’s fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 

31, 2016 
 
 
76. Black Warrior Riverkeeper v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

 
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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
77. 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 from the Saluda River. 
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c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
78. NWF et al v. Corps of Engineers  
 

a. 6th Circuit Court of Appeals 
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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
 

79. SCE&G Solar Valuation Proceeding  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
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. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
80. South Carolina Solar Interconnection Standards  

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that utilities’ proposed interconnection 

standards will encourage rather than impede South Carolina customers trying to 
install and connect solar systems to the electricity grid.        

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
81. NC Solar 3rd Party Sales Intervention  

 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To support the position that the Commission can and should interpret NC law to 

allow for third party sales of solar power, promoting access to common-sense 
financing arrangements that make it easier to invest in solar.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
82. 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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
83. Alabama Power Renewable Power Proceeding  

 
a. Alabama Public Service Commission  
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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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
 

84. Dominion Remington Solar Docket  
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To advocate for new investments in utility scale solar by Dominion as being in the 

public interest, following up on the General Assembly’s mandate for 500 MW of 
new in-state solar capacity.  

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
85. Appalachian Power Third Party Solar Docket  

 
a. Virginia State Corporation Commission 
b. To oppose the poorly-designed elements of the proposed program and advocate 

for a better-designed power purchase program that is more broadly available to 
Appalachian Power’s customers.   

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
86. Duke Energy Progress Solar Valuation Proceeding  

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims 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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
 

87. Duke Energy Progress Distributed Energy Resource Program Proceeding  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that DEP is committing to accessible 

and successful distributed energy resource programs that will bring more solar 
power to South Carolina. These include programs for rooftop solar, utility-scale 
solar, and community or shared solar projects. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
88. SCE&G Distributed Energy Resource Program Proceeding  

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that SCE&G is committing to 

accessible and successful distributed energy resource programs that will bring 
more solar power to South Carolina. These include programs for rooftop solar, 
utility-scale solar, and community or shared solar projects. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
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89. Duke Energy Carolinas Distributed Energy Resource Program Proceeding  
 

a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that DEC is committing to accessible 

and successful distributed energy resource programs that will bring more solar 
power to South Carolina. These include programs for rooftop solar, utility-scale 
solar, and community or shared solar projects. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
90. Duke Energy Carolinas Net Metering Rider Proceeding  

 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that DEC issues an appropriate net 

metering tariff and fairly calculates the value of solar, 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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
 

91. Duke Energy Progress Net Metering Rider Proceeding  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that DEP issues an appropriate net 

metering tariff and fairly calculates the value of solar, 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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
 

92. SCE&G Net Metering Rider Proceeding  
 
a. South Carolina Public Service Commission  
b. Our advocacy in this docket aims to ensure that SCE&G issues an appropriate net 

metering tariff and fairly calculates the value of solar, 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, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
93. 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. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 

 
94. Notice of Inquiry and Workshop to Examine Issues related to the Value of Renewable 

and Distributed Energy Resources in preparation for the 2016  Georgia Power Company 
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Integrated Resource Plan (IRP)  
 
a. Georgia Public Service Commission 
b. To ensure that Georgia Power is adequately reflecting the full value of solar 

energy resources across its various programs and in its resource planning 
processes. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
 

95. Application of Duke Energy Progress, LLC for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity to Construct a 752 Megawatt Natural Gas-Fueled Electric Generation Facility 
in Buncombe County Near the City of Asheville 
 
a. North Carolina Utilities Commission 
b. To prevent construction of an over-sized natural gas plant and advocate for 

alternatives such as energy efficiency and solar energy to reduce the size of the 
plant or eliminate the need for it altogether. 

c. No attorneys’ fees were sought or recovered between April 1, 2015 and March 31, 
2016. 
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