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APPEAL FROM THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Ralph K. Anderson III, Chief Administrative Law Judge

Case No. 10-ALJ-17-0270-CC

Duke Energy Corporation,..........o.ovouevriiiiiit it iieeieeeenneenann, Appellant,

South Carolina Department of Revenue,....................ooooin . Respondent.

RESPONDENT’S RETURN TO APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR EXTENDED
ARGUMENT TIME

Respondent South Carolina Department of Revenue (the “Department”) submits
this response to the Motion for Extended Argument Time (“Motion™) filed on or about
January 3, 2014 by Appellant Duke Energy Corporation (“Duke Energy”). The
Department believes this is a matter for the Court and is satisfied with the presently
scheduled argument times. However, if the Court determines it appropriate to grant
additional argument time, the Department requests that it be afforded the same additional
time. The Department would note that it is unclear from Duke Energy’s Motion whether
it is requesting 10 minutes in reply or 15 minutes and would assert that 10 minutes in
reply is appropriate if the Court determines it appropriate to grant additional argument

time.



Columbia, South Carolina
January 13,2014

Respectfully submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF
REVENUE

Milton G. Kimpson
PO Box 12265
Columbia, SC 29211
KimpsoM@sctax.org

TohmwtS. Hoefer—
Tracey C. en
J s

PO Box 8416
Columbia, SC 29202
jhoefer(@willoughbyhoefer.com

tereen(@willoughbyhoefer.com
iroberts@willoughbyhoefer.com
(803) 252-3300

Attorneys for Department of Revenue
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Ralph K. Anderson III, Chief Administrative Law Judge

Case No. 10-ALJ-17-0270-CC

Duke Energy Corporation,...........ooieiiiiiiii i Appellant,

South Carolina Department of Revenue,...................oool, Respondent.

This is to certify that I, an administrative assistant with the law firm Willoughby &
Hoefer, P.A., have caused to be served this day one (1) copy of the Respondent’s Return to
Appellant’s Motion for Extended Argument Time by placing the same in the care and custody
of the U.S. Postal Service addressed as follows:

Burnet R. Maybank, 111, Esquire
James Fredrick Reames, II1, Esquire
Tanya A. Gee
NEXSEN PRUET, LLC
1230 Main St., Suite 700
Columbia, SC 29201

Jeffery A. Friedman, Esquire
SUTHERLAND ASBILL & BRENNAN, LLP
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20004-2415

Eric S. Tresh, Esquire
Maria Todorova, Esquire
SUTHERLAND ASBILL & BRENNAN, LLP
999 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

1nasey G@

Columbia, South Carolina
This 13th day of January 2014.



