
	
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FEDERAL DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR PARTIAL DISMISSAL OF  
COUNTS II AND IV OF THE COMPLAINT 

AMERICAN SOYBEAN ASSOCIATION,  
and PLAINS COTTON GROWERS, INC., 
 
          Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY, et al., 
 
          Federal Defendants, and  
 
BASF CORPORATION, et al., 
 
          Defendant-Intervenors. 

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