
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 
RURAL & MIGRANT MINISTRY, INC., 
ALIANZA NACIONAL DE CAMPESINAS, EL 
COMITE DE APOYO A LOS 
TRABAJADORES AGRÍCOLAS,  
FARMWORKER ASSOCIATION OF FLORIDA, 
MIGRANT CLINICIANS NETWORK,  
PINEROS Y CAMPESINOS UNIDOS DEL 
NOROESTE, RURAL COALITION, UNITED  
FARM WORKERS, UNITED FARM WORKERS
FOUNDATION, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY, and Andrew Wheeler, 
in his official capacity as Administrator of the 
United States Environmental Protection Agency, 
 

Defendants. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 Civil Action No. 1:20-cv-10645-LJL 
 
 [Related to No. 1:20-cv-10642-LJL] 
 

 
 

 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR EMERGENCY RELIEF PURSUANT TO FED. R. CIV. P. 65 AND 5 U.S.C. § 705 
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