
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
________________________________________________ 
 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION, 
 
     Plaintiff, 
 v.            
  
RIPPLE LABS, INC., BRADLEY GARLINGHOUSE,   
and CHRISTIAN A. LARSEN       

 
Defendants, 

        
JORDAN DEATON, JAMES LAMONTE, 
TYLER LAMONTE, MYA LAMONTE,  
MITCHELL MCKENNA, KRISTIANA WARNER and  
ALL SIMILARLY SITUATED XRP HOLDERS,    

 
Proposed    
Intervenors.   

________________________________________________ 
  

MEMORANDUM OF  
LAW IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO 
INTERVENE 
PURSUANT TO 
FEDERAL RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE 24 
 
 
20-cv-10832 (AT) 
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