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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 

STATE OF NEW YORK; STATE OF 

CONNECTICUT; STATE OF DELAWARE; 

COMMONWEALTH OF 

MASSACHUSETTS; STATE OF NEW 

JERSEY; and the CITY OF NEW YORK, 

   

                      Plaintiffs, 

 

 v. 

 

ANDREW R. WHEELER, in his official 

capacity as Administrator of the United 

States Environmental Protection Agency; 

and the UNITED STATES 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

AGENCY, 

  Defendants. 

 

Civil No.: 1:21-cv-252 

 

 

 

COMPLAINT FOR 

DECLARATORY AND 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

 

 

 

(Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 et 

seq.) 

 

   

Plaintiffs New York, Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, New Jersey, and 

the City of New York (collectively, Plaintiff States) allege as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiff States sue for declaratory and injunctive relief through the 

citizen suit provision of the Clean Air Act (Act) against Andrew R. Wheeler, in his 

official capacity as Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection 

Agency, and against the United States Environmental Protection Agency (together, 

EPA). For years, Plaintiff States have struggled to attain and maintain the federal 

air quality standards for ozone, a pollutant that harms people and ecosystems and is 

the principal component of “smog.” Plaintiff States’ struggles are due in large part to 
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the excessive amounts of ozone pollution that are emitted by sources in upwind States 

and carried by prevailing winds into Plaintiff States. The Act requires upwind States 

to submit to EPA, for approval or disapproval within a statutorily mandated 

timeframe, plans that fully eliminate those unlawful quantities of pollution being 

transported downwind. And if EPA disapproves an upwind States’ plan as deficient, 

that determination triggers EPA’s duty to craft a federal plan for that State within a 

set timeframe. By failing to timely act on a number of plans submitted by upwind 

States, EPA is disregarding its mandatory duty and harming Plaintiff States that are 

entitled to relief under the Good Neighbor Provision.  

2. Plaintiff States ask the Court to order EPA to carry out the agency’s 

mandatory statutory duty to approve or disapprove state implementation plans 

(SIPs) submitted by Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, Texas, and West Virginia 

(Upwind States) under 42 U.S.C. § 7410(a)(2)(D)(i)(I), known as the “Good Neighbor 

Provision,” for the 2015 ozone national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). This 

complaint refers to the portions of the Upwind States’ SIPs that were submitted to 

EPA pursuant to the Good Neighbor Provision for the 2015 ozone NAAQS (and are 

the subject of EPA’s overdue action here) as “Good Neighbor SIPs.” 

3. EPA has not made the required determinations approving or 

disapproving these Good Neighbor SIPs within 12 months of their being determined 

or deemed complete, as required by the Act. 42 U.S.C. § 7410(k)(2) & (3).  

4. As a result, EPA is subject to suit under the Act and may be enjoined to 

comply with its mandatory duty. 
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5. To protect the public from unhealthy ozone levels, in 2015 EPA 

published revised NAAQS for ozone, setting more stringent benchmarks for allowable 

ambient ozone pollution, which every State must attain (and thereafter maintain) by 

deadlines set in the Act. 80 Fed. Reg. 65,292 (Oct. 26, 2015). The New York-Northern 

New Jersey-Long Island, NY-NJ-CT metropolitan area (New York Metropolitan 

Area), which encompasses nine counties in New York (including all of New York City), 

twelve counties in New Jersey and three counties in Connecticut, faces an attainment 

deadline in August 2024, based on air quality measured in 2021, 2022 and 2023. The 

Philadelphia-Wilmington-Atlantic City, PA-NJ-MD-DE metropolitan area 

(Philadelphia Metropolitan Area), which includes portions of plaintiffs Delaware and 

New Jersey, and the Greater Connecticut Area, which includes five Connecticut 

counties not in the New York Metropolitan Area, both face attainment deadlines in 

2021, based on air quality measured in 2018, 2019 and 2020.  

6. Air pollution from each of the Upwind States significantly contributes 

to nonattainment of the 2015 ozone NAAQS, or interferes with maintenance of the 

2015 ozone NAAQS, in one or more of the Plaintiff States. Therefore, the Plaintiff 

States need either fully complaint Upwind State Good Neighbor SIPs approved and 

in place, or if the Upwind States’ Good Neighbor SIPs are deficient, disapproval by 

EPA triggering EPA’s obligation to promulgate backstop federal implementation 

plans (FIPs) within two years to prevent excessive ozone pollution from these Upwind 

States. See 42 U.S.C. § 7410(c)(1). 
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7. Time is of the essence for the Plaintiff States: EPA’s failure to take 

immediate action to ensure the Upwind States cut air pollution will both prolong 

harms to the health of our residents from high ozone levels and foreclose the ability 

of certain Plaintiff States to demonstrate attainment of the 2015 ozone NAAQS by 

their statutory attainment deadlines. Notably, compliance with the New York 

Metropolitan Area’s upcoming statutory attainment deadline will be determined in 

part by average ozone measurements for the 2021 ozone season, which will begin in 

a few short weeks. 

8. Plaintiff States ask the Court to find that EPA violated the Act when it 

failed, within the Act’s 12-month timeframe, to approve or disapprove each Upwind 

State’s Good Neighbor SIP—the portions of each Upwind State’s SIP purporting to 

fulfill that State’s Good Neighbor Provision obligations—for the 2015 ozone NAAQS.   

9. The Court should order EPA to take final action approving or 

disapproving each of the Upwind States’ Good Neighbor SIPs by a date certain.   

10. Plaintiff States also seek all available litigation costs, including 

reasonable attorneys’ fees, under section 304(d) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7604(d). 

JURISDICTION 

11. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 

section 304(a)(2) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a)(2), which authorizes any person, after 

due notice, to sue to compel the performance of a nondiscretionary duty under the 

Act.  
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12. The Court also has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal 

question jurisdiction) and 28 U.S.C. § 1361 (suits to compel officer or agency actions). 

NOTICE 

13. In satisfaction of section 304(b) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7604(b), and 40 

C.F.R. part 54, Plaintiff States sent notice to EPA on September 17, 2020, of their 

intention to file suit for EPA’s failure to perform the nondiscretionary duties 

described here. A copy of the notice letter is attached as Exhibit 1. 

14. The statutory 60-day notice period has now expired without action by 

EPA. 

VENUE 

15. Venue in this Court is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(e) because 

this suit names an agency of the United States and an officer of the United States 

acting in his official capacity, and a substantial part of the events or omissions giving 

rise to the Plaintiff States’ claims occurred in this judicial district.   

16. EPA’s failure to approve or disapprove the Good Neighbor SIPs prolongs 

the risk of harm from high ozone levels to millions of residents in each of the Plaintiff 

States and hinders attainment and maintenance of the 2015 ozone NAAQS in areas 

including without limitation, in the New York Metropolitan Area, which includes 

New York counties located in this judicial district.  

PARTIES 

17. Plaintiff States—sovereign States and the City of New York—bring this 

action on behalf of their residents and on their own behalf to protect their respective 

Case 1:21-cv-00252-ALC   Document 1   Filed 01/12/21   Page 5 of 25

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


