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MAKAN DELRAHIM 
  Assistant Attorney General 
MICHAEL F. MURRAY 
  Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
WILLIAM J. RINNER 
  Chief of Staff and Senior Counsel 
KRISTEN C. LIMARZI 
MARY HELEN WIMBERLY 
  Attorneys 
U.S. Department of Justice, Antitrust Division 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 
Telephone:  (202) 514-4510 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON 

JOSEPH STIGAR, individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 

 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 
 

DOUGH DOUGH, INC. et al., 
 

Defendants. 

 
No. 2:18-cv-00244-SAB 
 
  
ERRATA—STATEMENT OF 
INTEREST OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA  

MYRRIAH RICHMOND and 
RAYMOND ROGERS, individually and 
on behalf of all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

 
BERGEY PULLMAN INC. et al., 
 

Defendants. 

 
No. 2:18-cv-00246-SAB 
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STATES OF AMERICA 

ASHLIE HARRIS, individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 

 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 
 

CJ STAR, LLC et al., 
 

Defendants. 

 
No. 2:18-cv-00247-SAB 
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INTEREST OF THE UNITED 
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The United States is filing a Corrected Statement of Interest to amend a 

sentence on page 17 of its filing.  Originally, the sentence stated: 

The “quick-look analysis” applies only in rare cases “when the great likelihood 
of anticompetitive effects can easily be ascertained,” and “it is not implausible” 
that procompetitive benefits would outweigh harm to competition.  Cal. Dental 
Ass’n v. FTC, 526 U.S. 756, 770, 775 (1999). 

The matter being referenced as “not implausible” in California Dental 

Association, however, was the defendant’s “prediction” that any harm to competition 

caused by the challenged restraint would be outweighed by procompetitive benefits.  

526 U.S. at 775.  Due to the “plausibility of procompetitive justifications” offered by 

the defense, the Supreme Court concluded quick-look analysis should not apply in that 

case.  Id. at 775-76.  Accordingly, to more accurately reflect the Court’s holding and 

its use of the double negative, the United States has modified the above-quoted 

sentence to state:  

The “quick-look analysis” applies only in rare cases “when the great likelihood 
of anticompetitive effects can easily be ascertained,” and it is “implausible” that 
procompetitive benefits would outweigh harm to competition.  Cal. Dental 
Ass’n v. FTC, 526 U.S. 756, 770, 775-76 (1999). 

The United States’ Corrected Statement of Interest also eliminates some small 

typographical errors that do not alter the substance or pagination of the original 

Statement. 
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Dated:  March 8, 2019.   Respectfully submitted. 

 
       MAKAN DELRAHIM 

  Assistant Attorney General 
MICHAEL F. MURRAY 
  Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
WILLIAM J. RINNER 
  Chief of Staff and Senior Counsel 

 
       /s/ Mary Helen Wimberly  
       KRISTEN C. LIMARZI 
       MARY HELEN WIMBERLY 

  Attorneys 
U.S. Department of Justice  
Antitrust Division 
Appellate Section 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Room 3224 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 
Telephone: (202) 514-4510 
maryhelen.wimberly@usdoj.gov 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on March 8, 2019, I caused to be delivered via the method 

listed below the document to which this Certificate of Service is attached (plus any 

exhibits and/or attachments) to the following: 

 

NAME & ADDRESS METHOD OF DELIVERY 

Craig J. Ackermann 
Brian Denlinger 
Ackermann & Tilajef, P.C. 
2602 N. Proctor Street, Suite 205 
Tacoma, WA  98406 
cja@ackermanntilajef.com 
bd@ackermanntilajef.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
 

David W. Kesselman 
Kesselman Brantly Stockinger LLP 
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 690 
Manhattan Beach, CA  90266 
dkesselman@kbslaw.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
 

India Lin Bodien 
India Lin Bodien, Attorney at Law 
2522 N. Proctor Street, #387 
Tacoma, WA  98406-5338 
india@indialinbodienlaw.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  
☐Other: _______________________ 
 

Robert A. Atkins 
Adam J. Bernstein 
Paul Weiss Rifkind Wharton 
    & Garrison LLP 
1285 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY  10019-6064 
ratkins@paulweiss.com 
abernstein@paulweiss.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  
☐Other: _______________________ 
 

Daniel J. Howley 
Paul Weiss Rifkind Wharton 
    & Garrison LLP 
2001 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006-1047 
dhowley@paulweiss.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
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Angelo J. Calfo 
Calfo Eakes & Ostrovsky PLLC 
1301 Second Avenue, Suite 2800 
Seattle, WA  98101 
angeloc@calfoeakes.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
 

John Ray Nelson 
Foster Pepper PLLC 
618 West Riverside Avenue, Suite 300 
Spokane, WA  99201-5102  
john.nelson@foster.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
 

Benjamin J. Stone 
Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith LLP 
1111 Third Avenue, Suite 2700 
Seattle, WA  98101 
Benjamin.Stone@lewisbrisbois.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
 

Michael J. Hines 
Kelly E. Konkright 
Reid G. Johnson 
Lukins & Annis, PS 
717 W. Sprague Avenue, Suite 1600 
Spokane, WA  99201-0466 
mhines@lukins.com  
kkonkright@lukins.com  
rjohnson@lukins.com 

☒CM/ECF System  
☐Electronic Mail 
☐U.S. Mail  ☐Other: _______________________ 
 

Rudy J. Verschoor 
Assistant U.S. Attorney 
P.O. Box 1494 
Spokane, WA  99210-1494 
USAWAE.RVerschoorECF@usdoj.gov 

☒CM/ECF System  ☐Electronic Mail ☐U.S. Mail  
☐Other: _______________________ 
 

 
 
 
       /s/ Mary Helen Wimberly  

MARY HELEN WIMBERLY 
Attorney, U.S. Department of Justice 
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