U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Kenneth Buck

Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary

Subcommittee on Antitrust, Commercial,
and Administrative Law

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
PETER PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYU N 17:14:43 -04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable David Cicilline

Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary

Subcommittee on Antitrust, Commercial,
and Administrative Law

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
PETER PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYUN 17:16:17 -04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.



The Honorable Richard J. Durbin
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
PETER Digitally signed
by PETER HYUN
HYU N Date: 2022.OI6.0'1
17:16:54 -04'00
Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley
Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Grassley:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed
PETER by PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYU N 17:17:21 -04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Jim Jordan
Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Jordan:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.



The Honorable Jim Jordan
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
PETER PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYU N 17:18:01 -04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Amy Klobuchar

Chairwoman

Committee on the Judiciary

Subcommittee on Antitrust, Competition
Policy, and Consumer Rights

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Madam Chairwoman:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
PETER PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYU N 17:21:57 -04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Mike Lee

Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary

Subcommittee on Antitrust, Competition
Policy, and Consumer Rights

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Lee:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
PETER PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYU N 17:22:27 -04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General



U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I write in support of Senate bill S. 1787 and House bill H.R. 3460 — identical bills both
entitled the “State Antitrust Enforcement Venue Act of 2021 — which would harmonize the
treatment of venue for antitrust cases filed by state attorneys general with those filed by federal
agencies. Prohibiting the transfer of state antitrust actions into multi-district litigation would
respect the states’ sovereignty and increase the efficiency and efficacy of state antitrust
enforcement.

It is long past time to ensure that antitrust cases filed by states receive the same treatment
and are subject to the same venue rules as those filed by federal enforcers. Congress realized
that the purposes of transfer by the Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation should not apply to
cases brought by sovereigns litigating cases in the public interest, and so exempted actions
brought by the United States arising under the antitrust laws. This rationale applies equally to
cases brought by state Attorneys General, who also bring cases under the antitrust laws in the
public interest.

State attorneys general play a vital role in our nation’s antitrust enforcement regime.
States are at the forefront of many of the most pressing antitrust issues. Time and again, states
have demonstrated their willingness and commitment to ensure that their citizens benefit from
fair and robust competition. This legislation would increase the effectiveness of these efforts and
inure to the benefit of all consumers, workers, and small businesses throughout the country.



The Honorable Jerrold Nadler
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
PETER PETER HYUN
Date: 2022.06.01
HYU N 17:22:59-04'00'

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General
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