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e Rising Stars: Sheppard Mullin's Michael Scarborough,
Law360, April 1, 2010
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e The New Face of Anitrust Investigations in China, Daily
Journal, October 23, 2013
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e The Case For Eliminating ACPERA's Supplemental
Cooperation Requirement For Amnesty Applicants,
Competition: The Journal of the Antitrust and Unfair
Competition Law Section of the State Bar of California, Vol.
20, No. 2, Fall 2011

e Contributing author, Model/ Jury Instructions in Criminal
Antitrust Cases, ABA Section of Antitrust Law (2009)

e Contributing author, California State Antitrust & Unfair
Competition Law, The State Bar of California Antitrust and
Unfair Competition Law Section (2009)


http://www.sheppardmullin.com/assets/attachments/835.pdf
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e California Enacts New E-Discovery Rules (July 2009)

e VYes, We Really Do Have Amnesty: District Court Enforces
DOJ Corporate Leniency Agreement, Dismisses Indictment
Against Stolt—Nielsen And Company Executives (January
2008)

e |PO Underwriters Win Broad Antitrust Immunity In Supreme
Court (July 2007)

e Plaintiffs Plead Your Plus Factors: Supreme Court Steps Up
Antitrust Conspiracy Pleading Requirements (June 2007)

e Foreign Plaintiffs Challenging Global Cartels Strike Out Again

In U.S. (March 2007)

e Second Circuit Affirms Dismissal of Merchant's Section One
Challenges to MasterCard Rules (December 2006)

e Do We Really Have Amnesty?: Uncertainty Remains About
DOJ Corporate Leniency Program After Third Circuit Throws
Out Ruling Barring Indictments Against Stolt—Nielsen And
Company Executive (May 2006)
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