
UNITED STATES SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDfCIARY 

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR JUDICIAL NOMINEES 

PUBLIC 

I. Name: State full name (include any lo rmer names used). 

Mark Allen Barnell 

2. Position: State the position for which you have been nominated. 

Judge of the United States Court of International Trade 

3. Address: List current office address. If city and state of residence differs from your 
place of employment, please list the city and state where you currently reside. 

U.S. Department of Commerce 
1401 Constitution Avenue, NW 
Room 3622 
Washington, DC 20230 

Residence: McLean, Virginia 

4. Birthplace: State year and place of birth. 

1963; Reading, Petmsylvania 

5. Education: List in reverse chronologica l order each college, law school, or any other 
institution of higher education attended and indicate tor each the dates of attendance, 
whether a degree was received, and the date each degree was received. 

1985 - 1988, Uni versity o r Michigan Law School; .J .D. (cum/allde), 1988 

198 / - 1985 , Dickinson College; B.A. (magna cum laude), 1985 

6. Employment Record: List in reverse chronological order all governmental agencies, 
busi ness or professional corporat ions, companies, firms, or other enterprises, 
partnerships, institutions or organizations, non-pro fit or otherwise, with which yo u have 
been affi li ated as an officer, director, partner, proprietor, or employee since grad uation 
frol11 college, whether or not you received payment for your services. Include the name 
and address of the employer and job title or description. 

1995 - Present 
U.S. Department of Commerce 



Office of Chief Counsel for Import Administration 
140 1 Const itution Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20230 
Deputy Chief Counsel (2005 - Present) 
Senior Counsel (1999 - 2005) 
Attorney (1995 - 1999) 

2008 - 2009 (on detail t,"om the DepaI1ment of Commerce) 
United States House of Representatives 
Committee on Ways and Means 
Subcommittee on Trade 
1102 Longwol1h House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 15 
Department of Commerce Detailee/Trade Counsel 

1988 - 1995 
Steptoe & Johnson 
1330 Connecticut A venue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
Associate 

Summer 1987 
Patton, Boggs & Blow (now Patton Boggs) 
2550 M Street. NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
Summer Associate 

Fa ll 1986 
Universi ty of Michigan Law School 
625 South State Street 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109 
Research Assistant to Professor Bruno Siml11a 

Summer 1986 
Kinder & Wuerfel (firm no longer exists) 
555 Montgomery Street 
San Francisco, California 94 111 
Law Clerk 

Summer 1985 
IBM 
11 00 Berkshire Boulevard 
Suite 125 
Wyomissing, Pennsylvania 196 10 
Marketing Support Assistant 
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Other Affiliations (uncompensated): 

20 I 0 - Present 
Chesterford Community Association, Inc. (no physical address) 
McLean, Virginia 2210 I 
Treasurer 

2000 - 2001 
Elli son Heights-Mount Daniel Community Association (no physical address) 
Fall s Church, Virginia 22046 
Vice-President 

1985 - 1986, 1990 - 1992 
International Model United Nations Association 
One Metropolitan Square 
211 North Broadway, Suite 3600 
St. Louis, Missouri 63102 
Chairman, Board of Directors (1991 - 1992) 
Vice-Chairman, Board of Directors ( 1985 - 1986) 
Member-At-Large (1985 - 1986, 1990 - 1991) 

7. Military Service and Draft Status: Identify any service in the U.S. Military, including 
dates of service, branch of service, rank or rate, serial number (if different From social 
security number) and type of di scharge received , and whether you have registered for 
selective service. 

I have not served in the military. I registered for selective service upon turning 18. 

8. Honors and Awards: List any scholarships, fellowships, honorary degrees, academic or 
professional honors, honorary soc iety memberships, military awards, and any other 
special recognition for outstanding service or achievement. 

Department of Commerce Gold Medal Award (1997, 2002) 
Department of Commerce Si lver Medal Award (2002) 
International Trade Administration Bronze Medal Award (2000) 
Department of Commerce, Office of Chief Counsel for Import Administration 

Outstanding Attorney Award ( 1996, 1999) 
Note Editor, Michigan Yearbook of International Legal Studies, University of Michigan 

Law School ( 1987 - 1988) 
Phi Beta Kappa, Dickinson College (1985) 
John O. Cockey . .Ir. Memorial Scholarship, Dickinson College (estimate (984) 

9. Bar Associations: List all bar associations or legal or judicial-related committees, 
selection panels or conferences of which you are or have been a member, and give the 
titles and dates of any offices which you have held in such groups. 
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American Bar Association (1989 - 1995) 
Customs and International Trade Bar Association (20 I 0 - Present) 

10. Bar and Court Admission: 

a. List the date(s) you were admitted to the bar of any state and any lapses in 
membership . Please explain the reason for any lapse in membership. 

Pennsylvania (1988) (currently inactive) 
District of Columbia (1989) 

There have been no lapses in membership. 

b. List all courts in which you have been admitted to practice, including dates of 
admission and any lapses in membership. Please explain the reason for any lapse 
in membership. Give the same information ror administrative bodies that require 
special admission to practice. 

United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (2008) 
United States Courl of International Trade (2008) 

There have been no lapses in membership. 

I 1. Memberships: 

a. List all professional. business, fraterna l, scholarly, civic, charitab le, or other 
organizations, other than those listed in response to Questions 9 or 10 to which 
you belong, or to which you have belonged, since graduation from law school. 
Provide dates of membership or participation, and indicate any office you held. 
Include clubs, working groups, advisory or editorial boards, panels, committees, 
conferences, or publications. 

Chesterford Community Association (2002 - Present) 
Treasurer (20 10 - Present) 

Dickinson College Admissions Volunteers (2008 - Present) 
Elli son Heights-Mount Daniel Community Association (1993 - 2002) 

Vice-President (2000 - 200 I) 
Food Allergy and Anaphylaxis Network (2006 - Present) 
Four Seasons Tennis Club (2006 - 2008.20 II ) 
Friends of the National Zoo (2009 - Present) 
Highlands Swim and Tennis Club (2004 - Present) 
International Model United Nations Association (1981 - 1992) 

Chairman, Board of Directors (1991 - 1992) 
Vice Chairman, Board of Directors (1985 - 1986) 
Member-At-Large (1985 - 1986, 1990 - 1991) 

Local Elementary School Parent Teacher Association (2005 - 20 II ) 
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Local Middle School Parent Teacher Association (20 I I - Present) 
National Geographic Society (1999, 200 1, 2005) 
Natural Resources Defense Council (2009) 
Poplar Heights Recreation Association (approx. 1997 - 2004) 
Reading High School Alumni Association (2006 - Present) 
Sierra Club (200 I - 2002, 2005 - Present) 
Smithsonian Institute (2003 - Present) 
United States Tennis Association (2007 - Present) 
University of Michigan Alumni Association (1988 - Present) 
Washington International Trade Association (2009 - Present) 
World Wildlife Fund (20 10) 
Yosemite Association (2008) 

b. The American Bar Association's Commentary to its Code of Judicial Conduct 
states that it is inappropriate for a judge to hold membership in any organization 
that invidiously discriminates on the basis of race, sex, or religion, or national 
origin. Indicate whether any of these organizations listed in response to lla above 
currently discriminate or formerly discriminated on the basis ofrace, sex, religion 
or national origin either through formal membership requirements or the practical 
implementation of membership policies. If so, describe any action you have taken 
to change these policies and practices. 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, none of the organi zations listed in 
response to question Ila currently discriminates or formerly discriminated on the 
basis ofrace, sex, religion , or national origin, ei ther through formal membership 
requirements or the practical implementation of membership policies. 

12. Published Writings and Public Statements : 

a. List the titles, publishers, and dates of books, articles, reports, letters to the editor, 
editorial pieces, or other published material you have written or edited, including 
material published only on the Internet. Supply four (4) copies of all published 
material to the Comm i !tee. 

The United Stales CO/ll't a/International Trade in the Middle- International 
Tribunals: An Overview, 19 TuL. J.lNT' L&COMP. L. 421 (201 1). Copy supplied. 

Choices, Choices: Domestic COLIrts Versus International Fora: A Commerce 
Perspective, 17 TuL. J. INT' L & COMPo L. 435 (2009). Copy supplied. 

With Sara Khan, Kathy B. Reif: & Elizabeth Shryock, 28 u.s. c. §'1581(c)­
Review by the Court a/International Trade of Antidllmping & Countervailing 
DlIIy Determinati011.l· lsslIecl by the Department o./Commerce, 40 GEO. J. INT' L L. 
153 (2008). Copy supplied. 
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With Melissa G. Skinner, Su;pension of Antidumping and Countervailing DUly 
Investigations, in THE COMMERCE DEPARTMENT SPEAKS ON INTERNAT IONAL 
TRADE & INVESTMENT 995 (Practising Law Institute, 1998). Copy supplied. 

With Stephen J. Powell, The Role ofUniled S,ates Trade Laws in Resolving the 
Florida-Mexico TOll/ClIo COI?f!ict, II FLA. J. INT'L L. 319 (1997). Copy supplied. 

With Stewart A. Baker, US - Canada Binational Panel Determination.\': 1991 -
1994, in NORTH AMERICAN FREE TRADE AGREEMENTS (James R. Holbein & 
Donald.l. Musch eds. , 1994). Copy supplied . 

.iurisdiclion- Foreign Sovereign Iml/1unilies Act- Commercial Activity 
Exception, in INTERNATIONAL DECISIONS, 84 AM. J. INT' L L. 262 (Peter D. 
Trooboff ed ., 1990). Copy supplied. 

b. Supply four (4) copies of any reports, memoranda or policy statements you 
prepared or contributed in the preparation of on behalf of any bar association, 
committee, conference, or organization of which you were or are a member. If 
you do not have a copy of a report, memorandum or policy statement, give the 
name and address of the organization that issued it, the date of the document, and 
a summary of its subject matter. 

None. 

c. Supply four (4) copies of any testimony, official statements or other 
conuTIunications relating, in whole or in part, to matters of public policy or legal 
interpretation, that you have issued or provided or that others presented on your 
behalf to public bodies or public officials. 

None. 

d. Supply folll' (4) copies, transcripts or recordings of all speeches or talks delivered 
by you, including commencement speeches, remarks, lectures, panel discussions, 
conferences, political speeches, and question-and-answer sessions. Include the 
date and place where they were delivered, and readily available press reports 
about the speech or talk. If you do not have a copy of the speech or a transcript or 
recording of your remarks, give the name and address of the group before whom 
the speech was given, the date of the speech, and a summary of its subject matter. 
If you did not speak from a prepared text, furnish a copy of any outline or notes 
from which you spoke. 

February 10, 20 12: Panelist, WTO Case Update, 2012 International Trade Update, 
Georgetown University Law Center, Washington. DC. Draft remarks and an 
audio recording of the conference are supplied. 
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November 18,20 I 0: Panelist. CIT in the Middle- Intersection with the Agencies, 
the Federal Circuit. and Internatiollal Tribuna/s, 16th Judicial Conference of the 
Uni ted States COlll1 of International Trade, New York, New York. Draft 
transcript and two press articles referencing my remarks are supplied. I am also 
providing the conference version of a paper which was subsequently published as 
The United States COllrt oj'lnternational Trade in the Middle- Intemalional 
Tribunals: An Overview, 19 TuL. J. INT' L & COM Po L. 421 (20 11 ). 

February 25 , 20 I 0: Panelist, The Year in Review in ADICVD Law, 20 I 0 
International Trade Update, Georgetown University Law Center, Washington, 
DC. An unpubli shed paper, Trade I: The Year in Review in AD/CVD Law, 
prepared jointly witb my fellow panelists and presented at the event, is suppl ied. 
am also supplying an audio recording of the presentation (embedded in a pdf 
document). 

March 6, 2009: Paneli st, After Zeroing. Then What ~ 2009 International Trade 
Update, Georgetown Universi ty Law Center, Washington, DC. An audio 
recording of the conference is suppl ied. 

November 19,2008: Paneli st, Choices, Choices: Domestic Co uris v. Inlernational 
Fora, 15th Jud icial Conference of the United States Court of International Trade, 
New York, New York. Pre-publication transcript is supplied. I am also providing 
the conference version of a paper which was subsequently published as Choices. 
Choices: Domestic Courls Versus Inlemalional Fora: A Commerce Perspective, 
17 TUL. J. INT'L & COMf'. L. 435 (2009). 

February 25, 2008: Panelist, Customs and Inlerncllional Trade Issues Ajfecling 
Seafood fmporls, 2008 International Boston Seafood Show, Boston, 
Massachusetts. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The Boston Seafood 
Show does not have a physical address. 

March 12,2007: Paneli st, CustOIl/S and Inlernalional Trade Issues Affecting 
Seq/ood Imports, 2007 International Boston Seafood Show, Boston, 
Massachusetts. A copy of my notes is supplied. 

February 1,2007: Panelist, The Year in Review at the WTO- On Beyond Zeroing, 
2007 International Trade Update, Georgetown University Law Center, 
Washington, DC. A copy of my remarks and an audio recording are supplied. 

February 2, 2006: Paneli st, The Year in Customs and Trade- Key Developmenls 
at the CIT/CAFC and Lessons Learnedjor Practice, 2006 International Trade 
Update, Georgetown University Law Center, Washington, DC. A copy of my 
notes and an audio recording are supplied. 

October 200 I : Panelist at a session on careers in international law, Uni versity of 
Michigan Law School International Law Society, Ann Arbor, Michigan. I have 
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no notes, transcript, or recording. The address of the University of Michigan Law 
School is 625 South State Street, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48 109. 

September 18, J 998: Presenter, Suspension o/Antidumping and Countervailing 
Duty investigations, in The Commerce Department Speaks on International Trade 
& [nvestment, organized by the Practising Law Institute, and held at the Marriott 
Georgetown University Conference Center, Washington DC. My notes are 
supplied, as is a subsequent article reporting on my presentation. A publ ished 
paper, prepared in connection with the public conference, is suppl ied in response 
to question 12(a). 

e. List all interviews you have given to newspapers, magazines or other 
publications, or radio or television stations, providing the dates of these 
interviews and four (4) copies of the clips or transcripts of these interviews where 
they are available to you. 

Commerce Says EU. Japan Zeroing Deal Does Not Translate to U.S. Courts, 
INSIDE U.S. TRADE, Feb. 23,20 12. Copy supplied. 

Commerce Proposes AD, CVD En/orcement Package 10 Aid ExpOI'I iniliative, 
INSIDE U.S. TRADE, Aug. 27, 2010. Copy supplied. 

As part of my duties at the Department of Commerce, on several occasions I have 
spoken to reporters on background, individually or as part of a group. I do not 
have speci fie records of such conversations and did not, at the time, maintain 
copies of subsequent articles for which I had provided comments or background. 
Based on personal recollection, J have located and am supplying all articles which 
I believe reference interviews in which I participated: 

Petitioners May Explore New Options 10 Boosl AD Margins in Reviews, INSIDE 
U.S. TRADE, Feb. 16,2012. Copy supplied. 

Commerce Rule Leaves Door Open 10 Possible Flilure Use ojZeroing, INSIDE 
U.S. TRADE, Feb. 16, 20 12. Copy supplied. 

Adminislralion Moving Ahead with Implementation o/Zeroing Decisions, INSIDE 
U.S. TRADE, Oct. 20,20 II. Copy supplied. 

Rossella Brevetti, Commerce o.Uicial Says Timing o/Zeroing Final Rule Cannot 
Be Predicled, BNA INTERNATIONAL TRADE DAILY, July 14,2011. Copy suppl ied. 

Commerce Official Downplays Date /01' Zeroing Final Rille in OIRA Report, 
INS IDE U.S . TRADE, July 13,20 II. Copy supplied. 
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us. Official Unsure Whether, When us. Will Issue Final Zeroing Proposal, 
INSIDE U.S . TRADE. June 2 1. 20 1 I (different version reprinted June 23, 201 I). 
Copies supplied. 

ommerce Still Mulling Whether It Will Use Zeroing in Some AD Reviews, INSIDE 
U.S. TRADE, Jan. 6, 20 1 I . Copy supplied. 

us. Continues Fight to Preserve Zeroing in Doha Despite New Proposal, INS IDE 
U.S. TRADE, Jan. 6, 20 1 I. Copy supplied. 

Details o/How, When Us. Will Comply With WTO Zeroing Cases Unclear, 
INSIDE U.S. TRADE, Jan. 6, 20 I I. Copy supplied. 

us. Still Examining Whether It Will Adjust Past Reviews in Zeroing Cases, 
INSIDE U.S. TRADE. Jan. 5, 20 1 I. Copy supplied. 

13. Judicial Office: State (chronologically) any judicial offices you have held, including 
positions as an administrative law judge. whether such position was elected or appointed, 
and a description of the jurisdiction of each such court. 

I have never been a .i udge. 

a. Approximately how many cases have you presided over that have gone to verd ict 
or judgment? __ _ 

I. Of these, approx imately what percent were: 

j ury trials: 
bench tri als: 

c ivil proceedings: 
criminal proceedings: 

_% 
_ % [total 100%] 

% 
_ % [total 100%] 

b. Provide citations for a ll opinions you have written, including concurrences and 
di ssents. 

c. For each of the 10 most significant cases over which you presided, provide: (I) a 
capsule summary of the nature the case; (2) the outcome of the case; (3) the name 
and contact information for counsel who had a signi ficant role in the trial of the 
case; and (3) the citation of the case (if reported) or the docket number and a copy 
of the opinion or judgment (if not reported). 

d. For each of the 10 most ignificant opinions you have written, provide: ( I) 
c itations tor those decisions that were published; (2) a copy of those deci sions that 
were not publ ished; and (3) Ihe names and contact information for the attorneys 
who played a signi ficant role in the case. 
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e. Provide a list of all cases in which certiorari was requested or granted. 

f. Provide a brief summary orand citations for all of your opinions where your 
decisions were reversed by a reviewing court or where your judgment was 
affirmed with significant criticism of your substantive or procedural rulings. If 
any of the opinions listed were not officially reported, provide copies of the 
opinions. 

g. Provide a description of the number and percentage of your decisions in which 
you issued an llllpublished opinion and the manner in which those unpublished 
opinions are filed andlor stored. 

h. Provide citations for significant opinions on federa l or state constitutional issues. 
together with the citation to appellate court rulings on such opinions. Ifany of the 
opinions listed were not ofticially reported , provide copies of the opinions. 

1. Provide citations to all cases in which you sat by designation on a federal court of 
appeals, including a brief summary of any opinions you authored, whether 
majority, dissenting, or concurring. and any dissent ing opinions you joined. 

14. Rccusal: If you are or have been ajudge, identify the basis by which you have assessed 
the necessity or propriety of recusal (I f yo ur court employs an "automatic" recusal system 
by which you may be recused without your knowledge, please include a general 
description of that system.) Provide a li st orany cases, motions or matters that have 
come before yo u in which a litigant or party has requested that you recuse yourself due to 
an asserted conflict of interest or in which you have recused yourself sua sponte. Identify 
each such case, and for each provide the following information: 

1 have never been a judge. 

a. whether your recusal was requested by a motion or other suggestion by a litigant 
or a party to the proceeding or by any other person or interested party; or if you 
recused yourself sua sponte; 

b. a brief description of the asserted conflict of interest or other ground for recusal; 

c. the procedure you followed in determining whether or not to recuse yourself; 

d. your reason for recusing or declining to recuse yourself: including any action 
taken to remove the real , apparent or asserted conflict of interest or to cure any 
oUler ground for recusal. 

15. Public Office, Political Activities and Affiliations: 

a. List chronologically any public offices you have held, other than judicial offices, 
including the terms of serv ice and whether such positions were elected or 
appointed. [fappointed, please include the name of the individual who appointed 
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you. Also, state chronologica lly any unsuccessful candidacies you have had for 
elective office or unsuccessful nominations for appointed office. 

I have never held publ ic office. I have never had any unsuccessfu l candidacies 
for elective office or unsuccessful nominations for appointed office. 

b. List all memberships and offices held in and services rendered, whether 
compensated or not, to any politica l party or election committee. If you have ever 
held a position or played a ro le in a political campaign, identi fy the particulars of 
the campaign, including the candidate, dates of the campaign, your titl e and 
responsibi lities . 

Member, Saxophone Club, Bill Clinton's Presidential Campaign (earl y 1990' s) 

Tn 1977 and 1979. Walker Wadsworth, my uncle. ran for ci ty council in Reading, 
Pennsylvania. As ajunior high and high school student , I did door-to-door 
canvassing and helped with elec ti on related mailings without compensation. 

16. Legal Career: Answer each part separately. 

a. Describe chronologically your law practice and legal experience after graduation 
from law school including: 

J. whether yo u served as clerk to a judge, and ifso, the name of the j udge, 
the court and the dates of the period yo u were a clerk; 

I have not served as a law clerk to aj udge. 

11. whether you practiced alone, and if so, the addresses and dates; 

I have not pract iced alone. 

III . the dates, names and addresses of law fimls or offices, companies or 
governmental agencies with which you have been affi liated , and the nature 
of yo ur affiliation with each. 

1988 - 1995 
Steptoe & Johnson 
1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
Associate 

1995 - Present 
U.S. Department of Commerce 
Office of Chief Counsel for Import Admi nistration 
140 I Constitution Avenue, NW 
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Washington, DC 20230 
Attorney (1995 - 1999) 
Senior Counsel (1999 - 2005) 
Deputy Chief Counsel (2005 - Present) 

2008 - 2009 (on detail from the Department of Commerce) 
United States I-louse of Representatives 
Committee on Ways and Means 
Subcommittee on Trade 
1 102 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 15 
Depaltment of Commerce Detaileerrrade Counsel 

IV. whether you served as a mediator or arbitrator in alternative dispute 
resolution proceedings and, ifso , a description of the 10 most s ignificant 
matters with which you were involved in that capacity. 

I have not served as a mediator or arbitrator in alternative dispute 
resolution proceedings. 

b. Describe: 

I. the general character of your law practice and indicate by date when its 
character has changed over the years. 

After graduation f"ol11 law school, I worked as an associate at Steptoe & 
Johnson. I began in the general litigation section, where I conducted legal 
research and document review related to government contracts and fa lse 
claims issues. After roughly 18 months, I transitioned into the 
international group where my work focused on unfair trade cases, mostly 
providing advice to foreign parties involved in antidumping and 
countervail ing duty cases before the United States International Trade 
Commission and the Uni ted States Department of Commerce. 

Since 1995, I have worked in the Office of Chief Counsel for Import 
Administration at the United States Department of Commerce. As a staff 
attorney, I provided legal advice to Import Administration officia ls 
regardi ng the conduct of antidumping and countervai ling duty 
investigations and provided legal support to them in negotiating 
suspension agreements with parties to these cases. As determinations 
were made and parties challenged those determinations in domestic courts. 
I drafted briefs for the United States Department of Justice in defense of 
the determinations and prepared the Justice attorneys for argument. 

[n 1999, I became a Senior Counsel in the Office of Chief Counsel for 
Imporl Administration. As a Senior Counsel , I provided supervisory 
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advice to staff attorneys working with the Import Administration in the 
conduct of antidumping and countervailing duty cases. In addition, I 
participated in defending determinations by the Import Admin istration in 
dispute settlement proceedings at the World Trade Organization (WTO) 
and provided senior level guidance on signi ficant issues in domestic 
litigation and in litigation before bi-national panels under the North 
American Free Trade Agreement. I also participated in the Doha Round 
of World Trade Organization negotiations to revise the Agreement on the 
Lmplementation of Article VI of the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade 1994 (the Antidumping Agreement), providing legal and 
negotiating advice to senior officials of the International Trade 
Administration. 

Since 2005, I have been the Deputy Chief Counsel for Import 
Administration. In that role, I am involved in the supervision of all 
aspects of the legal services provided by an office of approximately 30 
attorneys. I have continued to conduct and supervise litigation before 
World Trade Organization dispute settlement panels and its Appellate 
Body and I regularly coordinate these efforts with senior officials at the 
Office of the United States Trade Representative and the United States 
International Trade Commission. I have provided oversight and advice on 
significant legal issues in litigation before NAFT A Chapter 19 bi-national 
panels and before U.S. courts. I have advised agency and congressional 
officials regarding implementation of WTO dispute settlement reports and 
issues arising in the WTO Agreements as well as both the Doha Round 
rules negotiations and Trans-Pacific Partnership negotiations. In addition 
to my legal and supervisory duties, I also have been overseeing the office 
budget, office administration and hiring. 

I!. your typical clients and the areas at each period of your legal career, if 
any, in which you have specia li zed. 

While in private practice, much of my work was on behalf of foreign 
respondent companies such as Teijin, Ltd., Nippon Steel Corporation, and 
Ausimont, USA, involved in ant idumping proceedings before the United 
States Internalional Trade Commission and the United States Department 
of Commerce. Since 1995, the United States government has been my 
only client. 

c. Describe the percentage of your practice Ihat has been in litigation and whether 
you appeared in court frequently, occasionally, or not at all. If the frequency of 
your appearances in court varied. describe such variance, providing dates. 

In private practice, a significant amount of my work was involved in representing 
clients before administrative agencies in trade disputes, a quasi-judicial type of 
proceeding. I appeared in court twice, but did not argue either case. 
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As an attorney with the Office of the Chief Counsel for Import Administration, 
approximately one-half of my work has involved litigation before various 
tribunals. As a staff attorney, I drafted briefs for domestic litigation, assisted co­
counsel from the Department of Justice in preparing for oral argument, and 
attended hearings with them, but did not argue the cases. As a senior counsel and 
as Deputy Chief Counsel , I supervise the work of staft· attorneys on complex or 
high ly significant lit igation matters for the agency. J have also briefed and argued 
a nWllber of cases before international tribunals (bi-nat ional panels establi shed 
pursuant to Chapter 19 of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) 
and dispute settlement panels and the Appellate Body of the World Trade 
Organization (WTO)). For purposes of this response, J have included these 
international tribunals as '·other courts." 

I. Indicate the percentage oryour practice in: 
1. federal courts: 40% 
2. state courts of record: 0% 
3. other courts: 40% 
4. administrative agencies: 20% 

II. Indicate the percentage o/" your practice in: 
I . civil proceedings: 100% 
2. criminal proceedings: 0% 

d. State the number of cases in courts of record, including cases before 
administrative law judges. you tried to verdict, judgment or final decision (rather 
than sett led), indicating whether you were sole counsel , chief counsel, or associate 
counsel. 

While in private practice, I appeared in two cases as an associate counsel which 
were tried to final judgment. While with the United States Department of 
Commerce, I have appeared. as agency counsel, in 30 cases before the Court of 
International Trade, and at least 10 cases before the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit, each of which were tried to tinal judgment. In such cases, I 
drafted briefs or portions of briefs lor the Department of Justice (DOJ), assisted 
DOJ counsel in preparation for oral argument, and often attended oral argument 
wi th them. In addi tion, I have participated as co-counsel , arguing celtain issues, 
in three bi-national panels pursuant to the NOlth American Free Trade Agreement, 
and at least 10 dispute settlement proceedings at the World Trade Organization, 
all of which were defended through the issuance of a final report by the relevant 
dispute settlement body. 

I. What percentage of these trials were: 
1. jury: 
2. non-Jury: 
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e. Describe your practice. ifany, before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Supply four (4) copies of any briefs, amicus or otherwise, and, if applicable, any 
oral argument transcripts before the Supreme Court in connection with your 
practice. 

As agency counsel. I have worked with the United States Department of Justice, 
Office of the Solicitor General in successfu lly opposing writs of certiorari in 
Coms Staal BY v. DOC. 395 F.3d 1343 (Fed. Cir. 2005), cert. denied, 126 S. Ct. 
1023 (2006) and Timken Co. v. United States, 354 F.3d 1334 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 
cert. denied. mot. granted, Koyo Seiko Co. v. United States, 543 U.S. 976 (2004). 
In these cases, I supervised the preparation of draft oppositions to certiorari 
provided to the Office of the Solicitor General , advised members of that office on 
the intricacies of the unfair trade laws as they reviewed and revised the draft 
opposit ions, and reviewed the final product prior to filing. There were two 
subsequent effol1s to seek Supreme Court review of the same issues and I 
provided additional , but more limited, assistance in those successful oppositions 
to certiorari. SNR Roulements v. United States, 341 F. Supp. 2d 1334 (C.I.T. 
2004), aff'd, 210 Fed. Appx. 992 (Fed. Cir. 2006), cert . denied. mot. granted, 
JTEKT Corp. v. United States, 552 U.S. 1007 (2007); and Corus Staal BY v. 
Un ited States, 387 F. Supp. 2d 1291 (C.1.T. 2005). aff'd, 186 Fed. Appx . 997 
(Fed. Cir. 2006), cert. denied, 55 1 U.s . 1144 (2007). In all fou r of these cases, 
certiorari was denied. Copies of the oppositions are supplied. 

17. Litigation: Describe the ten (10) most significant litigated matters which you personally 
handled, whether or not you were the attorney of record. Give the citations, if the cases 
were reported, and the docket number and date if unreported. Give a capsule summary of 
the substance of each case. Identify the party or parties whom you represented; describe 
in detail the nature of your participation in the litigation and the final disposition of the 
case. Also state as to each case: 

a. the date of representation; 

b. the name of the court and the name of the judge or judges before whom the case 
was litigated; and 

c. the individual name. addresses. and telephone numbers of co-counsel and of 
principal counsel for each of the other parties. 

I. Ausimont USA. Inc. v. United States, 19 C.I.T. 151 , 882 F. Supp. 1087 (C.1.T. 
1995), Judge R. Kenton Musgrave. 

This case, from the time that I was in private practice, involved the appeal to the Court of 
International Trade of an affirmative finding by the United States Department of 
Commerce that Ausimont USA was circumventing an antidumping duty order. 
Commerce found circumvention based on Ausimont ' s importation of an intermediate 
product for finishing in a newly constructed facility in Texas. I had actively represented 
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Ausimont in the administrative proceeding (beginning in mid- I 99 I) and worked closely 
with the partner to develop the legal theories and draft the briefs for appeal of 
Commerce ' s decision. The court affirmed Commerce's decision to base its determination 
on a difference in value between the imported good and the finished good that considered 
qualitative factors and analogous production costs in ltaly and disregarded the costs 
incurred in Texas because it was a start-up operation incurring losses. 

Co-Counsel for the Plaintiff: 

Daniel J. Plaine (now retired) 

Counsel for Defendant United States: 

Michael Kane (now deceased) 

Jeffery Lowe (of counsel, representing the Department of Commerce) 
Mayer Brown 
1999 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20006 
(202) 263-382 1 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor E. /. Du Pont de Nemours & Co.: 

John Greenwald 
Cassidy Levy Kent 
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Suite 4500 
Washington, DC 20006 
(202) 567-2300 

2. Torrington Co. v. Un ited States, 22 C.I.T. 36,995 F. Supp. I 17 (C. I.T. (998), 
Judge Nicholas Tsoucalas. 

In this case, the court affirmed the United States Department of Commerce' s finding that 
certain automotive parts were not within the scope of the antidumping duty order on 
antifi-iction bearings. The court affirmed Commerce 's linding that the scope of the order 
was clear, that within the miscellaneous automotive parts classification, only so-called 
"wheel hub units" were included in the scope and all other products entering under that 
classification code were excluded. The court also affirmed Commerce 's decision not to 
consider new or add itional evidence about thi s scope issue some five years after the 
antidumping duty order was issued. I was the staff attorney on this case, advising the 
Import Administration officials making the scope determination, then working with the 
Department of Justice attorney to defend that determination. I drafted the brief filed with 
the U.S. Court of International Trade, prepared the Justice attorney for the oral argument 
and attended the argument. 
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Co-Counsel for Defendant United States: 

Cynthia Schultz 
Patton Boggs LLP 
2550 M Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
(202) 457-6343 

Counsel for the Plaintiff: 

James R. Cannon, J r. 
Cassidy Levy Kent 
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Sui te 4500 
Washington, DC 20006 
(202) 567-2300 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor Dana Corp.: 

Kazumune V. Kano 
Katten Muchin Rosenman 
525 West Monroe Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60661 
(3 12) 902-5200 

3. Elkem Metals Co. v. United States, 23 C.l.T. 170, 44 F. Supp. 2d 288 (C.I.T. 
1999), Judge Judith M. Barzilay. 

During the original investigation in this case, the United States Department of Commerce 
had entered into a suspension agreement with the Government of the Ukraine as an 
alternative to an antidumping duty order. The agreement required the Government of the 
Ukraine to limit the export quanti ty of the subject merchandise to the United States and to 
ensure that United States sales of that merchandise were at or above certain reference 
prices. Commerce an nually provided parties with an opportunity to request a review of 
the suspension agreement. Without taking advantage of these opportwlities, the domestic 
industry sought to invoke the Court of International Trade's residual jurisdiction. 
Distinguishing a prior case relied upon by the plaintiff, the Court dismissed the case for 
lack of subject matter jurisdiction, finding that the residual jurisdiction could not be 
invoked when jurisdiction under another provision could have been invoked and would 
not have been manifestly inadequate. 1 worked with the Department of Justice attorney 
in this case, drafting the brief tiled with the U.S. Court of International Trade, preparing 
the Justice attorney for the oral argument and attending the argument. 
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Co-Counsel for the Defendant: 

Lucius B. "Albie" Lau 
White & Case LLP 
701 Thil1eenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 626-3696 

Counsel for the Plaintiff: 

William D. Kramer 
DLA Piper 
500 Eighth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20004 
(202) 799-4420 

4. WTO Panel Report, United States - Anti-Dumping and Countervailing Measures 
on Steel Plate ITom India, WT/DS206/R and Corr. I (2002), Panel composed of 
Chailman Tim Groser and Members Salmiah Ramli and Luz Elena Reyes de la 
TOIl·e. 

In this World Trade Organization di spute, India challenged the consistency of certain 
provisions of the United States ' antidumping duty laws and a particular antidumping duty 
determination made by the United States Department of Commerce. The panel rejected 
India 's arguments and, instead, accepted the United States ' arguments that the provisions 
contained sufficient discretion such that Commerce could apply them in a WTO­
consistent manner. The panel did, however, find that Commerce had fai led to comply 
with its WTO obligations in one aspect of its determination. I was the lead attorney at the 
Department of Commerce on this case. I drafted substantial portions of the briefs filed 
with the panel , worked closely with attorneys from the United States Trade 
Representative's Office, and argued several aspects of the case to the dispute settlement 
panel. 

Co-Counsel for the United States: 

David 1. Ross 
WilmerHale 
1875 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20006 
(202) 663-6515 

Bruce Hirsh 
United States Senate 
Committee on Finance 
219 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
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Washington, DC 205 I 0 
(202) 224-435 I 

Counsel for India: 

Scott Andersen 
Sidley Austin LLP 
Rue de Lausanne 139 
Sixth Floor 
1202 Geneva, Switzerland 
(+4 1) 22-308-00-3 5 

Nei l Ellis 
Sidley Austin LLP 
150 I K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 736-8075 

5. WTO Panel Report, Uni ted States - Section I 29(c)(I) of the Uruguay Round 
Agreements Act, WT/DS22 I IR (2002), Panel composed of Chairperson Claudia 
Orozco and Members Simon Farbenbloom and Edmond McGovern. 

In this dispute, Canada challenged the consistency of a specific statutory provision as 
being inconsistent with the United States' World Trade Organization ob ligations. The 
provision in question provides that detenninations made by the United States Department 
of Commerce or the International Trade Commission, which the United States Trade 
Representative instructs Commerce to implement, are to be given effect as to imports that 
occur on or after the date the Trade Representative so instructs. As the lead attorney for 
the Department of Commerce, I worked closely wi th the lead attorney at the Office of the 
United States Trade Representative to develop an approach to the dispute that the panel 
ultimately adopted. We worked closely together, drafting the briefs, responding to more 
than 100 written questions from the panel, and arguing the case through two meetings 
wi th the panel. Ultimately, the panel accepted the Un ited States ' argument that the 
provision identi fi ed by Canada did not mandate how such prior imports were to be 
treated. 

Co-Counsel for the United States: 

David J. Ross 
WilmerHale 
1875 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20006 
(202) 663-65 15 
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Counsel tor Canada: 

Ton Zuijdwijk 
University of Ottawa 
57 Louis Pasteur Street 
Ottawa, Ontario KfN 6N5 
Canada 
(613) 562-5794 

6. Timken Co. v. United States, 354 F.3d 1334 (Fed. Cir. 2004), Judges Pauline 
Newman, William C. Bryson, and Sharon Prost. 

This was the first case taken to the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit in which a 
party sought to have the court fo llow a dispute sett lement report from the World Trade 
Organization Appellate Body addressing the issue of so-called "zeroing" - an 
antidumping calculation approach that does not permit the results of non-dumped sales to 
offset or reduce any dumping fou nd on other sales. While the court rejected the 
Goverrunent ' s argument that zeroing was required by the statute, the court agreed with 
the GoverrUl1ent that zeroing was a reasonable interpretat ion of the statute and that it 
prevented non-dumped sales from "masking" dumping that otherwise was occurring. 
The court also rejected the argument that the WTO dispute settlement finding, in a 
dispute involving the European Union and not the United States, should require a 
different result. While there were other issues involved in thi s case, my role in the case 
was focused on this "zeroing" issue, assisting in the development of the approach to the 
issue, supervising the drafting of the brief on thi s issue at Commerce and working closely 
with the Department of Just ice attorneys to prepare for the argument. 

Co-Counsel for Defendant United States: 

Claudia Burke 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
(202) 353-9063 

Counsel for the Plaint i ff: 

William A. Fennell 
Law Offices of Stewart and Stewart 
2 100 M Street, NW 
Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20037 
(202) 466-1246 
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Counsel for Defendant Koyo Seiko Co., Ltd.: 

Neil Ellis 
Sidley Austin LLP 
150 I K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 736-8075 

7. Corus Staal BY v. Department of Commerce, 395 FJd 1343 (Fed. Cir. 2005), 
Judges Haldane Robert Mayer, S. Jay Plager. and Sharon Prost. 

This was the first case involving an appeal of an antidumping duty investigation taken to 
the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit in which a party sought to have the court 
apply certain dispute settlement reports (including one addressing an antidumping 
investigation by the United States) from the World Trade Organization Appellate Body 
addressing the issue of '·zeroing." The court agreed with the Government's position that 
zeroing in the context of an investigation was a reasonable interpretation of the statute. 
The court declined to give deference to any WTO dispute settlement reports, even when 
there was a report finding against the use ofzeroing by the United States, unless and until 
that report was adopted by the United States pursuant to the statutory scheme adopted by 
Congress. [assisted in the development of the approach to the issue, supervised the 
drafting of the brief at Commerce and worked with the Department of Justice attorneys to 
prepare for the argument. 

Co-Counsel for Defendant Department of Commerce: 

Jeanne Davidson 
U.S. Depaltment of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
(202) 616-8277 

Counsel for the PlaintifTs: 

Richard O. Cunningham 
Steptoe & Johnson LLP 
1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 429-6434 

Counsel for Defendant United States Steel Corporation: 

Ellen J. Schneider 
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP 
1440 New York Avenue, NW 
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Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 371-7099 

8. World Trade Organization Dispute Regarding Softwood Lumber from Canada 
Antidumping rnvestigation. 

Implementation Dispute: Panel Report, United States - Final Dumping Determination on 
Softwood Lumber from Canada - Recourse to Article 21.5 of the DSU by Canada, 
WT/DS264/RW (2006), Panel composed of Chairman Touliq Ali and Members Gerhard 
Hannes Welge and Adrian Makuc, as reversed by the Appellate Body Report, 
WT/DS264/AB/RW (2006), Appellate Body composed of Presiding Member Georges 
Abi-Saab and Members Luiz Olavo Baptista and Giorgio Sacerdoti. 

After the Appellate Body found that "zeroing" in the investigation was inconsistent with 
certain language in the Agreement, the United States recalculated the antidumping duty 
margins by using a different comparison methodology not implicated by that language. 
Canada challenged the implementation, arguing that the United States continued to use 
zeroing and that even with thi s different methodology, that use was inconsistent with the 
Antidumping Agreement. The implementation panel rejected Canada' s claim, finding 
that the Appellate Body's earl ier rejection of zeroing was based on specific text limited to 
one methodology when used in investigations. The Appellate Body disagreed with the 
panel, finding that the use of zeroing was inconsistent with WTO obligations even in the 
context of the comparison methodology used in the implementation proceeding. In doing 
so, the Appellate Body adopted different textual bases for its findings than it had in the 
initial dispute. Throughout thi s dispute, I was the lead Department of Commerce 
attorney on the zero ing issue, drafting the briefs and arguing the issues before both the 
panel and the Appellate Body. 

Co-Counsel for the United States: 

Theodore R. Posner 
Weil , Gotshal & Manges LLP 
1300 Eye Street, NW 
Suite 900 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 682-7064 

Counsel for Canada: 

Rambod Behboodi 
Department of Finance 
General Legal Services Division 
140 O'Connor Street 
Ottawa, Ontario K I A 005 
Canada 
(613) 995-8724 
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9. In the Matter of Certain Softwood Lumber Prod ucts from Canada: Final 
Affirmati ve Antidumping Determination, Panel No. USA-CDA-2002-1 904-02, 
2003 FTAPD LEXIS 7 (2003), remanded, 2004 FTAPD LEXIS 2 (2004), 
remanded,2005 FTAPD LEXlS 5 (2005), Panel composed of Chairman John M. 
Peterson, and Members Jeffe ry Atik , Ivan R. Feltham, W. Roy Hines, and Leon 
Trakman. 

Concurrent with the World Trade Organization dispute discussed above, Canada and 
various respondent companies and associations challenged the United States Department 
of Commerce antidumping duty determination before a bi-national panel composed 
pursuant to Chapter 19 oC the North American Free Trade Agreement. While there were 
numerous issues in dispute, my involvement was focused on briefing and arguing the 
challenge to Commerce's use of the "zeroing" methodology. 

In its initial decision, the panel found that the statute was ambiguous as to the question of 
zeroing and affirmed the use of zero ing as reasonable. The panel took note of the WTO 
dispute and suggested that if the WTO dispute were to result in a fi nding against the 
United States, the panel might find the use of zero ing to be unreasonable. While thi s 
panel process played itselfo ut, the WTO Appellate Body issued its findings that the use 
of zeroing in the investigation was inconsistent with the WTO Antidumping Agreement. 
The NAFTA panel ordered additional argument, the resul t of which was a third remand 
order because the panel now considered zeroing to be an unreasonable interpretation 
because it was inconsistent with the United States' WTO obligations. 

Counsel for Canada: 

M. Jean Anderson 
Wei l, Gotshal & Manges LLP 
1300 Eye Street, NW 
Suite 900 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 682-7217 

Counsel fo r West Fraser Mills Ltd. : 

Gracia Berg 
1050 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 887-3644 

Counsel for Ontario Forest Industries Association, Ontario Lumber Manufacturers 
Association, and Tembec, Inc.: 

E lUot J. Feldman 
Baker Hostetler 
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1050 COimecticut Avenue, NW 
Suite 11 00 
Washi ngton, DC 20036 
(202) 86 1-1 679 

Counsel for the Coalition for Fair Lum ber Im ports Executi ve Committee: 

I-larry L. Clark 
Dewey & LeBoeuf 
11 0 1 New York Avenue, N W 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 346-7980 

Bradford L. Ward 
Office of the Uni ted States Trade Representati ve 
~OO 17th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 
(202) 395-1 282 

10. World Trade Organization Dispute Regarding the Methodology for Calculating 
Dumping Margins. 

Initial Dispute : Panel Report, United States - Laws. Regulations and Methodology for 
Calculating Dumping Margins ("Zero ing"), WT/DS294/R (2005), Panel composed of 
Chairman Crawto rd Falconer and Members Hans-Friedri ch Bese ler and William Davey, 
as modifi ed by the Appellate Body Report, WT/DS294/ABIR (2006), Appellate Body 
composed of Presid ing Member Giorgio Sacerdoti and Members Merit E. Janow and 
Yasuhei Taniguchi. 

This di spute was brought by the European Union against the use of "zeroing" by the 
United States both in antidumping investigations and, fo r the ti rst time, in administrati ve 
rev iew determinations. The panel fo llowed the prior Appellate Body fi ndings and, on 
that basis, di stinguished between zeroing in investigations (inconsistent) and zeroing in 
rev iews (consistent). The Appellate Body affirnled the panel' s finding with regard to 
investigations; however, with regard to administrative reviews, the Appellate Body 
rej ected the panel's reasoning and , instead, adopted a di stinct line of reasoning to find 
that the United States' use of zeroing in administrati ve reviews was WTO inconsistent. 
In thi s di spute. I drafted and supervised the drafting of most of the briefs submitted on 
behalf of the United States and argued the posi tion of the United States before both the 
panel and the Appellate Body. Subsequently. [ worked closely with attorneys from the 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative both in the implementation di spute and in the 
negotiation with the European Union of the agreement on additional domestic actions that 
would lead towards resolut ion of the dispute. 
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Co-Counsel for the United States: 

For the Initia[ Dispute: 

William D. " Dan" Hunter 
Office of the United Stales Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 
(202) 395-3858 

For the Negotiations: 

William Busis 
Office of the United States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 
(202) 395-3058 

Tim Reif 
Genera[ Counsel 
Office of the United States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 
(202) 395-3 [50 

Counsel for the European Union: 

For the Initial Dispute: 

.l ames Flett 
European Commission 
Berlaymont 
Office 2/255 
Rue de [a Loi 200 
Brussels 
Be[gium 
(+32) 2-296-6580 

For the Negotiations: 

Martin Lukas 
European Commission 
Rue de la Loi 170 
1040 Brusse[s 
Belgium 
(+32) 2-299-1 111 
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18. Legal Activities: Describe the most significant legal activities you have pursued, 
including significant litigation which did not progress to trial or legal matters that did not 
involve litigation. Describe fully the nature of your participation in these activities. List 
any client(s) or organization(s) for whom you performed lobbying activities and describe 
the lobbying activities you performed on behalf of such client(s) or organizations(s). 
(Note: As to any facts requested in this question. please omit any information protected 
by the attorney-client privilege.) 

As an attorney in the Office of Chief Counsel tor Import Administration, I participated in 
a number of matters that were resolved without litigation, as well as other matters that, 
despite litigation, nevertheless required a negotiated resolution. Four of the most 
signi ficant examples are: 

Mexican Tomatoes Suspension Agreemen/: This suspension agreement resolved a 
complex antidumping duty investigation involving tomato imports from Mexico. The 
investigation arose soon after the NOl1h American Free Trade Agreement went into effect 
and was a source of signi ficant concern fo r the Government of Mexico. The suspension 
agreement that was entered into with the Mexican tomato producers relied on a rarely 
uti lized provision of the law and effectively resolved this difficult issue. 

Comprehensive Sleel Agreellleni with Russia: In the late 1990' s, Russia' s emergence as a 
steel exporter was a matter of concern to domestic steel producers. After several 
antidumping investigations resulted in individual suspension agreements with Russia, the 
two governments entered into talks to seek a broader resolution with respect to steel 
trade. The novel so lution we developed was an executive agreement, entered into 
pursuant to section 125 of the Trade Act of 1974, which established an export limit 
regi me in effect for five years and covered 16 major categories of steel products. I 
participated in the negotiation of the agreement and was a primary drafter of the text. 

Doha Rules Negotialions: The Doha Round of trade negotiations was launched in late 
2001 and included a "Rules Negotiating Group." Within the mandate of that group is the 
World Trade Organization Antidumping Agreement, establishing the basic rules for 
conducting antidumping investigations and reviews of antidumping measures. I have 
been a member of the team representing the United States in these negotiations for almost 
a decade and have drafted or edited numerous tormal and informal submissions to the 
negotiating group - taking into account both prior dispute settlement experience and 
concerns about potential future dispute settlement exposure. 

Informal Agreements wilh European Union and Japan Regarding Zeroing 
implememalion: The use of so-called "zeroing" (not allowing non-dumped sales to offset 
the dumping found on other sales) was found to be inconsistent with the United States' 
obligations under the World Trade Organization Agreements in two disputes involving 
the European Union and one involving Japan. After those reports were adopted , the 
United States had a period of time to implement the reports. Follow-on disputes resulted 
in findings that the United States had not taken appropriate action to comply with the 
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findings and the European Union and Japan sought retaliation rights against U.S. exports 
worth hundreds of millions of dollars. Over a period of more than two years, I was a 
member of a team devoted to developing a defensible implementation approach and 
negotiating agreements with the European Union and Japan to allow that implementation 
approach to be put into effect and draw the disputes towards resolution. 

I have never perfo rmed lobbying activi ties or registered as a lobbyist. 

19. Teaching: What courses have you taught? For each course, state the title, the institution 
at which you taught the course, the years in which you taught the course, and describe 
briefl y the subject matter of the course and the maj or topics taught. If you have a 
sy llabus of each course, provide fo ur (4) copies to the committee. 

I have not taught any courses. 

20. Defe.·red Income/ Future Benefits: List the sources, amounts and dates of all 
anticipated receipts from deferred income arrangements, stock, options, uncompleted 
contracts and other future benellts which you expect to deri ve from previous business 
relationships, professional services, fi rm memberships, former employers, clients or 
customers. Describe the arrangements you have made to be compensated in the future 
fo r any financial or business interest. 

I have no such arrangements. 

21. Outside Commitments During Court Service: Do you have any plans, comm itments. 
or agreements to pursue outside employment. with or without compensation. during your 
service with the court? Ifso, explain. 

I am currently the Treasurer (uncompensated) fo r my local non-profit homeowners 
association of 42 homes. This association holds a small piece of common land and 
accounts at a local bank. As a current goverrunent employee, I recuse myself from any 
representation of the association before any federal government agency (e.g., I would not 
represent it before the Interna l Revenue Service) and, if I am confirmed, I would continue 
to limit my ro le as the associat ion Treasurer in the same maruler. 

22. Sources oflncome: List sources and amounts of all income received during the calendar 
year preceding your nominat ion and for the cun'ent calendar year, including all salaries, 
fees, dividends, interest, gifts, rents, royalties, licensing fees , honorari a, and other items 
exceeding $500 or more (if you prefer to do so, copies ofthe financial di sclosure report, 
required by the Ethics in Government Act of 1978. may be substituted here). 

See attached Financial Disclosure Report. 

23. Statement of Net Worth : Please complete the attached financial net worth statement in 
detail (add schedules as called for). 
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See attached Net Worth Statement. 

24. Potential Conflicts of Intcrcst: 

a. Identify the family members or other persons, pal1ies, categories of litigation, and 
financial arrangements that are likely to present potential conflicts-oF-interest 
when you first ass ume the position to which you have been nominated. Explain 
how you would address any such contli ct ifit were to arise. 

My wife is a Principal with Capitol Counsel LLC. If I am confirmed, I would 
recuse myself from cases involving clients of Capitol Counsel. I also would 
recuse myself from all cases from the United States Department of Commerce, 
International Trade Administration, Import Administration for a period of 18 
months, as well as any subsequent cases from Import Administration over which [ 
had supervisory responsibility. Because of the statutory dead lines for completing 
the administrative proceedings, any determination appealed to the Court of 
International Trade after 18 months would likely have been initiated after my 
departure from the Department. I would use court procedures to identify the cases 
in which the contlict could ari se and [ would take appropriate action. 

b. Explain how you will resolve any potential conflict of interest, including the 
procedure you will follow in determining these areas of concern. 

If I am confirmed, I would follow the federal recusal statutes and the Code of 
Conduct for United States Judges. Irany issue ofa potential conflict were to 
arise, [would consult with applicable statutes and the Code and, ifnecessary, 
would seek advice from the Judicial Conference. In cases of uncertainty, I would 
err on the side of recusal. 

25. Pro Bono Work: An ethical consideration under Canon 2 of the American Bar 
Association 's Code of Professional Responsibility calls for "every lawyer, regardless of 
professional prominence or professional workload, to find some time to participate in 
serving the disadvantaged." Describe what you have done to fulfill these responsibilities, 
li sting specific instances and the amount of time devoted to each. 

Because of the conflicts that can arise as a government attorney providing pro bono 
services, I have not provided trad itional pro bono services since becoming an at10rney 
with the Department of Commerce. However, while I was in private practice, I provided 
pro bono services to an individual seeking political asylum based on the persecution he 
would have suffered if returned to hi s native country. In addition, I have served the 
community as a tutor for disadvantaged students in the District of Columbia. I have also 
devoted time to counsel currcnt and former college and law students on government 
service opportunities. 
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26. Selection Process: 

a. Please describe your experience in the entire judicia l selection process, from 
beginning to end (including the circumstances which led to your nomination and 
the interviews in which you participated). Is there a selection commission in your 
jurisdiction to recommend candidates for nomination to the federal courts? If so, 
please include that process in your description, as well as whether the commission 
recommended your nomination. List the dates of all interviews or 
communications you had with the White House staff or the Justice Department 
regarding this nomination. Do not include any contacts with Federal Bureau of 
Investigation personnel concerning your nomination. 

In 2009, while I was on detail to the House Ways and Means Committee, I 
discussed my possible interest in becoming aj udge on the Court of International 
Trade with the Staff Director of the Trade Subcommittee. In 20 II , when I 
learned that two seats had become available on the Court, I again contacted the 
Staff Director to express my interest. In November 20 II . the Staff Director 
forwarded my resume and statement of interest to the White House Office of 
Legislative Affairs. 

Since April 13,2012, I have been in contact with official s from the Office of 
Legal Policy at the Department of Justice. On May 23 , 20 12, I met with officials 
from the White House Counsel's Office and the Department of Justice in 
Washington, DC. On July 12, 20 12, the President submitted my nomination to 
the Senate. 

b. Has anyone invo lved in the process of selecting you as ajudicia1nominee 
discussed with you any currentl y pending or speci fi c case, legal issue or question 
in a manner that could reasonably be interpreted as seeking any express or 
implied assurances concerning your position on such case, issue, or question? If 
so, explain fully. 

No. 
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(5 U.s.c. tlpp. §§ 101·'11) 

3. Ih!e of Itl' llOr! 

07/12/2012 

6. Ih'IJUrti ng I' l' riod 

0 1/01/20 11 
10 

06/15/20 12 

IMPORT ANT NOTES: The im;(rIlCfhlll.~ (lccolllp(lIIyillK Iltis/vrlll IIIl1sl be fiJllolI'etl. COlllplel e (1/1 p(lrlS, 

C/U'ckillJ; Ihe NON£ boxjilr ('liCit plln ",1tf!rI! )'ou "tII 'e lUI rC!{JtuflIbie illfiJrmltlillfl. II,serl .n't.:mllurc VII Ilisl puge. 

I. POSt T IONS. (Ut'Jlllrlill): ill/lMlhlll! Imfy: ,~.'t' 1'fJ. 9·Jj f/ffifill.t: ill ,drlll'litlll.'.) 

D NONE (No reportable positiOlls.) 

POSITION NAME OF ORGANIZA TIONIENTITY 

I . Treasurer C hesterro rd COlntnun ilY Associa tio n 

2. 

) 

4. 

5. 

II. A G R E E M EN l~S. (He,mrl;"): ;mfit-itlllllllllll)'j ., ','j' PI" 1,/· I II of Jililll! i IlSlrunioll'.) 

LZl NONE (No reportable agreelllellis.) 

PARTIES AND TERMS 

I. 

2 

3. 



FINANCIAL DI SCLOSU RE REPORT 
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Nanu' of !'erson Ucp()l'I in)! 

lJ:lrncll , Mark A. 

III. 0 N-I N V ESTM ENT I N CO M E. fll~·p/l rl;"f.: ;1II/i,'; ,111111 11I/11.'pUII.>,, ; Si't'I'I" 17-1.I1Iffili" f.: i",~'rrI (lhms.) 

A. Filer's Non-Inves tment Income 

[Z] NONE (No reportable nOI1-;lIveslmelll income.) 

NO TYP E 

I. 

2. 

J. 

4 

B. Spouse's Non-I nvcslm cnl I " com e - lf J'lIll IIwe IImrr;I'II,I1"i,,): till)' (IIIrtillllll/' " '' ft'/lIJrlillK J'l'ur, ,'/l lI/plt·,f' lhi~' ,wclilJII, 

,Olll/O,. II",mm/IlOII I'lllll/'ell t'.'lel/llm IWI/arm III.) 

o NONE (No repurtahle 11Ofl -illvesllllellf iI/come.) 

SO R E AND TY PE 

I. 20 I I Capitol Counse l LLC (salary) 

2 2012 Capito l Coullsel LLC (salary) 

I V. RE 1MB U RS EM ENTS - trtIllSp(lrrllfifll/ , I lJIiK;IIK. / flfll/, t'IIrl'r/fl illllll' II/. 

o NONE (No repurrahle reimbllrselll ell ls.j 

SOU RCE DATES La 'AT I N PURPOSE 

I. EXEMPT 

2. 

3, 

5 

07/ 121201 2 

OME 
(yours, not spouse's) 
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NU IIU' of I'cnon Rcporling 

Ibrucn, l\ l ar k A, 

V. G [FTS. (llIdlllle.\ 11111.\1' Itl l/IIIII .\I' 111111 Ih'pr'lIIh'lIl chillin'/I: ,\ '1'1' PI'. 28.)I,'/Jilill): ill .~/rllt·/itll •.•• ) 

o NONE (No l'epol'lIIble giJis.; 

SOURCE PESCRIPTION 

I. EXEM PT 

2. 

3 

5. 

v [. LIAB [LITI ES. (1IIdlllil'.\· IIIIIU /I/l /WIISt' anll Ih,-pi'" d" /I l dlillir/'t.: UI.' /1/', ,'1·)) II/filii.): imlrf/ ('riIJII.\,) 

[Z] NONE (No I'epol'rable liabilities.) 

I. 

2 

3 . 

• 1. 

5 

07/ 121201 2 

VALUE 

DE 
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VI t. INVESTMENTS and TRUSTS - ;111: 111111'. 1'1/1111', t rllllSUf / iu lIS (I,,!'I/Illes t/w.w' f!JJJlIII/se I//If/ def/c /lJellld,ildre,,; .\'ce flP. 34-60 I1lft/illC i/lstr/l('/il1l/.~.) 

D NONE (No reportable income, assels, or transactiol1s.) 

I 

1 

J. 

4 

5. 

G 

7 

S. 

9. 

10. 

II 

12. 

13 

14. 

15 

16 

17. 

I 

A 

Descnpt;on of ASS('!S 

(indudmg "'1St "SS~' IS) 

(' JOIce "(X)" afieT each assel 

exempt from prior disclosure 

Orokcragc Accounl II 1 

• SEI Ta.'(-Manllged Large C<lP Fu nd 

- SEI T<lx-Mrmagcd Smull Cap Fund 

- SEI lmemullonni Equi ly Fund 

- SEI Emergi ng Markels Equi ly Fund 

- SEl lnlcnncdialc-Tcrm M Ull l Fund 

- SEI High Yield Oond Fund 

- SEI Intcmationnl Fixed Income Fund 

- SEI Emerging Markets Debt Fund 

- SEI Tax Free Fund 

Brokerage Account ~ 2 

- SEI Tax -Managed L:lrgc Cap Fund 

- SEI Tax-Managed Small Cnp Fund 

- SEI lntemational Equity Fund 

- SEI Emergi ng Markets EqUity Fund 

- SEI Intennediale-Tcnn M UIlI Fund 

- SE I High Yie ld Oond Fund 

1I1\"0l11C G311l Codes' A S 1.000 or I.'S, 

(Sec Colu!1Ul) B I 3nd [).l) , S50JIUI • UOII.OOO 

2 Vllluc ('Ulks J $1 .~,OOOo, Ic) ~ 

(Sec ('olumn~ CI and 1).\) N 125(),OO I • $500.000 

Il. c. 
Im:ome during Gross \'lIluc ,It I.'lld 

r<:ponlllg rcriod ufrcpnr1ing pcnoo 

I I) (2) (I) (2) ( I ) 

Amount Type (e.g .• Value Yulul' Type (e.g .. 
Code I div .. rent. Code 1. Method buy, sell , 
(A-I I) orml.) (1-1') Code) redemption) 

\0-\1/) 

Exempt 

A Dividend L T 

A Dividend J T 

A Dividend K T 

A Dividend J T 

H Div idend K T 

A Dividend J T 

A Dividend J T 

A Dividend J T 

A Dividend J ., 

A Dividend K T 

A Dividend J T 

A Dividend J T 

A DIVidend J T 

H DiVidend K T 

A Div idend J T 

B SI.OOI - S15OO C S2.S01 . 55.()00 

G 1100.001 - u.OOO.UOU III SI.OOO.OOI • $5.000,000 

K o.S I 5.001 • $'0.000 , 550,0I1I ·5100.000 

o ~SSOO.OOI - $I,OUO.OOO 1' 1" 51.000.001· S5.000,000 
I'J -S2~,OOO.OO I ·150.00I),()OO 1' ·1 " Morc thnn S50.000.000 

\ Vahll.' MI.'t/,ud Codes Q · Appr:n:;'11 R CO~1 (Rcal EMnlc Onl)') S "A~SO:SSnt\'nl 

\~kc Column e21 U l1 oo ~ Value V ~Olhcr W .. r:'ll"~'le,1 

D. 
rrJllS:IClions durmg reponing penod 

(2) (.1) (4) 

Dale Value Gain 

111111/dd!yy Code 2 Co<k I 

(J-I' ) lA-I I) 

o "SHIOI - SlS.OOO .. 
112 ~M{Orc t/t3n S5.000.000 

M SIOO.OOI - S2S0.01l() 

1'2 S5.000.OO I • S25.00u,(H1I1 

T C~<h M~rkel 

15) 

Identity of 

buyer/seller 

(ifprivlIlc 

lransnction) 

SU,OOI· S50.000 
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Date or RCllo r l 

07/ 12120 12 

V II. lNY ES1"M ENTS and TR USTS _ i",: /Jlllr', ,'uJIIf'. Iftll' ,\Ilt',ilm,1 (/1II:lmln ,IIIIS/' IIf.lPOII)'j' uml lit'/JI'IlIleIlI "hill/rell; .WI' PI'. J4·60 fllji/ill): jllSlrtll'/illll.l.) 

D NONE (No reportable income. assets, or transactiol1.\',) 

18. 

I ~ 

20. 

21 

22 

23 . 

24. 

25. 

26, 

27. 

28 

29 

30. 

31. 

32. 

JJ 

34 

A. 

Descrlpu UIl of 1\ ~ScIS 

(lIIc1udlng truSI IlSSCIS) 

Place "(Xl" ufler c:lch ;IsseI 

exempt from prior disclosure 

- SEI Intcmational Fixed Income Fund 

- SEI Emergmg Markets Debt Fund 

• SEI Primc ObligatIOn Fund 

Brokerage Account 113 

· SEI Large C<1P Value Fund 

• SEI Large Cap Growth Fund 

- SEI Small Cap Growth Fund 

- SEI Sm<1 11 Cnl) Value Fund 

- SElllltcm:uional Equi ty Fund 

- SEI Emerging Markets Equity Fund 

· SEI Corc Fi xed Income Fund 

- SEI High Yield Bond Fund 

- SEI Inlcmalional Fixed Income Fund 

• SEI Emerging Mnrkets Debt Fund 

Brokemge Accounlll4 

- SEI GNMA hillel 

- SEI Core Fixed Income Fund 

1 Incllm..- Gain Codes A ~ 1.000 or I~ss 

\Sc,- ("OIIlUlI1~ 81 and 1).1) , 550.001- ~IOO.()oo 

~ Valut· Lode, J S I S.Utltl or IC5~ 

,Se,· t' uhllun,C I ~nd Ill) N " S250.001 - 5500.000 

B. 
Illeumi.' uurmg 

reponing pertod 

(I) (2) 

Amoum Type (e.g., 
Gode I dl ... . , relll, 
(/\ - Jl ) or inl.) 

A Dividend 

A Dividend 

A Di Vidend 

A Dividend 

A DIvidend 

A Dividend 

A Dividend 

A Di vidend 

,\ Dividend 

B Di vidend 

A IJl vidcnu 

A DiVidend 

A Dividend 

IJ Dividend 

C Di vl dcnd 

U "SI.OOI - SUOO 

c. 
Oro~s yulue al end 

ofrcf'/ortlllil [lcrioo 

(I) (2) 

Value Valui.': 

COOl.' 2 f',.-1clhod 

0- 1' ) Code) 

(Q. W) 

J 'I 

J T 

J r 

K T 

K T 

J T 

J 'I 

K T 

J T 

K T 

J T 

J T 

J T 

M T 

L T 

II) 
Type (e .g., 

buy, sell. 
n.:lIclllplion) 

C Sl,SUI ·55,000 

G - S IUU.UIH - S I ,I)()O.OOO III " 51.000.001 - S5.UOO,OIlO 

K 515.001 - SSU.OOO I. 550,1101 _ 5100,000 

o " $SOO.IIOI _ SI.OOO.OOU 
'" 

S 1.000.00 I - SS.OOO,ouO 
1'3 · 'S2S,OIlO.OO I - S50,OIlO,0I)tJ '" M(l"; IlIal1 S~O.OOtl.OUO 

j. \'~JII~ ~1clh"d Cock) Q APIlr:lIsal R ("0,1 jl(c~II:S191~ Only) S A,,,:s""em 
(s.:c Column ("2) U " Book Valu.' V "'Olh~r W -Esllln~ lcd 

D. 

Tr.mS:H.:llons dUring n.:purlulll pcnod 

(2) (J) \.1) 

Dale Value G:llll 

mm/tld!yy Cod ... :! Codc 1 

(J. I') (A·II) 

I) SS.ool -SIS.OOO 

II ;! " More lImn SS.\XlO,()OO 

M ~SIOO,OOI - S250.000 

J' 2 S5.11OO,utJ 1 - S25.000.000 

I' t'D~h Mnrlel 

(51 

Idcnll1yof 

buyer/se ller 

(If pnVlIte 

l ranS:lctloLl) 

E " SIS.OUI - S50,OOl) 
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N:1I111.' uf !'{'rson [{ l'porti ng 

Barlll'lI , Mark A. 

0:1\ (' of [{ (' llO r l 

07112/20 12 

V II. INV ESTMENTS and T R us~rs .. i llClllllt', I'II/IIC, /rtlll ,\'/Wf;IIII ,1 (1,, /'III/It-,1 OW,I'e "/Sf'tlMe IlIId Ikpt'ndl'lIt ('hiM"'II : .~I't' Ilfi. 14·60 oJ Jifi/l~ i",Wflff /hm,\',j 

o NONE (No reportable income, assets, or (raI/Sac/ iOI1S.) 

35. 

36 

37. 

38. 

39_ 

40_ 

·1) 

42, 

43. 

, 

". 
Description of Assets 

(including trust assels) 

[' lllce "(X)" after c;lch asset 

ell.empl from prior disc losure 

- SEI Short-Duration Government Fund 

- SEI Primc Obli gat ion Fund 

I3rokcmgc AccOUIlI #5 

- SEI Core Fixed Income Fund 

Virginia Education Savings Trust. Potomac 
Portfolio 

Virginia Education Snvings Trust. 
Aggrcssiw Portfolio 

Vi rgi nia Education Savin gs Trust. Enslenl 
Shore Portfoho 

Jnnus Twenty Fund 

Congressional Federal Credit Union 
Accounts 

10<'''Ilie G~m Cu(ks; A '"'5 I ,000 (')f kS5 

(Sec (."ululI\n~ HI and 0,1) F-"'SSO,OOI - 5100,000 

! Yaillc ('odc~ J ~ SJ5,OOllnr l l:$~ 

(S",c ('()Iu"m~ C I alld OJ) N '-'52511,001 - S5oo,ooo 

". c. 
Im:omc during Gross va lue al end 

Tl!!}Onillg period of report ing perilxl 

( I ) (2) (I) (ll (I ) 

A mouUl 1 'y[IC (c.g... Value V"IIIe ']YIW(C.g., 

Cudc I di v., re LlI. Code 2 Method buy, sell , 

(Mil or in t.) (J-P) Cod(- J redemption) 

(O- W) 

A Dividend J T 

A Di vidcnd J T 

8 Di vidend J I' 

NOllc L T 

NOllc K T 

None K T 

0 Di vi dend J T 

A Interest M T 

IJ "'SI,OO I _i2,SUO (." " 52,50 I - S5,OOO 

G - SIOO,OOI-SI.()(JU,()II(J II! 3$1.I)()(l,UO I _ S5,OtKI,UIIO 

K - SI5,UOI _ 550,000 L 550,001 - 5100,000 

o " Uoo,OOI - 51.000,000 1'1 "SI.OOO,OOI - 55,000,000 

1'3 " 525,000,001 - 5511,000,000 1'-1 '-More Ihno S50,OOO,O(}(l 
1 Vulu~ i\.I clh()d C'lIks Q "'/\ppral)31 " ('ost (Real ESI31C Only) S t\sscs~mcm 

(Sc~ CululIIl! ("2) U ~Boo~ Yah", V Othn W "{;.stlilialct! 

o. 
Trn l1S:1ctions during reponing periot! 

(2 ) (l ) (4 ) 

D:nc V:,luc GaUl 

II1m/dcFyy Codc 2 Codl.' I 

0-1') (A-H) 

0 - $5,001 - 515,000 E 

11 2 ·M"'...., Ihfin 55,000,000 

" 5100,001 - 5250,000 

1'2 - 55,000,001 ·525,000,000 

T '''('1\)11 M:Lrk~1 

(5, 

Id\"utity 1)( 

buyer/sd ler 

( Ifp n v:lli.'­

transaction) 

515,001 - S50,OOO 
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VIII. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR EXI'LANA TlONS. /I ,,,II'·"" '''''''V',,,,",,.j 

Dille of I{ CI IOI'! 

071121201 2 
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IX. CERTIFICATIO 

J certify that all information l:iwlI allo"c (illcludillg iurormlilion (ll'rta ining 10 Ill)' s pou se :1I\t! minor or dcpcnd clII chihkc lI , if :.l ll )') is 

07112120 12 

:H:c uralt' , frill', ami co mpl NC to thl' best of 111)' knowledge and hc li l'f. IlIId that allY illfonmlliolJ tlOl reporled was withheld hcc:lusc it lIIel applicahle Statulor,) 
provisions permitting non-disclosure. 

I fUrlhl'I' c('rlify til :H curlled inconll' from ou tside l'mploY lll cnt and hUllorari:1 and the m:ccJlluncc of girts w hic h have bel' u rcpor lctl are ill 
comp li ance wilh 1Ill' IJrovisio ns of5 U.S.C. :11'1'. § SO Il't. seq., 5 U.S.c. § 735.1, IIlId Judicial Conference regul lliiolls. 

Sign,,,,,e: sf Ma rk A. Barnett 

NOTE: ANY IND IVIDUAL WI-tO KNOWINGLY I\ NO WILI ,FULLY FALSI FIES OR FAI LSTO fiLE T ill S HEllOHT MAY DE SUIlJ£CTTO CIVIL 
AND CIl I ~IINAL SANCTIONS (S U.S.c. "pp. § 1114) 

Committee 011 Financia l Disclosure 
Administra ti ve omcc of the United Stutes Courts 
Suitc 2-30 I 
Onc Co lumbus Circle, N.E. 
Washinglon , D.C. 20544 



FINANCIAL STATEMENT 

NET WORTH 

Provide a comp lete. current financial net worth statement which item izes in detail all assels (including bank 
accounts, real estate, securities, trusts, investmcms, and other fin ancial holdings) a ll liabilities ( including debts, 
mortgages, loans, and other financial obligmions) of yourse lf, your spouse, and ot her immediate members of your 
household . 

ASSETS LIABILITIES 

Cash on band and in banks 102 658 Nows payable to bl:lllks·sCCllrcd (auto) 14 

u.s. Government sccurili t:s NOles payable 10 banks-ullsecured 

List!.!d sccuritil!s - sec schedule 626 461 NOles payable to rdatives 

Un listed securities - Sl!t.::- schc(hJlc 125 565 Noles payable to others 

Accounts and notes receivab le: Accounts and bills due 

Due from rdati vcs and friends Unpaid incorm: tax 

Due from others Other unpaid income and interest 

Doubthll Real estate mortgages payable - personal 
residente 337 

Real estate owned - personal res idencc 725 000 Chancl mortgages and othcr liens payable 

Real est.lIe mortgages recci vable Other debts-itemizc: 

Autos and OIlwr personal property 

Cash va lue-Iifc insurance 

Other <lssets itemize: 

rhrift Savi ngs Plan 429 811 

Total liabilities 351 

Net Worth 1 657 

Total Assets 2 009 495 TOlat liabilities and nt.:1 wo rth 2 009 

CONTINGENT LlAI3IL1TI ES GENERAL INFORMATION 

J\!> t.:ndorst.!r. comaker or guarantor Art.! allY assets plt.!dgcd? (Add schedule) No 

011 h.:ases or cOlltrads 
Arc YOll (h.:lcndant in any suit s or legal 

No actions? 

Legal Claims Ilave yO Ll ever takcn bankruptcy? No 

Provision for Federal Income Tax 

Othcr specia l debt 

213 

534 

747 

748 

495 



Listed Securities 
A lcatel-Lucent stock 
Janus Twenty Fund 

FINANCIAL STATEMENT 

NET WORTH SCHEDULES 

SEI Core Fixed Income Fund 
SET Emerging Markets Debt Fund 
SE! Emerging Markets Equity Fund 
SEI GNMA Fund 
SE! High Yield Bond fund 
SEI Intermediate Term Municipal Fund 
SE! International Equity Fund 
SE! International Fixed Income Fund 
SEI Large Cap Growth Fund 
SEI Large Cap Value Fund 
SEI Prime Obligation Fund 
SE! Short-Duration Govenunent Fund 
SEI Small Cap Growth Fund 
SEI Small Cap Value Fund 
SEl Tax Free Fund 
SEI Tax Managed Large Cap Fund 
SEI Tax Managed Small Cap Fund 

Total Listed Securities 

Un li sted Securities 
Virginia Educ . Savings Trust Aggressive Portfolio 
Virginia Educ. Savings Trust Eastern Shore Portfo lio 
Virginia Educ . Savings Trust Potomac Portfolio 

Total Unli sted Securities 

$ 80 
9.2 19 

99,239 
22, 118 
23,33 1 

106,462 
22.1 58 
80.175 
46.751 
28,047 
30,959 
32,263 

1,752 
14 643 
5,320 
5, 128 
2,249 

82.829 
13,738 

$ 626,461 

28,520 
16.002 
81,043 

$ 125.565 



.z\'FFIDAVIT 

I, __ Mark A. Barnett ____ ~~~~--~~----------~~, do swear 
that the infonnation provided in t his s t atement is, to the best 
o f my knowledge, true and accurate . 

Ju l y 16, 2012 __________ __ ~C-L-~-
(DATE ) 

Sandra E. Lambright . 
Notary Public, District of Columbia 
My Commission Expires 011 till a 0 I..~ 

i I 

(NAME ) 

(NOTARY) 


