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For mergers, acquisitions, and joint ven-
tures that can make or break the business,
a major corporation doesn’t take a step

without antitrust counsel. Good advice is worth
millions, and sometimes billions. The best
lawyers fight for their clients through the thick-
et of regulations, around the antitrust enforcers,
and past the threat of private litigation.

Among the best are the 12 attorneys identified
in this Legal Times report, part of a series on the
D.C. area’s top private practitioners. Plenty of
skilled lawyers didn’t make our short list. But
when the subject turns to alleged anti-competi-
tive practices, these dozen names get mentioned
most often.

They don’t come cheap. They typically charge
between $650 and $950 an hour (and tend to
carry books of business in the $10-million-to-
$20-million range). But time and again, they
have proved their worth.

How were they chosen? Legal Times started
with our newsroom’s knowledge of local legal
practice. Then we solicited readers’ sugges-
tions. Finally, freelance reporter Jenna Greene 

(formerly a Legal Times editor) interviewed
dozens of experts. Profiles of the chosen few
appear inside.

More details about upcoming special features
on D.C.’s Leading Lawyers (including how to
nominate candidates for consideration) are
available at www.legaltimes.com. Future sec-
tions this year will cover top attorneys in the
areas of energy, tax, and food and drug law.
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ANTITRUST LAW
A Practice Focus 



A. Douglas Melamed
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr

Known for his intellect and his command of antitrust case law,
A. Douglas Melamed has a reputation among his peers as some-
thing of a scholar. 

But the Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr partner is a
pragmatist as well, with a long track record of helping large
companies clear their deals through the antitrust agencies and
defend their conduct in court. 

Currently, Melamed, 59, is representing Verizon Communi-
cations in its $6.7 bil-
lion effort to acquire
MCI Inc. 

“He is thoughtful,
rigorous, smart, and
disciplined,” says John
Thorne, Verizon deputy
general counsel and
senior vice president.
“He has good instincts
for what works, and he
has a terrific reputation
with the staff of the
agencies. He also
works well from the
plaintiff’s or the defen-
dant’s point of view.” 

Recently, Melamed
also represented Bayer
AG in obtaining clearance for its $6.8 billion merger with
Aventis CropScience, thereby forming the largest crop science
company in the world, and handled the Sony Corporation of
America’s purchase of Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Inc.

Nicole Seligman, general counsel of the Sony Corporation of
America, is full of praise: “He is incredibly smart and analytical,
but also wise and practical. His advice is always clear and
responsive, and he speaks with a reassuring confidence. Without
question, he’s a lawyer you want on your side.”

A 1970 graduate of Harvard Law School, Melamed was an
editor of The Harvard Law Review. Following a one-year clerk-
ship for Judge Charles Merrill of the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the 9th Circuit, he joined the D.C. firm then known as Wilmer,
Cutler & Pickering. He made partner in 1978.

From the beginning, Melamed was drawn to antitrust.
“I’ve always loved economics,” he says. “I’m a frustrated
economist at heart.” 

In 1981, at the age of 35, Melamed argued before the U.S.
Supreme Court in Kaiser Steel Corp. v. Mullins and won. His

client, Kaiser Steel, was charged with violating a collective bar-
gaining agreement. Melamed countered that the contract was
illegal under antitrust and labor laws. In a 6-3 decision, the high
court sided with him and reversed the appellate court’s decision. 

“It was great fun,” he says.
In August 1996, Joel Klein, who was then taking over as

head of the Justice Department’s Antitrust Division, asked
Melamed to come on board as his principal deputy. “I said I’d
have to think about it and spent a week agonizing,” remem-
bers Melamed. “In retrospect, I wonder, ‘How could I have
hesitated?’ . . . I learned a lot about the institution. I came to

understand government
much, much better than
after 20 years of prac-
tice outside.” 

With his academic
bent, Melamed says that
he also enjoyed the
freedom to explore
issues and to “dig in
depth in a way that was
very satisfying.” 

Klein left the
Justice Department in
September 2000, and
Melamed took over as
acting head of the
Antitrust Division.
When George W. Bush
was inaugurated in

January 2001, Melamed returned to Wilmer, Cutler. 
Today he co-heads the firm’s antitrust practice with

William Kolasky. Melamed’s own practice has been a mix
of merger work and litigation, with several recent cases
focusing on issues of intellectual property. 

For example, he is representing computer chip designer
Rambus Inc. in a massive administrative proceeding at the
Federal Trade Commission. The FTC charged Rambus with
abusing its patent rights to illegally monopolize the market for
a widely used form of computer memory. In 2004, the adminis-
trative law judge ruled for Rambus, a decision that the FTC
staff appealed to the commissioners. Their decision is pending. 

And earlier this month, Melamed argued for the U.S.
Phillips Corp. before the Federal Circuit. The company is
appealing a decision by the U.S. International Trade
Commission in a case involving so-called patent pooling. 

“I’m fascinated by questions of what kind of business
conduct is desirable versus undesirable,” says Melamed.
“What should the law prohibit versus leave alone?”
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