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James M. Griffin
King & Spalding

 Jim Griffin is an antitrust attorney, quite literally, by 
trade. “When I took my first law firm job, I was assigned to work with a litigation 
partner. But I decided to delay my start by a month and my partner was in trial prep, 
so he traded me to an antitrust for an associate who could start right away.” He was 
soon recruited to join the Antitrust Division. “I figured I’d do my four or five years in 
government, but I didn’t return to private practice until 27 years later.”

 While with the DOJ, Griffin worked with a group 
in the Chicago office and the U.S. attorney’s office in Chicago on the prosecu-
tion of Archer Daniels Midland and three of its executives in the lysine case, the 
first trial against a major international cartel. For the first time, the division 
was able to use an alternative fine structure above what had been a statu-
tory maximum of $10 million. The defendant paid $100 million. “Many view 
it as the beginning of the modern era of cartel enforcement by the division.”  
Griffin was also one of the primary drafters of the Antitrust Division’s Leniency  
Program. “It’s been described as the most significant investigatory tool that antitrust 
enforcers have. It’s also become the model for enforcement agencies around the 
world.”

 There are now more multi-pronged 
investigations. “We must deal not only with the Antitrust Division, but also the Crimi-
nal Division’s fraud office and various other regulatory agencies here and abroad.” 
This is reducing the benefits of some of the leniency programs. “If other stakeholders 
are going to cannibalize the information that has been provided under leniency, but 
without the use restrictions, it will reduce the effectiveness of the program.”
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