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Editor’s Note: In this interview with The Antitrust Source, William Kovacic candidly discusses the role and functions of the FTC’s
Office of General Counsel (OGC), setting out with great specificity his goals for the OGC and the challenges it faces as it fulfills its
mission. During the interview, Professor Kovacic addresses, among other topics, the FTC’s enforcement priorities through admin-
istrative and federal court litigation, including its commitment to appellate advocacy through amicus work. He also highlights the
FTC’s special non-litigation capabilities to advance antitrust and consumer protection policy making, notably the important con-
tribution of the FTC’s recent report on intellectual property and antitrust. Of course, the views Kovacic presents in this interview
are his own and not necessarily those of the FTC or any of its individual members.

This is Bill Kovacic’s second tour of service at the FTC. He left academia to rejoin the Commission, this time as its General Counsel,
in June 2001. From 1979 to 1
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The U.S. competition

policy system faces

two fundamental

challenges: one from

private behavior, and

the other from publicly

imposed restrictions

on competition.
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The renewed emphasis
on coordinated effects
has not caused the

Commission . . .
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Adapting to the new

environment of multiple

decision makers and

institutional challenges

does not come

automatically or

cheaply.

s A, &1:1,&%12&1:16&& 1 1 s'u ‘f.es .54 L0 gt 454@ By oA
) 7%y fo-Mns oo e @ "B 28086 s e el M8 o
p®a, sﬂeg sq . YR H. n _s»hﬂ 16 %e 19'-9[ B, S C e % g
1 "ee 8° ..‘ﬂa., m’ 81 2agse° 22 ans ” 065;1 5% 0. lnlm, R

R . TN W 19.@4»3194;854 = 2 -43,;4,{1,4%4 0.1®.¢

m‘ﬂoﬁ .!. 7,3’1 ﬁlre,s-a g’ g 1@ & maa's s Wt fﬂﬂss,lm 0.

@ ,°,,s.~m,,.{»  n8 A% (® 0 o8

. . [ (]
!TINUST SOUNCE: g 2 5 . -ned anafm -2 s "V Rirs S O
s 2% @ "0 e g0 a'e 't b e e 4
[
BILL KOVACIC:.}_ o “9?1-‘ e ngR 1N -2 8 e, gi,-l 2 52 2% a5
T S ;-5.9_“ e % e »@e - R . -g—eﬁ §®1 g% % O A0 B

L & ij.“ e !. y ‘@ o -fgrg ~fg 4«9 ae Ay »JLSQ%' ‘8L

p-efs . 20 o° o .

g % a2, & g ﬂe@ 5-3'15 e iy e 00 2 - gh-re
2ng Pon o B 8.8 2. - ng (e I 75'1 coae el 2 wln L -ne
° pﬁg__n!_ '_m.o 21 R 8 ch!..n N wte. @ P gee .. Mg
.4- ﬁs ﬁ ﬁ;‘ ;‘Qﬁ ‘% ‘-@ s 2’»»’[ ’ ‘lﬂ’f @{l 1 -~ H‘ - “%r';&f"“a :. ﬁ;"‘iﬁq‘g i »‘ﬂg

e p +l @ 228100 s88%1ns . %0 2 890 .0 0 g2

l T§§.'l z . Z%l" 'T]Jaﬂ 19? n‘l—a S’ 76 ﬁ\?’l/sﬂ’ls.’ n‘k_’i-‘_e-
sﬁﬂﬂv 3@151555 Jsm%" % s 4@9:@ 5$ﬂ3lnl§s"1s S ,,—Qﬁﬁ
M,,S—Qﬁ -Q-&l &cﬁ 'l ,.., %W.,IIS WQ%'[,..{IS e ,*'IS ﬁ. "’T]-Qﬁ A ﬁ »ﬁl/ﬁ
e e *s-q'l @~Q’l ‘,. n’8a 2 LI o819, J?i 1111 & 2 A

L.
7 8% . ﬂéﬂw H 'r»-' .1‘-9-9?@ I8 . ,.{'15 Qi ,SMTW g ;L—d —lﬁ. ¢ —éﬂ*@ﬁ -9|
’,; 'f;fb,,!. o el oa?l o, A s «.ﬂ;‘ s-a’ M -ngs. . %08 A
Q_ ﬁ .... —%} -Q‘“a e TQ ‘;@ % ,H%’iﬁ. Aqr 4.:15. ».w-—ﬂ y—& ﬁ. oh’]l,.? ~"-’4~9-J9
L,,{lﬂres,ﬁzt.s*lvﬁps ,,'1', , 2 A% ,s!.nuﬂn-dql 2 2 T g~ 4{ -fg

e *"A e 8 ® -s_a!..(. n®. 8.2 pER geth, AgeR e B pse. -

,%.:1',..' AR Bregd Lol s e M, @ﬂﬂ'ﬂ, - ln!a !ﬂm!d
s s ’% ne, -8 -ng g *-a'ls i ,f»" S 250 S0 A4 5 2 1!1517'1 2
e s JEL '1¢1 R B TR A B 70'#' poAAR %y e e e,

2 nese -.ﬂ‘ 2 nseg R e A A %;;'&« 541%. g
s ,,,!,.:1.5_ 2 en O -—{hwemw e * m2Asse .. ﬂ&ea;a LTS L) S 8e T e
® , Z'Q L,r’s-ﬂ*@ ﬁg . 'I/MS—O @ .

ﬁ!”}ﬁL g W ge L %8 w -P-se-20. -Ma .L7: t -.'4-:*- nle-e
° 0", an 8 n,,~ne% * @e %5 w91 QAR T sR0 e
° ° 210 00 %1 s % %sl.2A, %0 & °2 A2, g l@oleo
IR XL P ) r,,SQOf £ Vﬂe%'ls’ & e A%nyse §n s, Leo e
al, B 2 Paes® (%-n s G0 2 SS90 8 2+ odp 2> L 2, 00 heo

2% 0 he el a i {Iny, ) o 4% AR g8, %0 2 ﬁA—eS%’ e

2.0 n® g p [ ﬂ&lf&el? 2o oq.



the € wlidl, ,SWHOUTCE m www.antitrustsource.com M January 2004 1

[}
ﬁ !_Q'l ,{lf 49 4 . @ow ﬁ% 2 ﬁ.-d{ls A ,ﬁ} M fl”ﬂw H - M” lT]—.Q ﬁq_g|5_9
»J“nﬁ‘&a L. 2 A semae A Mg @ 2<% Eo 4 -2 44 *nae
e e in 7;1 2 "15 Ln{‘f_zim N »ﬂaessﬁ Jm&' ’,“'1 ® 6 188 19!."Ln4

4 ,ag 51991 2.0 n ﬁ'"H»-f’»- «%4, I ,,ﬁ'_. wo O R
hn:m. §.2% —zhnis® ‘_weg’%g_av!é ;?.,sqs -, g 8 _Pe 2 .4’ n
. '-?Qﬂ e e o 5 .06 2 ,~~ﬂeﬁ$ * % ‘é!ﬁ - ~ﬂdn$' {

il a0 % 2R 4 e, (. -nese 8 2 T'Le-s i ren-ta ﬁ, 8
o B nTye AR Lsfa &L bl AR e e 0L g
we A1) s % sl ® 7;1' 2.8 ln{‘;‘am 2ae Ul Mo, «® . -8
2 g .»Jus_gi{; suql e B SQT %4 Sig -2 2% 2 %'1; Qn, -m

. ~m9$ LTy q&'l; | An' 21ja$1 'y . ~fig ~9~q?z £ nhgsn s,
o0 % lns R ﬁssw y 2° »‘ﬂi;_hs. -:d ,s.!. i fﬂs. %0 2 sean e
b A e W %ls s s ﬂa‘-.aes..f-de Loy g2 8 2L g

°n5e%°® 05 1 2.5 ,»,z@\ « £ A - %S ged - R AS

2, 5ed MO, e B, 8. hphgs®. »sﬂ;l & o8 1 Sehaen 2, 86 LA
A e 2aes Yo, 281 A oA (A se@ sohmas®(, s °a Rsq -
v*ﬁ g e 800 2 4‘!_1.?,1 i >+O~i@-~9.!+0~t§ LB -ng
¢ Inhes®n s @ ﬂﬁ‘u% m o semae 2 2% 026 4. fese ge sn 2 2



