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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA
IN RE CATTLE ANTITRUST Case No. 0:19-cv-1222-JRT-HB
LITIGATION
This document relates to:
ALL CASES
PETERSON, et al., Case No. 0:19-cv-1129-JRT-HB
Plaintiffs,
V.
JBS S.A., etal.,
Defendants.
IN RE DPP BEEF LITIGATION Case No. 0:20-cv-1319-JRT-HB
This document relates to:
ALL CASES
ERBERT & GERBERT’S, INC., Case No. 0:20-cv-1414-JRT-HB
Plaintiff,
V.
CARGILL, INC., et al.,
Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS’
JOINT MOTION TO DISMISS THE FEDERAL CLAIMS

(REDACTED)
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