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DISCLOSURE STATEMENT PURSUANT TO RULES 26.1 AND 29 

Pursuant to Rules 26.1 and 29(a)(4)(A) of the Federal Rules of Appellate 

Procedure, counsel for amici curiae states that the Missouri Chamber of 

Commerce and Industry (Missouri Chamber), Missouri Agribusiness Association 

(MO-AG), Chamber of Commerce of the United States of America  

(U.S. Chamber), National Association of Manufacturers (NAM), and Coalition for 

Litigation Justice, Inc. (Coalition) are the only parties appearing as amici on this 

brief.  Amici have no parent corporations and have no issued stock. 

Pursuant to Rule 29(a)(4)(E) of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, 

counsel for amici curiae states that (1) no party’s counsel authored this brief in 

whole or in part; (2) no party or a party’s counsel contributed money that was 

intended to fund preparing or submitting the brief; and (3) no person—other than 

amici, their members, or their counsel—contributed money that was intended to 

fund the preparation or submission of the brief.  

Shook, Hardy & Bacon LLP is the only firm appearing for amici in this case. 

  /s/ Mark A. Behrens  
Mark A. Behrens 
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