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The Honorable Robert S. Lasnik
Noted for Consideration: August 11, 2006
ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

AT SEATTLE
RYAN RODRIGUEZ, et al., )
)
Plaintiffs, ) Nos. 06-cv-1096L
)
V. ) DECLARATION OF JAMES
) RIGOS IN SUPPORT OF
WEST PUBLISHING CORPORATION, a ) RESPONSE TO MOTION TO
Minnesota corporation dba BAR/BRI, and ) COMPEL
KAPLAN, INC., a Delaware corporation, )
)
Defendants. )

L, James Joseph Rigos, declare under penalty of perjury as follows.

1. I am an adult over the age of 18 and competent to testify concerning all
matters in this Declaration.

2. I am the owner-operator of Rigos Professional Education Programs, Ltd.
(“Rigos”), a Washington state corporation headquartered in Seattle, Washington. Since
1980, Rigos has created, published, and marketed professional publications, including bar

review programs, CPA review programs, CMA-CFM review programs (for accountants
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and financial professionals in business), and a series of professional ethics programs for
corporations, attorneys and CPA’s.

3. I 'have been subpoenaed against my will as a witness by West Publishing
d/b/a BarBri (“West-BarBri”), a Defendant in this lawsuit. West-BarBri’s students are
now suing BarBri for damages under two theories: alleged illegal conspiracies used to
create and maintain West-BarBri’s monopoly and abuse of the monopolistic power to
eliminate competition and thereby artificially raise prices. I do know that West-BarBri
discriminates in pricing, depending upon the extent of competition in local markets and
that Washington is priced substantially below other states such as California. West-BarBri
apparently alleges that Rigos’s survival is proof the market is still competitive.

4. My company and I are not a party to this case and have no direct stake in
this case whatsoever. In the past, we have been seriously damaged by both the West-
BarBri students and their course administrators. We have asked both sides of this case to
excuse Rigos from any participation in this suit or, in the alternative, limit me to a mere
witness at triél. Both sides have refused. In twenty-six (26) years of operations our
organization has never sued or been sued by a student or competitor. Formal litigation
would destroy our review organization. For us, this may be the first battle of the final war
with Thomson-West-BarBri.

5. Based upon past events spanning many years, I have a well-founded fear
and belief that West-BarBri will retaliate against me and my company after they pay
money to settle this student class-action lawsuit if I cooperate in any way in this case with
the Plaintiffs. The Defendants’ lawyers suggest they will not retaliate if I state I have no

knowledge of any predatory acts by their clients. They would use such a statement against
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