
 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

 Plaintiff, 

 v. 

APPLE INC., et al., 

 Defendants. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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12 Civ. 2826 (DLC) 

 
 

 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

THE STATE OF TEXAS, 
THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, et al., 

 Plaintiffs, 

 v. 

PENGUIN GROUP (USA) INC., et al., 

 Defendants. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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12 Civ. 3394 (DLC) 

 
 

 
APPLE INC.’S POST-TRIAL MEMORANDUM 
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475 U.S. 89 (1986) 
Matsushita 

“There must be evidence that tends to exclude the possibility that [the 
defendants] were acting independently.“ 

Monsanto Co. v. Spray-Rite Serv. Corp., 465 U.S. 752, 764 (1984) (emphasis added). 






