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D &8 & uj= HR87} ol S (Apple)t T2 (Google)S BIET dej2uelo] 2 SAEL tit o2 A2 Adidre] 42 72z vl
Tolgt dof iAol tate] RARELL Qlhe AREEI} QIgih 123 Zolo] g golrt Bo|ole, dof wE wE Bl
2k W89l Tlakdgo] A7IE ek In Re: High-Tech Employee Antitrust Litigation, No. 11-CV-2509-LHK (N.D, CA, Jan, 19,
2012).

2) E3olAe geld AeE M & A)oleks E3E AAYTo] 7 1%‘73%“'*]*— NZFS 9GRS A Eete BE £89) Ads EXs T
Abggict, 223k A a°ﬂ Holo] 71AZ T Mergers)T 4 U 2] BE (Acquisitions of Shares, Voting Securities or Assets)d
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21 P A sloF & o F Sk, 1 Aol wRiste] HAE =
Alasfol & o877} Ql=R] ERlsh= Alolnt, of7]A Fo8 A2 2=juel 719 7he] ZEdx
wheti s vl=olut oE vatke] AR vl A (Report)shal 317 Approval)
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al=roll A QIS AR E AARAIZ7] fste] HAAE =] AAPE e33R ofF = StE &
2] (Hart Scott Rodino)H(e]5} “HSR " ol2t grehel A Astargiet? dA fm o<
AR L R o) e AHE T AR vl AR AYr|E] HEFE OO AAH
S(FTC) F 3o 719Z&e A AlarA (Premerger Notification Form, ©|3} “HSR Filing” ©]2}
th& AlEslorst vt E3F A=l FARReE AR 2 7F HSRE© ] g3t T (Threshold) &
FA7 = 7%, e g0l siFEl=A] = AES|oF git), ml=; 7Yool oid &= 71Y 11e
A, E3] o= 71 7+ A 9|7 (Foreign Issuer Exemption)oll 31w A|d3}A|
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3) 201242 71402 8074 0141} 2719] AHYRo| AT B Merger Review)S 317] 2ol ml3Hat ohlet Salutet, 93, 9,
Seld 33, 9 5 % A1 ickiel 8 1 9ls Biol FUIRE T4 AR, Dot B0 WILIAE Ak

o, 239 w\wwﬂx}, 22)T S0 ATHE] 47 T 4 7] TRl U143 18] Alo] A7 glo] AT Ba ofzo] et 24
of 28l 2sok gk
4) 20124 71202 A PA7L 13608 D2 o)4k) Fofalolut A4k AT ST, THE BARIZE T 104, 5 19 3,640% 2 ol4rel B

i, Al
ofolo|ut AARE 7HA I Sl 49 HSREo] Asl 9l= Alucjak A CHPZI- 7]% 2437 Elth(Size of the Person Test). AHHFRE
2012 7|22 2 6,820%F aio]cl (Size of the Transaction Test). AR et 71923 A ATAE AT o 47t 5,000 DejofA
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o220 ARG 7F4AY A ATAE A& HallAdes EAHAGA (Definitive
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5) izt 2hAubof oigh A% FTCY 9 w04 http://www.ftc.gov/be/hsr/hsrform, shtm ZH2,




= axXch FL2 4007 2] Hae g 3o O}Od‘:’r 9 o] Qo= H Uz} 7|0l 4(c) EA
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Q1A A (Plea Agreement)el grejste] H2-& WA E%1,” HSR Filing AlEA] A& vl
TE AASE g2 57 LGl HFTt? o] YL A= Yot AME AT =
Satal Hgat Qo] AL olel= Eufint B Ewkth
L7 AR 2F

Z71EZ 0] HAY 3049 Rol717to] Ah= <t AT =] BT 2AE FHoHA] Fe= T
2 ANGAREL AE FZ2AE ¢ ok 1Y A=) AR A M (Competitive harm)

47} EAst=A] B ZAFRE T o7 vk HHe A= 7 AR AEE 8% 71 A
E 87F(Second Request)7} A =W FoA717H2 I 8o A3 §TH(Substantial
Compliance) A2 HE 3047k dAET 271 Ak7 87= Aol #3ld s ARE A

Z3loF 57| w &l HESoF sh= FA19] Welet oFo] WiishA Hrt. webs Y-S S1lske
o] dale AlZPe R T A T4 Bo] 495w HENEE H 49 Y(Several Million US
Dollars)oll @dh= 27t Esltt, 571 AE AES 3 FATT2 O 5 AHE 1= 2
YA & AR @ 45 F=3E 7HIA SIEPT AJA ofHH @ AH7F 2P =X ot F o
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71928% A A3X(Premerger Notification Filing)+ FTCe} HFF ¥=H=(DOJ
Antitrust Division) % 20 SAle] Aokt sich, Unk ASHH o] = 7l WR2e8H
E AA F 718 F ol ZoA s ARANLAME AES AUA] 243N T2 HFHoR2 o

8 U.S. v. The Hearst Trust and the Hearst Corporation AMd #& A%} 2% A2EEL DOJ Antitrust Division®] ¢ #o}z)
http://www.justice gov/atr/cases/indx330.htm 2=,

7) http:/fwww justice,gov/opa/pr/2011/August/11-at—1047 html

8) http://www justice.gov/opa/pr/2012/May/12-at-572. html
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71FoA] 2 ZAMIGE ARk AL AEH R T 7|l BI(E S0, Y
23k 0] AL FTC, BAIEOL Q53 o] #-$= DOJ Antitrust Division), 22 &0k 74
Sofl= oF 7|3e] o2 AH ZAT. oleox T AgEoket T e AUAEFETIR
£ Eof, BAE} o] A= AWE4l 93] (Federal Communications Commission,
FCOVE 3 Aol AEo] Zojsie, n|=e] ZF ()] AZHAttorneys General)©] 3 5
0] 0]9]& H53l7] 5t FE| Foshr|® et

n]= AAGEL AE AR (Relevant Product Market)®F 2| A3 (Relevant Geographic
Market)2] 5 G904 s A7t AAANE 2T AAA EATTE FEAE 240le o
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o}, g2, 200690l ALE vl 7HAAE 19 A1 Whirlpool Corporation©] 39 A
Maytag Corporation ¢158 TA], Whirlpoololl A= AlAIAI%o] Relevant Geographic
Markete|2tal 36t aL, vl= 7§ A= v]= A2 Relevant Geographic Market_.i X
12} &ttt A= ARG T u|ZAIAE A GARe 2 Brl= sHEARE Lo A § wEiv
2} AR (a]= A= s dA)E ] Whirlpool® Maytage] &4 Sl 7140] %%-5‘}‘55 Aut
Ex nZARo R 259 5 4 thE =22 Whirlpool®] Maytag +E 5UsHAH.?
HAH o B njZA RO 2 A AAAL ABtels AAY slggolE Bsta, A3 AAAA
A BEIAL Y Fa FAAANEE TEste] AT 87 o7 ijdrﬂﬂol‘jr
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o} AZ3le] Ax BAF HHIZ 43 &= US4 X EHerfindahl-Hirschman

Index)& AME3to] B350 201060l /HAE = FAAG=L] 7|AZE 7hel=aiklVf m=
™, o2 ARAYEL HHIZF 1,500 Bleke]d AlRo] JEslx|o] QA b2 Zog B Hhd, o
©2 HHIZ} 2,500 olatolH e AJAro] =g AZIE ] 9l Ao wagithal sigich?

9) hitp://www.justice, gov/atr/public/press_releases/2006/215326,htm (“The Division found that, despite the two companies’
relatively high share of laundry product sales in the United States, any attempt to raise prices likely would be unsuccessful.
Whirlpool and Maytag represent two well-known brands in the industry, but rival appliance brands such as Kenmore, General
Electric and Frigidaire are also well established, and newer brands such as LG and Samsung have quickly established
themselves in recent years, LG, Samsung, and other foreign manufacturers could increase their imports into the U.S, Existing
U.S. manufacturers have excess capacity and could increase their production. Further, the large retailers through which the
majority of these appliances are sold - Sears, Lowe' s, The Home Depot and Best Buy — have alternatives available to help them
resist an attempt by the merged entity to raise prices. Finally, the parties substantiated large cost savings and other
efficiencies that should benefit consumers.”)
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ofh gttt TRA] g3 3099 7ol AU AMGAAEL A S HE 4 gt v A
A=A 71 AR 875 UL stelets AEAEe] B35 A2 2u]sle] Ao
< o= ¥ 7-%(Substantial Compliance), 1 AR THA] 302 9] g-d|7|7ko] AJFe] 3 1
= AR ANE T2 5 AT

7h AbR a7t WE AR FE T, vS AAYTo] IO Y A Sl 9
HEjR 5018 4= grka JJF‘:’WP-* 7350l AT =2 W ol SR (Injunctive Motion)
&7 (Complaint)& FA1A A7} o] ol ZYE|x] Rete2 sfo}f sich 127 wjiio)

10) HHI= Aol @&3hs ZAAEe] AF34-89 AFE tsled 152819 4 =(Concentration Level)® Z451= Hog iltﬂi]'“ 1009]
4541 10,000EIH LR 100%2] AAE80) 9e 7§-?~)°I ot AR Aoz AIEEE Aksls olgs = AR
=2 A 7IEAE Bilsly] Yol wlekA 20%9—] ABEREE 7H 57 AR} 9 %‘%—4 HHI= 2 000(20 X 20 = 400,
400 x5 = 2,000, 10%°] AIFARES 7H 107 FHAE 3= 98] HHIE 1,00000 X 10 = 100, 100 X 10 = 1,000)0] Hc} zkz}k
40, 30, 20, 10%9] AAEAEE 71 4719) AT ZA5k Qs A3k HHIE 40 x 40 = 1,600, 30 X 30 =900, 20 x 20 = 400,
10 x 10 = 100 5 % 3,0000] =t}

11) Horizontal Merger Guidelines by U.S. Department of Justice and the Federal Trade Commission (Aug. 19, 2010), available at
http://www justice. gov/atr/public/guidelines/hmg~2010. html

12) 19921 7hol=aijlof Al HHIZE 1,000 Hlgkol® T Algo] 2%3}=lo] 1) ok, 1800 ol4olw Algo] mx g AFIE ] e Ao
£ Hokok 2o dA vl BAE=e] 7198l AE 280 98 7)20) o]u] ALET 99T, 20104 Fholsatele HAY AL
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AANTAAEL, BAT=O] i BAE A&slr] doll, AR 2Ue ey S
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Aggsjjof gitt, )52 FAA N A7 rta A== ARG G Holl tisho] A=}
oA A&Est= ADivestiture)S F3t] EAE MEE 4 AUt A2, v= FASAI
Verizon®] Alltelo|zl= o2 SAIZAE HO@_‘ o, DOJ Antitrust D1ws1on-?—: 100707} d+=
CMA(Cellular Market Area)®2] Verizon -2 Alltel H|Z2UYAE FAAM| A E(Divest)dh= A

L ZALE AYE $A3HT E o2 A Option) 2.2+ 4A 717 7S QAR 2
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Restriction) = 171+ SFARE B2 75-9-of| A] ZR-R-A175 A A A ‘?ﬂ 2k2] o= FEo] 9la Y 9]
QA% Q7] g FAGTNA A ifﬂh e Oqu A3AL= ] A Eolt YL ALk 52
Z9)HZHDOJS] 7= Consent Decree, FTC2] 7%= Consent Order)E S3|A = A 5]

Qo] AAEA SF= A, ANLRL ANE PHN7IX| ZolEE 2|8 Ha), ol2jF 7
<, 71900) QAL Awe Bot Yol Wk AH ANE SAsAY 2 A 2]

o % ok, AATOIA AE FUAIFI7) 93 A olarE EHsE AFAREo] AE
=75l A9} gt e

3. A= 29| 7|¥AeA F=HS

(1) & A& (State Attorneys General)2] AA}

719 g ol B4 F0Mel vlXE 5ol 2 39, g o H(State Attorney Generale
AL ANje} o] B L BEo] ANE T 2 ok, oliE A9E F2 A
BAS) QQIRTRE T Fe] T4 S0l ulXE §F So] FH WA Hek

(2) ARQloll 27t &F

ZgAARY B|RF E7E Section 770 245t B 7|HETE Hede AEE € 4 th

15) vl AE A998 (Federal Communication Commission, FCC)7t 713 W2] ol E5AAAR S it 317Hd BA4 AdS veol
‘ —8— RAoZ ul= FHe| 734712] CMA}
) 7H ] 6|2, AT&TSF T-Mobile®] 7142 &40l thated DOJ Antitrust Divisiono] Heloll £74-& AFsto] A A& wilctke
4*}—— B8, AT&TS AYANA ABE E7]8t9ch. See December 19, 2011 AT&T press release available at
- http://www.att.com/gen/press—room?pid=22146&cdvn=news&newsarticleid=33560
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oM, AL AARt Aol 2T YR ARE ASHAY L8[A7 F1€E A|7|sk= Aol
Zito) FFFE vl = S-S AFsit,

A4d% A B 1 HA|7 2} S Non-reportable Transactions)ol|

2|9 ArZate] W=, 2008 20099 F 3 Atolofl Z71AET A AAF ATl B gk
& AZE(Non—reportable Transaction)2 AAE 0] ARSI FA|(Challenge)dt 4= 16
Ao 2 200155 2007E71R| 2 3u)e 717F <k U 1271 2) 2ALe} A o) v]ste] 551
Aot gt wets 7192 2 A] Tes] Aariide] HeA] iRk JESE ZETt o}
e}, 4ladiido] oflrigte ZAG=o] A H o s & Wt 2 47F EAsk=A]0 et A&
T egsfor & Aol

1 2AH Y AT A A

HSR®H 2] exd0f sjFE A otA BAE= 7198 A AAEIAE ASSHA] kol =
= A (HRES &5 A7} olof sfgeitheol thiste] AT =S A= t22] F 7H4] 3
B2 2AR FAE At AR, AADTTE o T2 500 AEE st} ZdETE A
AR A7F AEER] -2 Aol disiiE AR AleE 878 4 3L, BAARaLl0] =
A= FANH Y &% Bt AT FEHA ES E% 22 2= 9lch E4, ojn] A7}
FZH Ao deix= B 2 FAA o] vt AR A 25& Bl A T2
A AR EAHE asHAY B2 Bl2YAe) RS 7“1]37*}011 Al i ZHDivestiture) ==
Ho] FAEHS Ao = Ak 719ET A AARRIAE AEsHR] gole He AEol
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18) hitp://www.reuters.com/article/2011/09/06/us—sprint-lawsuit—idUSTRE7854ZR 20110906
19) Mary K. Markes and Beverly J. Ang, Agency Merger Enforcement in Non—Reportable Transactions, The Antitrust Source (Feb.
2010)
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7148 A AAEV E4] @2 Aol AR =] AR acle] JTha BaERiet of
Z7F = AL A, 7192 2] 270 AR Es] & & ek AA, 719287 Aol
A=l ATE AR A& wste] A7 =& FE2E7E Hohke A, AdE A
ok vl o] Aste] A= FAE EA @S she ol Sk ol e A F2 &
ol BAAs a0l tihs] dztsiar gt e ol BTl Wl 258 A7Isk]
A A AEE BEAATE Aol olgle e E8shs Aotk &4, A 2 Foll BRG]
A A JHE EAXE 7o) vl wdd A, AZe] T2 ol BAT=T SE5T
FAE AHLEHN A T2 £ AR 2T 25 e otk o Y A At F
2y ol Bl Alto] Wol B ado] AZ|HE Ae 2L, 2o ol adollA Ffsto]
A A AHR B0t 7S glols Aolth Wi, AAE=Y] AARR st A Fdo] =
AR|AL ofe| o] FAXA] & 7Hs/do] WSk D= 7] tigel 24 Anie E4dE T
25t AF3HA A sof &tk
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3 BR7h 3Y 5o GRol FABKE YAASeIA FUHA) GBS sh= Zo| Fasid, we
A dgapEge] FAeIAT A B Ao} BHEL 716 AASA AR 4554 @

5
T
22 51 A, 291 A58 NS 2

] HE(Clean Team) 2.2 A= A o] 93]}

E3E 7| G Rle] 2ol 71FETe] SRET] Mol Fri7]do] et gel S8 A
o e ¢k et vl ﬁzg@q]}q% olggt H-E 4T A &Y (Gun Jumping)ol=tal F
o}, 22)7] AlelA SE4S 0 T AR | Aol |A S-S e A& Toke 3
(Jump the Gun)22, 1 ZAI7F AR et oty 2006 Qualcomm Incorporatedi}
Flarion Technologies, Inc, 9] 7|4Ag o4 HSR Fadl717te] AsE7] Aol Qualcommo)
Flarion®] Z o] TARE ALE QlIste] DOJoNA] 45 A7I5H5h BAl Aked o2 512 1
TH, 0003 4 9] HaS Faste] F 3309 229 a5 Fi ¥ 5 J9AE, HEFHe
2 180%F Eelo] sttt ole A A fREIYE AT Sof Zulm ApgHe R
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