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DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL.Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 94-11
File No. 10209-CL-P-115-B 88
In re Application of Telephone and Data Systems, Inc. for
Facilities in the Domestic Public Cellular
Telecommunications Radio Service on Frequency Block B in
Market 115, Wisconsin 8 (vernon), Rural Service Area
Submission of Transcripts of Depositions

Dear Mr. caton:

Attached herewith are an original and two copies of
transcripts of depositions, taken in the above referenced matter,
of the following individuals: Allison T. Compeaux, Jalles P. Brady,
John A. Brady, Jr., and Sinclair H. crenshaw.

Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned counsel
should you have any questions in this regard.

R. Bradley Koerner
Counsel for GTE Mobilnet Incorporated

No. of Copies reo'd 012
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MEMO: Friday, August 21, 1987

TO: Johr"1 Brady
Pat Brady

FROMsKit Crenshaw

r~r Chicago trip

Per John's request to document our trip, I am
submitting to you this memo for your approval.

We met most of TDS's top management as new partners in
La Star C@llular's joint venture. We were shown their
corporate offices.

Mr. Carlson discussed with us the futur. of the
cellular business and the need for companies like ours to be
involved. It was agreed by all that we would have the final
say so over management and major decisions faced by La Star
in the future. Basically the meeting was an affirmation by
TOS to live up to the Joint Venture agreement that we had
with Maxcell.

John was felt out by Mr. Carlson as to any interest in
selling our MSA.

. \
EXHIBITNO._

T. WOLLFARTH
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MEMORANDUM

TO: John , Pat

FROM: Kit

RE: Conference Call - June 28, 1989

Participants: John Brady, Kit crenshaw, Mike Rhone, &
Lee Roy Carlson

We discussed the relative Value ot st. Tammany Parish
as compared to the rest of the New Orleans MSA. It was the
consensus ot all that St. Tammany was more valuable per pop
than any other parish in the state ot Louisiana. This lead
to overall agreement that st. Tammany is worth at least
21.6' of the New Orlea~s MSA.

Because of the impending meeting with the FCC and the
necessity ot developing a counter-Proposal, it was proposed
by Kit and agreed to by all that the tollowing proposal be
made to BellSouth Mobility:

St. Tammany should be treated as an RSA with LaStar
owning 50' and BMI owning the remaining 50'. LaStar
would operate the st. Tammany Parish area. under a.
contract identical to the one proposed and operated
under by BellSouth Mobility in several other RSA's.
In effect, offer their contract to them as a minority
company. that they have ottered to other as "tair"

It was discussed that BellSouth had expressed interest
in settling this case with some RSA's. John Brady explained
that because HobileTel was a SJI company and is one ot three
applicants in RSA 8 and one ot two in RSA 9 there could be a
problem vis-a-vis LaStar. John went on to further explain
that since La Star was tormed to only operate in the New
Orleans HSA that there should be no problem here. It was
agreed to by all that was the case here and that as long
as LaStar stuck to the New Orleans market only and that
MoblieTel stayed out ot New Orleans that there was no
problem ot contlict ot interest by either SJI or TOS
interest.

call. adjourned by wishing all good luck.

P n
EXHIBITNO~

1. WOLLFARTH

SJI 004676
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MEMORANDUM

TO: John Brady
Pat Brady

f

FROM: Kit Crenshaw

DATE: July 7, 1989

RE: Conference calIon Wednesday, June 28, 1989

Conference Call Participants: John Brady
Kit Crenshaw
Leeioy Carlson
Mike Rhone

We discussed the relative value of St. Tammany Parish as
compared to the rest of the New Orleans MSA. It was the
consensus of all that St. Tammany was more valuable per pop than
any other parish in the state of Louisiana. This leading to an
overall agreement that St. Tammany is worth at least 21.6\ of the
New Orleans MSA.

Because of the impending meeting with the FCC and the
necessity of developing a counter-proposal, it was further agreed
that the following proposal be made to BellSouth Mobility:

St. Tammany should be treated as an RSA with LaStar owning
50\ and BMI owning the remaining 50\. LaStar would operate
the St. Tammany Parish area under a contract identical to
the one proposed by BellSouth Mobility and several other
RSAs.

John Brady explained that any proposal on RSA 8 or 9 could
cause confusion because MobileTel (a wholly owned SJI
subsidiary), is one of three applicants in RSA 8 and one of two
applicants in RSA 9. Mr. Brady expressed concern that the
interest of LaStar not be confused or intermingled with the
interest of MobileTel. It was agreed by all parties that as long
as LaStar stuck with New Orleans or any other RSA or MSA besides
8 and 9, there would be no possibility of a conflict of interest.
It was agreed that John Brady, Pat Brady, Kit Crenshaw, and Mike
Rhone shall attend a meeting at the FCC with BellSouth Mobility
and LaStar's attorney Art Belenduik on June 30, at 10:00 A.M.
Eastern time.

Kit Crenshaw

SJI 000285

T. WOLLFARTH
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SMITHWICK 8 BELENDIUK, PC
2033" STREET ..... W

TE ..ECO"'ER

1202) 7l5S·2e04

SUITE 207

WAS... , .... GTO ..... 0 C. 20036

January 29, 1991

FBDERAL BIPRISS

K B K 0 RAN DUX

T£L£ .....O .... E

(202) 7eS·2eOO

Henry Lafont, Esquire
230 West Main Street
Larose, LA 70373 ~

From: Arthur V. Belendiu~ tI
Russell E. Arkin

Re: Joint Venture Agreement between SJI Cellular, Inc.
and Star Cellular Telephone Company

Thanks for taking the time to speak with me concerning the
Joint Venture Agreement of La Star Cellular Telephone Company, a
joint venture owned 51 percent by SJI Cellular, Inc. ("SJI") and
49 percent by Star Cellular Telephone Company ("Star"). I am
enclosing the original Joint Venture Agreement and an amendment
thereto. As I mentioned, La Star Cellular Telephone Company ("La
Star") and a sUbsidiary of BellSouth, New Orleans CGSA, Inc.
("NOCGSA") are engaged in a competitive hearing at the Federal
Communications Commissions for the right to provide cellular
telephone service to a portion ot the New Orleans metropolitan
area. Under the FCC's rules, SJI Cellular, the ~ ~ 51
percent owner of the joint venture, must at all times here
maintained ~ facto control over the joint venture. NOCGSA has
alleged that ~ facto control has passed from SJI to the 49
percent joint venturer, Star Cellular Telephone Company, owned by
United States Cellular Corporation ("USCC"), a subsidiary of
Telephone and Data Systems, Inc. ("TDS"). NOCGSA has alleged
that certain of the super majority provisions in the joint
venture agreement and the fact that La star is obtaining
financing trom TDS signify that Star has an impermissible degree
of control over the joint venture. These allegations are ones
which we can meet by reference to FCC precedent. However, if you
have a look at the super majority provisions and know of any
interpretations of these provisions vis a vis ~ facto control
under Louisiana law, we would be grateful.

However, we are most interested in your looking at certain
of the procedural requirements in the original Joint Venture
Agreement which have not been formally observed. It is the
failure to meet these provisions, in conjunction with the other

AB00875

T. WOLLFARTH



SMITHWICK 8 BELENDfUK~ P. C.
Henry Lafont, Esquire
January 29, 1991
Page Three

any rate, please have a look the Joint Venture Agreement and give
us your best reading as to what effect, if any, the informal way
in which the partnership has operated has had on its legal
structure and whether ~ facto control possibly can be said to
have passed to star. The copy of the Amendment to the Joint
Venture Agreement, dated June 15, 1990 is for your records and
does not need current review. However, because of the FCC's
procedural peCUliarities, this amendment has not been accepted
for filing at the FCC. Therefore, although it may actually
govern the current operation of the joint venture, it is of no
immediate force and effect at the FCC.

Ene.

CC: Mr. Sinclair H. Crenshaw

{
j

"'B008??
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

PAT BRADY
JOHN BRADY
TONY DUET

KIT CRENSHAW

MARCH 169 1988

Please find a~~ached opposi~ion made by Bell Sou~h

Mobility in our LaStar litigation For the New Orleans CGSA. This
opposi~ion takes several arguments made by us agains~ eTC and
attempts to use them against LaStar in New Orleans. Howard
Symons notified me of this and sent me this copy.

I have yet to hear From Art Belendiuk. He asked Howard
if he reviewed this opposition and whether or not it weakened
either case. Howard said that this is a bunch of "bull shit" and
that the facts are so different that it is a nonsensical
argument. I asked Howard if this opposition weakened our case
against OTC in any way and he said no.

I assured Howard that any further filings made by
LaStar or against LaStar would be copied to him and that I wan~

to be notified immediately if anything threatens our Houma­
Thibodaux case. I have contacted Art Belendiuk and require of
him that before any Filings are made on behalf of LaStar, that
Howard Symons has an opportunity to review such filings to
protec~ our Houma-Thibodaux license and vice versa.

I shall keep you inFormed as future facts dictate.

K.C.

cc: Bonnie Savoie

SJI 000557
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T£LECOPIE..

1202) 7e~'2eO"

SMITHWICK 8 BELE~DIL:K, PC

SUITE 2C7

WASHINGTON. C C 2CC3~

JUly 31, 1989

:2C2~ 78

Mr. LeRoy T. Carlson, Chairman
Telephone & Data Systems, Inc.
79 West Monroe Street
chicago, Illinois 60603

Dear Mr. Carlson:

Enclosed is an Order from the Court of Appeals denying La
Star's Motion for Expedited Consideration. The Order also denie
BelleSouth's Motion to Hold in Abeyance. For the time being, at
least, the two parties have wrestled themselves to a draw.

As things stand now, I expect La Star's initial Brief in
this proceeding to be due sometime in September with oral
argument set in the early part of next year. I will keep you
informed of developments as they occur.

~y,

~vre~
AVB/pn.A0731
Enc.

cc: Mr. John Brady
Mr. Pat Brady
Mr. Donald Nelson
Alan Naftalin, Esquire
Mr. Michael Hron

AB01462
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SJI, Inc.

- .= '--_•..•_. _......-...:--.~~-:J

112 West 10th Street
Post Office Box 188

Larose, Louisiana 70373
(504) 693-4~67

April 10, 1990

Leroy T. Carlson, Chairman
Telephone and Data Systems, Inc.
79 West Monroe Street
Chicago, Illinois 60603

Dear Mr. Carlson:

Attached please find copies of internal memorandums concern­
ing the meeting of August 18 - 19, 1987, in Chicago and the tele­
phone conference of June 28, 1989 concerning LaStar.

Would it not be appropriate, utilizing these memorandums and
your own, to have official minutes of the joint venture drawn and
agreed upon.

Please review-and let me have your comments.

John Brad ,
Chairman, Management Committee
LaStar Cellular, Inc.

TheSJIF~y: ~B013q6

LJfourche Telephone Company, Inc. • SJI Cellular, Inc.
SOLA Communlcatlonl, Inc. • Control Syltematologlltl, Inc.

-.~~ l.IfOurcIII T__m~ftJcIdon.,~".~:',-Inc•._.M~~~~.. _. :~j.§i I
;;.~~.§~ '. '. .",~:' ...,.
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TO: J,:,hr, 8t'ady
~'at Brady

Per Je.hn's reQuest to doc'.Iment e,ur t t- i p, I am
subm1tt1ng to you thiS memo for your approval.

We met most of TDS's top management as new partners 1n
La Star Cellular's JOint venture. We were shown their
corporate offices.

Mr. Carlson discussed ~lth us the future of the
cellular business and the need for companies lik. ours to be
involved. Jt was agreed by all that we would hAve the final
say so over management and major decisions faced by La Star
1n the future. Basically the meeting WAS an affirmation by
TDS to live up to the Joint Venture aQreement that we had
with Ma)(ce II.

John was felt out by Mr. Carlson as to any interest in
5e 11 i ng OIJr MSA.

ABO 1397



MEMORANDUM

TO: John, Pat

FROM: Kit

RE: Conference Call - June 28, 1989

Participants: John Brady, Kit Crenshaw, Mike Rhone, &
Lee Roy Carlson

We discussed the relative Value of St. Tammany Parish
as compared to the rest of the New Orleans MSA. It was the
consensus of all that St. Tammany was more valuable per pop
than any other parish in the state of Louisiana. This lead
to overall agreement that St. Tammany is worth at least
21.6' of the New Orleans MSA.

Because of the impending meeting with the FCC and the
necessity of developing a Counter-Proposal, it was proposed
by Kit and agreed to by all that the following proposal be
made to BellSouth Mobility:

st. Tammany should be treated as an RSA with LaStar
owning 50' and BMI owning the remaining 50'. LaStar
would operate the st. Tammany Parish area under a
contract identical to the one proposed and operated
under by BellSouth Mobility in several other RSA's.
In effect, offer their contract to them as a minority
company. 1;hat they have offered to other as "fair"

It was discussed that BellSouth had expressed interest
in settling this case with some RSA's. John Brady explained
that because MobileTel was a SJI company and is one of three
applicants in RSA 8 and one of two in RSA 9 there could be a
problem vis-a-vis LaStar. John went on to further explain
that since La Star was formed to only operate in the New
Orleans MSA that there should be no problem here. It was
agreed to by all that was the case here and that as long
as LaStar stuck to the New Orleans market only and that
MoblieTel stayed out of New Orleans that there was no
probl.. of conflict of interest by either SJI or TDS
inter••t.

Call adjourned by wishing all good luck.

AB01398
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EXHIBIT

J,r?grttdvg,

SMITHWICK A BELENDIUK, P. C.

TltutCO"'C"

(20., 7••·••04

20:1:1 ....~.....w.

• UITIt 107

--...0'l"O". O.G.~.

yD. UC'MY
(191) ",.""
Clp.) "'.'IJ'

Alan Y. .artalin, Eaqulre
JCo1:een , .afulln
11'0 connec1:icut Ave., N. W.
Waahinqton, DC 2003.

Mr. Xit Kren.nav
La Fourch. Telephone company, Inc.
113 WTen~ Stre.t
P.O. Box 111
La Roa., LA 73013

Gentl..n:

Encloaed is a-.copy ot an AmendJIent to Joint venture Agreement
of La star Cellular Telephone Company, encorporat1n9 the ehanqes I
.Int ~9 you by tae.i.ile leat.rday" I have .oheduled a telephone
••et1n9 ot the partner. on Fr1day, June 1', 1"0 a~ ~1:UU a.m.
Ea.tem Dayl19h~ T1.e.

!.t you have any

Ene.
AVB/lmv.AOCS13

, ple.a. eall.

SJI 005324
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TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:
cc:
DATE:

Tc.y Due.
Kit crenshaw
SJI Cellular Inc.
John Brady
July 5, 1990

E~~ec:tive on Kay 31, 1"0 ~ Jo1n~ VeDaare~~
between SJX cellular IDe. aDd ftU' cellular (08 cellular ­
'1'D8) vaa -.wlect in accordance v1~ legal r.o ...-.d.Uona ~o

provide t:ba~ troa t:ba~ da~ torward, all expeu.. o~

proceding vith the LA STAR caM would be borne in accordance
vith the percentage ot ovnerahip. SJI owns 51. aDd star
OWIUI 49'. Futh.raor. it va. a~eed tha~ any expenae.
incurred up to th.t d.t. would not be Charqabl. to the joint
venture nov or in the tutur••

Attached is the tirst bill. B.tore I contact Donald
Nelson ot Us Cellular tor th.ir 49' and to tind out what
documentation they are looking for would you pl.... let me
know how you and your staft would preter to se. this
handled now and in the future.

AB02222

- 30.:. ---------- n
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August 10, 1990

FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Sinclair H. Crenshaw
LaFourche Telephone company, Inc.
112 West Tenth Street
P.O. Box 188
LaRose, LA 70373

Dear Kit:

Enclosed are Declarations for the La star proceeding for
yourself, John Brady, Jr., and James P. Brady. Please review your
Declaration, and have John and Pat review theirs, then sign and
date them where indicated, and return them to me by Federal Express
for filing with t~e Commission on Tuesday, August 14, 1990.

If you have any questions, please call.

AVB/pn.B0810
Ene.

SJI 004357


