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EXHIBIT A 
DESCRIPTION OF TRANSACTION AND 

PUBLIC INTEREST STATEMENT 

Lead Application Informat ion 

This application i s  one of fourteen applications being filed in  connection with the 
full and partial assignment o f  licenses between subsidiaries of AT&T Wireless Services, 
Inc. and subsidiaries of Cingular Wireless LLC, Meriwether Communications LLC, and 
Skagit Wireless, LLC. Applicants have designated the application being tiled 
concurrently for the assignment o f  licenses from Ameritech Mobile Communications, 
LLC to AT&T Wireless Services o f  Hawaii, Inc. as the lead application for the 
transaction (ULS Fi le  No. 0001 146802). Accordingly. Applicants hereby incorporate by 
reference Exhibit A of the lead application. 
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RESPONSE TO QUESTION 77 

Cingular Wireless LLC (“Cingular”), the real party in interest to the assignee, hereby 
submits this response to Question 77 of the FCC Form 603 concerning allegations against 
various indirect subsidiaries or afiliates of Cingular. While these cases may fall outside the 
scope of disclosures required by Question 77, they are nevertheless being reported out of an 
abundance of caution. I n  order to facilitate Commission’s review of the pending litigation 
information, pages 3 and 4 of this exhibit a r e  copies of the cases previously reviewed aod 
approved for Cingular in connection with ULS File No. 0001085730, wbich was granted on 
December 28.2002. The current changes a re  underlined. 

On March 7. 2000, In re Cellulur Headquorlers, Inc.; Cellular Heudqrturiers. Inc. v. 
Comcasr Cellular Cornrnuiiicalions, fnc., ef al., No. 00-1067, was filed in the District of New 
Jersey. Plaintiff, a current sales agent, alleges a breach of the terns of his franchise agreement 
due to changes in the commission structure for outside sales agents, the alleged failure to 
“promote” the sales force through advertising, and anticompetitive steps towards outside sales 
agents. The court conducted a settlement conference in November. The December IO. 2002 trial 
date has  been cancelled. The parties will seek the bankruptcy court’s approval of a tentative 
settlement arrreement. 

On January 18, 2001, Westside Cellular. Inc. d/h/n Cellnet ofOhio v. New Pur, Case No. 
1 :OlCVOSOS, was filed in Cuyahoga County, Ohio against the Cincinnati SMSA Limited 
Partnership (“CSLP”), AirTouch, Verizon, and others, for damages as a result ofDefendants’ 
alleged failure to offer to sell cellular services to Cellnet at the same rates as it sold such service 
to its retail affiliates. Plaintiffhad previously obtained an adverse order on the issue of liability 
from the Ohio PUC against CSLP and AirTouch. A notice of appeal of the Ohio PUC decision 
was filed with the Ohio Suprernc Coun on June 25, 2001. asserting that the claims are preempted 
by federal law. On December 30. 2002. the Ohio Supreme Court aflirmed the PUC order, 
reiectinc Defendants’ preemption arquments. The trial court likely will schedule trial for early 
2003. 

On November 6. 2001, Vuliey Cellular lnc. 11. Cirigiilav Wireless LLC, No. A442136, was 
filed in the District Court of Clark County, Nevada. Plaintiff is a former exclusive dealer of 
Defendant’s products. On behalf of itself and similarly situated persons. Plaintiff alleges thal 
Defendant inappropriately converted Plaintifrs business for itself by, among other things, 
opening retail locations immediately adjacent to Plaintiff‘s retail locations. Plaintiff alleges 
breach of  contract, fraud, interference with prospective economic advantage, and conspiracy, 
including unfair cornpetition. In response to a motion by Cingular, on February 14,2002, the 
Court ordered that the matter be resolved through binding arhitraiion pursuant to thc parties’ 
agency agreenient. Although the Court declined to issue a preliminary injunction ordering 
Plaintiff lo comply with the non-compete provision in the parties’ agency agreement, i t  granted a 
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preliminary injunction enjoining Plaintiff from using Cingular’s trademarks and confidential 
subscriber and business information. On March 20,2002, Cingular filed a Demand for 
Arbitration. Plaintiff had twenty days to respond but railed to do so. The pantes have ayeed 
upon a single arbitrator. 

On March 1,2002, UnitedStates Cellular Telephone o/Grearer Tulso. L.L. C. v. SBC 
Conmunicotrons. Inc., No. 02CVO163C (J),  was filed in  the U.S. District Court for the Northern 
District of Oklahoma. SBC Communications, Inc. and SWB Telephone, L.P. (3WT”) are 
defendants. The complaint alleges that because of land use (residenlial zoning) restrictions, the 
roof of a telephone building owned by Defendants is an “essential facility” to which Defendants 
have permitted access by an affiliate (Cingular) while denying access to Plaintiff. Cingular is not 
a defendant. Among other things. the complaint alleges that Defendants have violated 5 2 of the 
Sherman Act by treating United States Cellular less favorably than Cingular with respect to the 
claimed “essential facility.” 

On or around August 23, 2002. an action styled Millen. el ul. Y.  AT&T Wireless PCS. 
LLC. et al.  was filed in the U.S. District Court for the District ofMassachusetts (Case No. 02- 
11689 RGS). Cingular Wireless LLC i s  a named defendant along with several other wireless 
companies. Plaintiffs seek 10 certify a class of wireless customers in the Boston metropolitan 
area. Plaintiffs allege that defendants market handsets and wireless services through tying 
arrangements and that defendants monopolize markets for handsets. Plaintiffs seek damages and 
injunctive relief under the Sherman Act. 

On or around September 20, 2002, an action styled Truong. et ai v.  AT&T Wireless PCS, 
LLC, er a / .  was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District orCalifornia (Case No. 
C 02 4580). This complaint is  similar to the Millen complaint filed in the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has not yet been served. 

On or around September 27, 2002, an action styled Morales, et al. v. AT&T Wireless 
PCS, LLC., et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District ofTexas (Case 
No. L-02-CV 120). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint field i n  the U.S. District 
Courl for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has received service. 

On or around September 30, 2002, an action styled Beeler. et al. v. AT&T Cellular 
Services. Inc., et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Illinois (Case 
No. 02C 6975). This complaint is similar t o  the Millen complaint held in the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has received service. 
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RESPONSE TO QUESTION 77 

On March 7, 2000. 1ii re Cellirlar Heudyuurters. Inc.; Cellular Heudyriorters. Inc. 
u. Corncast Cellrrlur Cornmuiricatiow fnc.. et a/.. No. 00-1067. was filed in the District ofNew 
Jersey. Plaintiff, a current sales agent, allcges a breach of the terms of his franchise agreement 
due to changes in the commission structure for outside sales agents, the alleged failure to 
“promote” the sales force through advertising, and anticompetitive steps towards outside sales 
agents. Pursuant to a Consent Scheduling Order, the discovery deadlines and trial date have 
been rescheduled as follows: a settlement conference has been scheduled for November 1 ,  2002; 
and trial has been set for December 10, 2002. 

On January IS, 2001, Westside Cellular. Inc. &b/u Celltiel ofOhio v. New Par, Case No. 
1:01CV0505, was filed in Cuyahoga County, Ohio against the Cincinnati SMSA Limited 
Partnership (“CSLP”), AirTouch. Verizon, and others. for damages as a result of Defendants’ 
alleged failure to offer to sell cellular services to Cellnet at the same rates as i t  sold such servicc 
to its retail affiliates. Plaintiff had previously obtained an adverse order on the issue o f  liability 
from the Ohio PUC against CSLP and AirTouch. A notice of appeal of the Ohio PUC decision 
was filed with the Ohio Supreme Court on Junc  25, 2001, asserting that the claims are preempted 
by federal law. Oral argument has been scheduled for November 13. This damages action has 
been remanded to the state court which has denied Defendants’ request to stay the action pending 
the appeal. Trial is set for December 2, 2002. 

On November 6, 2001. Palley Cellirlnr lnc. 11. Citrgtilur CVireless LLC. No. A442136, was 
filed in  the District Court of Clark County, Nevada. Plaintiff is a former exclusive dealer of 
Defendant’s products. On behalf of itself and similarly situated persons, Plaintiff alleges that 
Defendant inappropriately converted Plaintiffs business for itself by, among other things, 
opening retail locations immediately adjacent to Plaintifrs retail locations. Plaintiff alleges 
breach of contracI, fraud. interference with prospective economic advantage. and conspiracy, 
including unfair Competition. h response to a motion by Cingular, on February 14.2002, the 
Court ordered that the matter be resolvcd through binding arbitration pursuant to the parties’ 
agency agreement. Although the Court declincd to issue a preliminary injunction ordering 
Flainiirf to comply with the non-compete provision in the parties’ agency agreement, i t  granted a 
preliminary injunction enjoining Plaintiff from using Cingular’s trademarks and confidential 
subscriber and business information. On March 20, 2002. Cingular filed a Demand for 
Arbitration. Plaintiff had twenty days to respond but failed to do so. The parties have agreed 
upon a single arbitrator. 

On March I ,  2003. l /nited Strrrrs Celliilnr Tclephoire of Greater Tulsir, 1. L.C. 11. SRL‘ 
Colii,niitririlnbns. lnc.. NO. 02CVOI63C (.I). was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern 
Dlsrrict of Oklahonia. SBC Communications, Inc. and SWB Telephone, L.P. (“SWBT”) are 
defendants. The complaint alleges that because of land use (residential zoniitg) restrictions, the 
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roof of a telephone building owned by Defendants is an “essential facility” to which Defendants 
have permitred access by an affiliate (Cingular) while denying access to Plaintiff. Cingular is not 
a defendant. Among other things, the complaint alleges that Defendants have violated 8 2 of the 
Sherman Act by treating United States Cellular less favorably than Cingular with respect to the 
claimed “essential facility.” 

On or around August 23, 2002, an action styled Millen, et al. v. AT&T Wireless PCS, 
LLC, et al. was filed in the US. District Court for the District of Massachusetts (Case No. 02- 
1 1689 RGS). Cingular Wireless LLC is a named defendant along with several orher wireless 
companies. Plaintiffs seek lo certify a class ofwireless customers in the Boston metropolitan 
area. Plaintiffs allege that defendants market handsets and wireless services through tying 
arrangements and that defendants monopolize markets for handsets. Plaintiffs seek damages and 
injunctive relief under the Sherman Act. 

On or around September 20. 2002, an action styled Truong, et al v. AT&T Wireless PCS, 
LLC. et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District ofCalifornia (Case No. 
C 02 4580). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint filed in the U S .  District Court for 
the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has not yet been served. 

On or around September 27. 2002. an action styled Morales. ct al. v. AT&T Wireless 
PCS, LLC., et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Texas (Case 
No. L-02-CVI20). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint field in the US. District 
Couri for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has received service. 

On OT around September 30, 2002, an action styled Beeler, et al. v. AT&T Cellular 
Services. lnc., et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Nonhem District of Illinois (Case 
No. 02C 6975). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint field in the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has received service. 


