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File Number: ;J
1

{|2a) Ifthis request is for an Amendment or Withdrawal. enter the File Number of the pending application ;[File Number: 2‘
.|currently on file with the FCC. — o " ) ‘

Pendng ons yon Wth

nuomoers

‘| procedures lor telecommunications licenses? i

4) For assignment of authorization only. is this a partition and/or disaggregation? Yes

5a) Does this filing request a waiver of the Cemmission rules?
It'Yes'. attach an exhibit providing_the rule numbers and explaining circumstances. No. . .. ___

5b) If a feeable waiver request is attached. multiply the number of stations (call signs) times the number of rule
seclions and enter the result.

|
i
f
i

HD) ATR dUdUTIINERITS DRIIY IEU WIN IS dppucanon r yes 1!

:[7ay Does the transaction that is the subject o this application also involve transt  or 1 it of other wireless licenses held by |
|
i

{|the assignorfiransteror or aftiliales of the assignorAransterorie.g., parents, subsidianes, or commonly controlled entities) that are not
“Included on this form and for which Commission approval is required? Yes

‘ 7b) Does the transaction that 1s the subject of this application also involve transfer or asstgnment of non-wireless licenses that are not,
included on this form and for which Commission approval is required? No

8) How will assignment of authorization or transfer ot control be accomplished? Spectrum exchange |
Ifrequired by applicable rule, attach as an exhibit a statement on how controlts to be assigned or transferred. along with copies of

'{1 AV Clont Rl marmar fd imdiidmanlh, -rlll.
. Ly . TSURIAMT T imTnn T Cpemes

§ll_._...l M~

|12} Entity Name (if not an individual): AMT CeMlular, LLC _

131 Artention To: David C. Jatlow
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R‘Vhile: :

j - T =
SlElhnicity:i Hispanic or Latine: | t\lzti:ﬂ.spamc or
423} FCC Registration Number (FAN):
//24) First Name (i individual): _m {Cast Name: l[Sutie.__ |
‘ 25) Entity Name (if not an individual):
i

26} P.O.Box: And/ Or : 27) Street Address: !
‘ = 1
i[28) City: | 29) State: E'ﬁ Zip Code:
;131) Telephone Number: ‘ 32) FAX Number:

34) First Name; I ‘ MI: Lasi Name; [Sutfix:

135) Company Name; ... L
11361.R.0..Box: [Ancu_o_r, |37) Street Address; S
138) City: . .. [39) State: ... [140) Zip Code: %
141) Telephone Number: [42) FAX Number:
[43) E-Mail Agdress. ) -
Assignee/Transferee Information

50) Attention To: Kellye E. Abernathy . L o _
151) P.O. Box. oo ._..|And/Or  [52)Street Address: 17330 Preston Road, Suite 100A

53)City. Dallas. ... e et rme DA) State: TX _._. 55} Zip Code: 75252

56) Telephone Number: (972)733-2000 __57) FAXNumber-(972)733-2865 —

58) E-Mail Address: L . - _

| [Suffx -
[51) P.Q_.’on: o B"d {Or 3[52) Street Address: 5565 Glenridge Connector, Suite 1700

63) City: Atlanta i[64) Slate: GA /65) Zip Code: 30342

Alien Ownership Questions

2016

2/12/2003 5:22 PM
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T — i o
i169) Is the Asslanee or Transferee a foreign government or the representative of any foreign government? . {|Noi
{ ... 'INo
[[70) Isthe Assignee or Transferee an alien or Ih& representative of an alisn? iINo

i

i[71) b the Assignee or Transferee a corporation organized under the laws of any foreign government? y &.

72) Is the Asslgnee or Transferee a corporation of which more than one-fifth of the capital stock is owned of record or voted by '
aliens or their representatives or by a foreign government or representative thereof or by any corporation organized under the ‘INo!
:|laws of a foreign country? P

—

i|73) Isthe Assignee or Transferee directly or indirectly controlled by any other corporation of which more than one-fourth ot the J |
§ capital stock is owned of record or voted by aliens. their representatives. or by a foreign government or representative thereof. or N
J|by any corporation organized under the laws of a foreign country? If 'Yes', anach exhibit explaining nature and extent ¢f alien or ? °§
\areien owhnership_er eantral- o o L

Basic Qualification Questions
- ) )

'75) Has the Asslignee or Transferee or any party to this application. or any party directly or indirectly controlling the Assignee or |

I

i|77] Isthe Assignee or Transferee, or any party directly or indirectly controlling the Assignee or Transferee currently a party in
/|any pending maner referred to inthe preceding iwe items? It 'Yes', attach exhibit explaining circumstances.

78)Race, Ethnicity, Gender of Assignee/Transferee (Optional)

: ) —\INative Hawaiian or Other
Black or Atrican-American: L Paciiic Islander:

E _ |American Indian or Alaska |, .
-;;Ln“e' INatve: ‘is'f’"'

SO —
;|Ethnicity:§ Hispanic or Latino:

[Gender: [Female:  IMale |

Not Hispanic or
Latino:

b

Assignor/Transferor Certification Statements

1) The Assignor or Transferor certifies either (1) that the authorization will not be assigned or that control of the license will not be
transferred until the consent of the Federal Communications Cemmissicn has been given. or (2) that prior Commission consent is not
required because the transaction is subject lo streamlined notification procedures for pro forma assignments and transfers by
.telecommunications carriers. See Memorandum Opinion and Order, 13 FCC Rcd. £293(1998).

;
I
|

j
£ 2) The Assignor or Transferor certifies that all statements made in this applicalion and inthe exhibits. attachments, or in document;_i
incorporated by reference are material. are part of this application. and are true, complete. correct, and made ingood faith. ¢

i
i

79) Typed or Printed Name of Party Authorized te Sign

i IR = - o '
: FirstName: Douglas... ... oo WMELL . [Ea_s_t_Name_;__B_‘r_axndQ_n___v.m.ﬁ_._.__,_m e 1210 [ SR
. -
! 80) Title: Vice Presidentof Manager . — _ } __,[~_
_Signature: Douglas IBrandon o __ ils1)Date:1/to03 e

Assignee/Transferee Certification Statements

3 of
Jofe 2/12/2003 5:22 PM
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dof6

: l % i i
|85 call Sign 86) Radio i 87) Location Number /| 89) Frequency Center ?:E) ﬂgﬂﬁr i(92) Constructed)
i '9 Service | Number | (Microwave Number || Frequency (h?'IHz) 4 ; Yes /No !
[ KNLF2s6 [ AL

1} The Assignee or Transteree Certifies either (1) that the authorizatjon will not be assigned or that Control of the Ilcense will not be
transferred until the consent ot the Federal Communications Commission has been given, or (2) that prior Commission consent is not .
required because the transaction is subject 1o streamlined notification procedures for pre fozna assignments and transters by
i[telecommunications carriers See Memorandum Opinion and Order, 13 FCC Rcd. 6293 (1398).

2} The Assignee or Transleree waives any claim lo the use of any particular frequency or of the electromagnetic spectrum as against
the regulatory power of the United Stales because of the previous use ¢f the same, whether by license or otherwise. and requests an
authorization 1n accordance with this application.

/|31 The Assignee or Transferee certities that grant of this application would not cause the Assignee or Transferee 1o be inviolation of |
ilany pertinent cross-ownérship, anribution. or spectrum cap rule.’
i['1t the applicant has sought a waiver of any such rule in connection with this application. it may make this certification subject lothe |

E outcome of the waiver request. ‘
=

—H
j 4) The Assignee or Transferee agrees to assume all obligations and abide by all conditions imposedon the Assignor or Transferor |
*lunder the subject authetization{s), unless the Federal Communications Commission pursuant lo a request made herein otherwise {
allows, except tor liability for any act done by. or any right accured by, or any suit or proceeding had or commenced against the |
Assignor or Transferor prior to this assignment.

115) The Assignee or Transferee certifiesthal all statements mads in this application and inthe exhibits. anachments. or in documents |
incorporated by reterence are material. are part of this applicahon, and are true. complete. correct. and made in good faith.

6) The Assignee or Transferee certifies that neither it nor any other party to the application is subject to a denial of Federal benefits |
pursuant to Section 5301 of the Anti- Druq Abuse Act of 1998.21 U .8.C 5 862, because ot a cenviction tor Dossessrcn or distribution ;
of a controlled substance. See Section 1 2002(b) ofthe rules, 47 CFR § 1. 2002(b) tor the definition ot pany to the application” as |
used m this certification. !

i 71 The applicant certifies that it either (1) has an updated Form 602 on tile with the Commission, (2) istiling an updated Form 602 i

¢ simultaneously with this application. or (3)is notrequiredto tile Form 602wnder the Commission's rules. i

82) Typed or Printed Name of Party Authorlzed to Slgn

IMI L Mi Last Name Tacker w:@ﬂix: ]

i%%?iﬂ Eﬁv -BrB¥EE BEY Counsel . C°fP sec. e e

./S|gnature.Car0I. I=Facker mmg 4) Date:01/10/03 i

~WILLFULFALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE AND/OR .
'lMPRISONMENT (U.S. Code, Title 18, Section 1001) AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION |
PERMIT (LIS._Code, Title 47, Section 312{a)(1))rANB/OR-FORFEITURE{U.S. Code. Titlg. 47_Section503). |

Authorlzatlons To Be ASS|gned or Transferred

86) Path || il 90) Lower or

1A
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|Approved by OMB
{13060 - 0800

||See instructions for pubtic .
burden estimate =|

|| FCC Form 603
: Schedule A

‘| Isthe Assignee claiming the Same category or a smaller category of eligibility lor installment payments as the Assignor
f (as determined by the applicable rules governing the licenses issuedto the Assignor)?

ﬂ_l{_"fes‘, is the Assignee applying lor installment payments?

Year 1 Gross Revenues
_ {current)

i
| Year 2 Gross Revenues : Year 3 Gross Revenues Total Assets:

3) Certification Statements
For Assignees Claiming Eligibility as an Entrepreneaur U.nder the Ganaral Rula

HAssianee cerifies that thev are eliaible in nhtain the linrnges tnr which thew annlu

For Assignees Claiming Eliqibility as a Publiclv Traded Corporation

|| Assignee certities that they are eligible to obtain the licenses lor which they apply and that they comply with the definition 01 a Publicly !
I

!A::mnnn rartifine that |hnu ara nllrnhln tm AlRtaim tha linancne dar wshinh thau renhb 1'

{Asalgnee cemnes that the applrcant s sole control t group mem ber is a pre-existing entity, if applicable. . il

For Assignees Claiming i ili asaVery mnall Business, Very Small Business Consortium, Small Business or as a Small

Rucinace NManemrtinm

JA55|gnee cemfles lhat they are ehcuble to obtam 1he Ilcenses for which thev aoolv. e . i

‘tAccinnpe rartifiac that tha nnnllr‘nn"c cnln rantral Arann mamhbar ic - pre exlsnng enmy |l appncable Ii

For - 25 Cla ing Eligibility as a Rural Telephone Company

’Ass:gnee certifies that Ihey meet the delfinition of a Rural Telephone Company as set out in the appllmhh FLU Tuies, ana must i
diselose all nartias tn anreamentis) tn nanitinn licancae wnn in thic anctinn Qoo annlirahia ECC nilac _ . 1

Transfers of Control
4) Licensee Eligibility (for transfe ¢fcontrolonly)

[As a resul of transter of enntral. must the licencaa now claim a larnar nr hinhar catennru nf slinthility than was

declared?

]H 'Yes'. the new category 0f eligibility of the licensee is:

Certification Statement for Transferees

E,E’E'?E%E?fﬁfies Ihat the answers provided in item 4 are true and correct.

! a ‘ A

. . . | pproved by OMB
I FSEheduted®3 Partition and Disaggregation : Se instruQes 1@seablic burden.
E e o L — i estimate

1A
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tol

i PamhonerlDlsaggregator Call Sign: KNLF25,

Ranne Area Partitioned
2) Delined Area to be . 3) Undefined Area |o be Partitioned (Complete undefined
| Partitioned !|geographic area atachment)
I BTA315 :(ScheduleC # Attached: i 73214
b — e e __Spectrum Disaggregated e )
! Lower Frequency e _J Upper Frequency
IN1882.50000 .. . - B 101885.00000 o
101962.50000 I 101965.00000 S

il(Yes) [Partitioner
{iOption 1 |partitioned areas.

.lPanihonee certifies that only the substantial service reaiirement for ranawil Axracianséy far tha naditinnad aras miet ha |

‘imet bv the end of the 10 vear license iarm [

7)Coverage Requwements D|saggregat|on

; (No) EDlsaggregator anc Dlsaggregatee each cemfy that the D|saggregator will maintain responS|b|||ty for meellngthe
‘loption 1 ‘|applicable coverage requirements tor the entire license area

iI(No) Disaggregator and Disaggregatee each certify that the Disaggregatee will maintain responsibility for meeting the
i"Option 2 appllcable coverage reqmremems I'orthe entlre Ilcense area

{Yes) o iisaggregator and Disaggregatee each cerlify that they will share responsibility for meetlngthe appllcable coverage :
[Option 3 Irequirements forthe enire license area. |

?The copy resulting trom Print Previews intended to be used as a reference copy only and MAY NOT be submitted to the FCC as an j
application for manual filing. :

Attachment List

,{é;:ta@h@eﬂtixvae:i}'.mm__,ﬁ.@ﬂa.t@_%_______,.M Description ____ i Contents

. |
|Other ‘01/08/03 Exhibit A - Lead ;0178 130402730207597997062.pdf
| ]Apphcauon Informdtlon

! T E’ hihit R l
|Other ,01/08/03 the;tu'm 77R35p°“5‘3 0 to 17813 1842739297597997062.pdf

I

___1A

271272003 5:72 PM
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EXHIBITA
DESCRIPTION OF TRANSACTION AND
PUBLIC INTEREST STATEMENT

Lead Application Information

This application is 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 beingtiled
concurrently for the assignment o f licenses from Ameritech Mobile Communications,
LLC to AT&T Wireless Services of Hawaii, Inc. as the lead application for the
transaction (ULS File 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 affiliates 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. In order to facilitate Commission’s review of the pending litigation
information, pages 3 and 4 of this exhibit are copies of the cases previously reviewed aod
approved for Cingular in connection with ULS File No. 0001085730, which was granted on
December 28.2002. The current changes are underlined.

On March 7. 2000, In re Cellular Headquarters, Inc.; Cellular Headquarters, Inc. v.
Comcast Cellular Communications, Inc., et al.,No. 00-1067, was filed in the District of New
Jersey. Plaintiff, a current sales agent, alleges 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. The court conducted a settlement conference in November. The December 0. 2002 trial

date has been cancelled. The parties will seek the bankruptcy court’s approval of a tentative

settlement agreement.

On January 18,2001, Westside Cellular. Inc. db/a Celinet of Ohio 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 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 affirmed the PUC order,

rejecting Defendants’ preemption arguments. The trial court iikely will schedule trial for early
2003.

On November 6. 2001, ¥Fuliey Cellular fnc. v. Cingular WirelessLLC, No. A442]36, was
filed in the District Court of Clark County, Nevada. Plaintiff is a former exclusive dealer of
Defendant’sproducts. On behalf of itself and similarly situated persons. Plaintiff alleges that
Defendant inappropriately converted Plaintiff’s 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 competition. In response to a motion by Cingular, on February 14,2002, the
Court ordered that the matter be resolved through binding arbitration pursuant to the parties’
agency agreement. Although the Court declined to 1ssue a preliminary injunction ordering
Plaintiff tc comply with the non-compete provision in the parties’ agency agreement, j; granted a

010303



FCC Form 603
Exhibit B
Page 2 of 4

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 parties have ayeed
upon a single arbitrator.

On March 1,2002, United States Cellular Telephone of Greater Tulsa, L.L. C. v. $8C
Communications, Inc., No. 02CV0163C (J), was filed in the U.S.District Court for the Northern
District of Oklahoma. SBC Communications, Inc. and SWB Telephone, L.P. (“SWBT") are
defendants. The complaint alleges that because of land use (residential 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 § 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 af. v. AT&T Wireless PCS,
LLC, et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts (Case No. 02-
11689RGS). Cingular Wireless LLC is a named defendant along with several other wireless
companies. Plaintiffs seek 1o 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 al v. AT&T Wireless PCS,
LLC, er ai. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Califomia (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, etal. 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-CV120). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint field in the U.S. District
Court 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 to the Millen complaint field in the U.S. District Court
for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has received service.

010303
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RESPONSE TO QUESTION 77

On March 7, 2000. /» re Cellular Headquarters. Inc.; Cellular Headguarters, inc.
v. Comcast Cellidar Communications, Inc., et al., No. 00-1067, was filed in the District of New
Jersey. Plaintiff, a current sales agent, alicges 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 i, 2002;
and trial has been set for December 10, 2002.

On January I8, 2001, Westside Cellular. inc. d/b/a Cellnet of Ohio 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 scli cellular servicesto Cellnet at the same rates as it sold such service
to its retail affiliates. Plaintiff had 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 Supreme Court on June 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. Valley Cellular Inc. v. Cingular 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 that
Defendant inappropriately converted Plaintiffs 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 Competition. In response to a motion by Cingular, on February 14, 2002, the
Court ordered that the matter be resolved through binding arbitration pursuant to the parties’
agency agreement. Although the Court declined to issue a preliminary injunction ordering
Plainuff to comply with the non-compete provision in the parties’ agency agreement, it granted a
preliminary injunction enjoining Plaintiff from using Cingular’s trademarks and confidential
subscriber and business information. On March 20, 2002. Cingular filed 2 Demand for
Arbitration. Plaintiff had twenty days to respond but failed to do so. The parties have agreed

upon a single arbitrator.

On March |, 2003. t/nited States Celludar Telephone of Greater Tulsu, L L.C. v. SBC
Conmmunications, fnc., No.02CVO0163C (1), was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern
District of Oklahoma. SBC Communications, Inc. and SWB Telephone, L.P. (“SWBT™) are
defendants. The complaint alleges that because of land use (residential zoning) restrictions, the

010303
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roof of a telephone building ewned 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 camplaint alleges that Defendants have violated § 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,
LI.C, etal. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts (Case No. 02-
11689 RGS). Cingular Wireless LLC is a named defendant along with several other wireless
companies. Plaintiffs seek lo 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 at v. AT&T Wireless PCS,
LLC. et al. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California (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-CV120). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint field in the U.S. District
Court 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 to the Millen complaint field in the U.S. District Court
for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has received service.
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