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~ 1) Apphcation Purpose: Assignment 01 Authorization 

~ 2a) If this request is for an Amendment or Withdrawal, enter the File Number of the pending application 
~ currently ~.. on . file ...~ with the FCC. ,~ 

.. .... ~ ~~ ~ ~~ 
.~ 

-2 ___~_..___ 3a) 1s this a pro forma assignment 01 authonzation or transfer of control? No 

3b) If the answer to Item 3a 1s 'Yes'. IS this a notiticatlon Of a pro fomatransadion bemg filed under the Commission's forbearance 
procedures for telecommunications licenses? 

..- ~ - -. 

I 
- I 

8L) For assignment of authonzation only. is this a partition and/or disaggregation? No -_--~___ 
5a) Does this tiling request a waiver ot Ihe Commission rules? 

Type of Transaction 

~ 

_____._~_ 
7a) Does the transaction that is the subject of lhls application also involve transfer or assignment of other wireless licenses held by 
the assignorltransferor or affiliates of the assignorAransferor(e.g., parents. subsidiaries. or commonly controlled entities) that are not 1 
included on this form and for which Commlssion approval is required? Yes 
7b) Does the transaction that is the subjecl 01 this appllcatlon also involve transfer or assignment of non-wireless licensesthat are not1 

! 

2 _______ -~__-____-.-___ ~~ 

~. 

Transaction Information 
~. ~ ~ . . . ~ ~  ~ ~ ~~ .~ ~ ~ ~ . .  

LicenseeIAssignor Information 

10) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 0006538011 

i l) First Name (if mdlvidual): ! [ v [ L a s t  Name: 

12) Entity Name ~ (if not an individual): Skagit Wireless, LLC 

1131 Anention To. Darla Pomerov 

.~ .~.~. ~ ~ ~ _ _  
. .. ~ ~~~~ ~ ~ -.... 

[Sufli*: _______~~ ..____ 

____ - ___ .- ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~~~~~ ~ '...L ~ ___ ~. . .___-~' 

116) Cbty- Wllmington 

!I 9) Telephone Number: (425)922-3540 

1211 €-Mail Address. 

~ . . . ~ -  ' l i e )  Zip Code: 19807 
~ .~~ ~ ~ ~~~~. ~~ ~ ~~ ~ 

'117) State: DE 

'120) FAX Number: 
.~~ ~ -~ 

i ~.~ ~ . ~ ~ . ~~ 
~ . . ~ ~ ~  .~ . . ~  

! 
I .:. - - . 

22) Race, Ethnicity, Gender of AssignorILicensee (Optional) 
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'i 
.! 

'ba le:  -_ i[Gender:[Female:_ ~ 

__-___--.______ 
I 23) FCC Registratlon Number (FRN): 

24) First Name (if individfai): 
-___ 

i 
- 

25) Entity Name (it not an individual): 

Assigneenransferee Information 
~ . ~ .  ~ .~ 

44) . - The Assignee IS a(n): Limited ~ Liability ~~~ Corporation 

45) FCC Registration ~. ~ Number (FRN): 0004206645 

, 46) First Name (it individual): ,[;Last Name: Ilsuflix: _~______ 
i-- 47) Entity Name (if ~- other - - .... than individual): BellSouth Mobility LLC 

48) Name 01 Real Party in Interest: 

. . ~ ~.~~ ~ - 
. ~.__~~_________~~ , 

~ 

___-.._ __._______~_______ 

I 
9/49) TIN: LO0233205 
i-_ ~ __ ______~ 

'. ... .. . .... .. - ~ _ _  ~ ~ 

1 .. ~, 521 S!ree!Address! 17330 Preston Road, Suite 100A 

57) FAX Number: (972)733-2865 

. . ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~  . ~ . . ~ ~ .  ~ .. .~~~ ~ ~. ~~~ ~ ~ . ~ 

~ 51) P.O. Box: 

. ~ - .  53) City: . Dallas . ~. 54) - Stale: TX ~ ,155) i Zip Code: 75252 ~.~ ~~~ ~_~___, 1 
56) Telephone Number: (972)733-2000 

i 58) E-Mail Address: 

~ . ~ .  

~. ~. . ~ . . ~ .  . . . ~. ~ 

I 
~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ .... ~ ~~ _ _  . ~. . ~ ~ ~ ~ . .  ~.. ~ . .  ~ . . . ~ . ~ .  . . ~  

~ 

~ 1128) city: 
,-___ 

Ii.__.______ -___ 

Name of Assigneenransferee Contact ReDresentative (if other than Assigneenransferee) 

2 9 )  State: 1/30) Zip Code: 

- \~ -~ -. . . ~  ~~ ~ 

~ . . ~ ~  ~ ~. ~ .... ~~ .-... ~. .~ .~ ~ . ~~ . ~ ~ . .  

1 59)  F ~ s t  Name. David / M I : [ L a s t  Name: Richards (SUffK 
160) i Company Name: Cinguiar Wireless LLC 

161) P.O. BoxL-.- 

166) Telephone Number: (404)236-5543 
168) E-Mail Address: 

-i__~ ___.--_______ ____ 
.i 1- 62) Street Address15565 Glenridge Connector. Suite 1700 

64) State: G I  

67) FAX Number: (404)236-5575 
I 65) Zip Code: 30342 

~ . - . ~~ -~ ...._. ~~ .~~ ~. ~~ 

~ 

i ' 

L , ~ 

~~ 

Alien Ownership Questions 

-- MI: .___ /Last - Name. - I Isunix: ib4) First Name: _. __ 
___-I__ 

35) Company Name: 

. ~ ..~ ~ ~~~~. . ~ . . . ~ 39) ~~ ~ State: ~ 

38) city: 

____ 
! 

.. 1140) Zip Code: ~~ i 

!P6) P.O. Box: ~ ~_______ And I Or 37) Streel Address: 

~ ~~- .. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~. 42) FAX Number: . . . .~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~~ 

41) Telephone Number: 

43) E-Mail Address. 
, ~~ ~ . 

I 
--...~..-~~-____.-_I ~ - - . .~~~ .. - ..~ 
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- _ _ ~  
i 69) 1s Ihe Asslgnee or Transferee a foreign government or the represenlative of any foreign govemmenl? GI ~~. 

I 70) 1s the Assignee or Transferee an alien or the represenlalive 01 an alien? 

i 71) 1s the Assignee or Transferee a corporation organized under the laws of any foreign government? 
1172) 1s the Assignee or Transteree a COrpOrallOn of which more than one-fifth of the capital Stock is owned of record or voted bv 1- 

, 

I 
Transferee. or any party to thls appllcation ever been convicted 01 a felony by any state or federal court? If 'Yes', anach exhibit 
75) Has the Assignee or Transferee or any party lo  this application. 01 any pany directly or indirectly controlling the Assignee or 

emlainin0 circumstances. ~~ .... ~ ... .. . .- . .. .- -- .- - 
761 Has any c o ~ n  I nallf ad dagea the Ass gnee Or Transferee. or any pdrly oirectly or in0lren.y conliol.,ng the Assgnee or 
Transferee g-. i 1  ot an a d -  y monopo mng or anempllng dnlalvfui y to monopolize rad0 Comm~nicaton. d reclly or indtrect v .  

'r ' ... 
I 
I 

~ 

I 

through control of manufacture or sale of radlo apparatus. exclusive tratfic arrangement. or any other means or unfalr methods 
____ of competition? If 'Yes', anach exhibit explaining circumstances. 

77) Is the Assignee or Transferee. or any Party directly or indirectly controlling the Asslgnee or Transferee currently a palty in 
c any pending maner referred to in the preceding two items? If 'Yes'. anach exhibit explainmg circumstances. 

- ____ L - ~  

~ ~ ...~. .-... ~~ 
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_____ ~ __.. ~ ~~~ -~ 

transferred until the consent of the Federal Communications Commission has been given, or (2) that prior Commlsslon consent 1s not , 
1) The Assignee or Transferee certifies either (1) that the authorization will not be assigned or that control of the Incense will not be 

required because the transactlon is subject l o  streamlmed notification procedures for pro forma asignments and transfers by 
telecommunications carriers See Memorandum Oprnlon and Order. 13 FCC Rcd. 6293 (1998). 

2) The Assignee or Transferee waives any claim to the use of any particular frequency or of the electromagnetic spectrum as against 
the regulatory power of the United States because of the previous use of the same. whether by license or otherwise. and requests an ~ 

authorization in accordance with this application. 

3) The Assignee or Transferee certifies that grant of this application would not cause the Assignee or Transferee lo be in violatoon ot I 
any pertinent cross-ownership, anributlon. or spectrum cap rule: 
'If the applicant has sought a waiver of any such rule in connecllon with this application, it may make this certification subject lo the i outcome of the waiver request. 

4) The Assignee or Transferee agrees to assume all obligations and abide by all conditions imposed on the Assignor or Transferor 1 
under the subject authorizalionls). unless the Federal Communlcations Commlsslon pursuant to a request made herein otherwise 
allows, except for liability for any act done by, or any rlght accured by. or any suit or proceeding had or commenced against the 

5) The Assignee or Transferee certifies that all Statements made in this application and in the exhibits. attachments. or in documents j 
incorporated by reference are material. are part of this application. and are true. complete. correct, and made in good faith. 

- ____ 

i !,Assignor or Transferor pnor to this assignment. 

x_._~_ 

[ 
I 
i 
1 
I , 

6) The Assignee or Transleree certifies that neither it nor any other party to the appltcation is subject lo a denial of Federal benefits ~ 

pursuant to Section 5301 of the Anti.Drug Abuse Act of 1998.21 U.S.C 5 862. because of a conviction for possession or distnbution ~ 

01 a controlled substance. See Section 1.2002(b) of the rules. 47 CFR 5 1.2002(b). for the definition of 'party to the application' as 1 
! used in this certification. 

17) The applicant certifies that it either (1) has an updated Form 602 on file with the Commission, (2) is filing an updated Form 602 I 
simultaneously with this application, _ _ _ . ~  or (3) IS not required to file Form 602 under the Commission's rules. 

~~ 
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3060 - 0800 Schedule for Assignments of Authorization 
and Transfers of Control in Auctioned Services 1 See Instructtons tor public 

1 burden estimate 

I Year 1 Gross Revenues I Year 2 Gross Revenues ( c u r r e n t ) d  

1) Assignee Eligibility for Installment Payments (for assignments 01 adthorization only) 
, 5 the ASS gnee C almln9 the Same calegory or a Smaller category of et.alo~iiW lor nstallment DaVmentS as tne Ass.nnor 

.- , ~. ~ ~ 

~ 

1 
Total Assets: Year 3 Gross Revenues 

=.. , 1 ~~ ~~ ~ ~ .~ . .  

; k s  determined by the applicable rules governing the licenses issued to the Assignor)? i 
_ _ ~ _ _  
___ !I11 'Yes', is the Assignee applying tor i n s e p a y m e n t s ?  -~ 

For Assignees Claiming Eligibility as an Entrepreneur Under the General Rule 

IIAssignee certifies that they are eligible to obtain the - _  ~~~ ___ 

For Assignees ..... Claiming Eligibility as a Publicly Traded Corporation 

!/Assignee certifies that they are eligible lo oblain the licenses for which they apply and that they comply with the defmiton of a Publicly i 
Traded Corporation. as set out in the appllcable FCC rules. 

..... . ..... ~~-.~________ ..... .... .... 

___ ___~______. .L ..__-I_.__-. ~~ _--_I___ 

For Assignees Claiming Eligibility as a Very Small Business, Very Small Business Consortium. Small Business. or as a Small 

Business Cansortitm ..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .. .... . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  .- - - - .- - - - - - --_ . .  . . .... - 
Assfynee cerl f es Inat they are e..glDle to ODram tne lhcenses for wh cn tney apply 

Assignee certhes tnat the appwant s Sole control group memoer IS a pre-emt ng entity. 11 app cab e 

____________. _ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _  For . Assignees Claiming Eligibililyas a Rural Telephone Company 

(Assignee certilies that they meet the deflnitlon of a Rural Telephone Company as set out m the applicable F 
- -~ ~~~ ~~ 

disclose all parties to agreernent(s) lo won in this auctlon. See applicable FCC rules. I. ..... ................. ... 

Transfers of Control 
4) Licensee Eligibility . . ~  .~ ~ (for . ~~ transfers . ~ . . . . . . . . . .  of control only) ........ ..... ~. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
/As a result of transfer of control. must the licensee now claim a larger or htgher category of eliqibllily than was . .  ~~ 

-_ -_____ 
ilf 'Yes'. the new category of eligibility of the licensee IS: .._ ~. . ~--~--~~.-_____ ~- 

Certilication Statement for Transferees 

Lransferee certiftes that the answers provided In item 4 are true and correct. 
................... ........ . . . .  . . . . . . .  -. ........... .......... 

____ .----~~-..-.---~___I._.._. ___ 

. . . . .  ....... ... ..... . . .  .. .. . _ _ ~  . ~. . ~ .. ~. . . . .  

!applicatton for manual filmg. 
IThe copy resultlng from Prlnt Preview is intended to be used as a relerence copy only and MAY NOT be submitted to the FCC as an 

....... . ... ___~. , ~ 

~ 
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EXHIBIT A 
DESCRIPTION OF TRANSACTION AFD 

PUBLIC lNTEREST STATEMENT 

Lead ADDliCatiOtI Information 

This application is one of fourteen applications being filed in connection with the 
full and partial assignment of licenses between subsidiaries of AT&T Wireless Services, 
Inc., subsidiaries of Cingular Wireless LLC, Menwether Communications LLC, and 
Skagil Wireless, LLC Applicants have designated the application being filed 
concurrently for the assignment of licenses from Amentech Mobile Communications, 
LLC IO AT&T Wireless Services ofHawaii, Inc. as the lend application for the 
transaction (ULS File No. 0001 146802). Accordingly, Applicants hereby incorporate by 
rcference Exhibit A of the lead application. 



FCC Form 603 
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Pase I o f  4 

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 and 
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. w. 
Cofncast Cellular Cornrnunica!ions. Inc.. et 01.. No. 00-1 067, was filed i n  the District ofNew 
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 advenising. and anticompetitive steps towards outside sales 
agents. -court conducted a settlement conference in November. The December LO. 2002 trial 
date has been cancelled. The parties will seek the bankruptcy court’s approval of a tentative 
settlement agreement. 

On January 18, 2001, Wesrside Cellular, Inc. d/h/n Sellnet of Ohio v. New Par, Case 30. 
I :OICVO505, 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. Plaintiff had previously obtained an adverse order on the issue ofliability 
from the Ohio PUC against CSLP and AirTouch. A notice of appeal of the Ohio PUC decision 
was filed with the Ohio Supremc Court 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, 
reiectinp Defendants’ preemption areuments. The trial court likelv will schedule trial for early 
2003. 

On November 6, 2001, Vdley Cellular J m .  11. Cirigrrlar Wireless LLC, No. A442136. was 
filed in the Disrrict 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 iminediately adjacent to Plaintiffs retail locations. Plaintiff alleges 
breach of contract, fraud, interference with prospective economic advantage, and conspiracy, 
including tinfair competition. In rcsporise io a motion by Cingular, on February 14,2002, ihe 
Court ordered that the matter be resolved through binding arbitration pursuant to thc parties’ 
agency agreement. Although the Court declined to issue a preliminary injunction ordering 
Plaintiff to comply wirh 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. Plaintiffhad twenty days to respond but failed to do so. The parties have agreed 
upon a single arbitrator. 

On March 1. 2002. UnitedSiuies Cellular Telephone of Greater TU~SLI .  L.L.C. v. SBC 
Cornrnunicurions. lnc., 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 i s  not 
a defendant. Among other things, the complaint alleges that Defendants have violated fj 2 of the 
Sherman Act by treating United States Cellular less favorably than Cingular with respect to the 
claimed “essential faci I it y.” 

On or around August 23, 2002, an action styled Millen, e! 01. v. AT&T Wireless PCS. 
LLC. e! ai. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts (Case No. 02- 
I 1689 RGS). Cingular Wireless LLC is a named defendant along with several orher wireless 
companies. Plaintiffs seek to 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 
injunclive relief under the Sherman Act. 

On or around September 20, 2002, an action styled Truong. er a1 1’. AT&T Wireless PCS. 
LLC. et 01.  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, et al. v. ATdT 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 in the US. District 
Court for the District of Massachusetts. Cingular has  received service. 

On or around September 30, 2002, an action styled Beeler, el 31. v. AT&T Cellular 
Services, Inc., et al. was tiled in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of lllinois (Case 
No. 02C 6975). This complaint is similar to the Millen complaint field in the U.S. District Court 
for the District o f  Massachusetts. Cingular has received service. 
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RESPONSE TO QUESTION 77 

On March 7, 2000, /ti re Cellrilar Heridquurrers. Inc.: Cellulnr Heudquorters. Inc. 
v. Comcusr Celliilur Commiiiricatio/is. Inc.. et al.. No. 00-1067, was filed in the District orNew 
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 agenls, 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 Deceniher IO,  2002. 

On January 18, 2001, Westside Ceilular. Inc. d/b/u Cellner of Ohio v. New Par. Case No. 
1 :01CV0505, was filed in Cuyahoga Counry, 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 servicc 
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 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 dcnied Defendants’ request to stay the action pending 
the appeal. Trial is set for December 2,2007. 

On November 6. 2001, VuNey Cellitlnr lnc. v. Ci!iguhr Wireless LLC, No. A442136, was 
filed in the District Coun 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, intcrfercnce with prospective economic advantage, and conspiracy, 
including unfair competition. In response to a motion by Cingular, on February 14.2002, the 
Court ordered that rhe matter be rcsolved through binding arbitration pursuant to the parties’ 
agency agreement. Although the Court declincd to issue a preliminary injunction ordering 
Plaintiff TO comply with the non-compete provision in the panics’ aeency 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 twenry days to respond but failed to do so. The parties have agreed 
upon a single arbitrator. 

On March I .  2002, Unirerl Srutes Celltilor Telepliotre of Greater Tulsrr, L. L.C. v, JBC‘ 
Corrrtnrr/rir~r~rrlons. lilt., No. OZCVO163C (J), was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern 
Dlstrict of Oklahonia. SBC Communications, Inc. and SWB Telephone, L.P. (“SWBT”) are 
defendants. The complaint alleges that because of land use (residentla1 zonillg) restrictions, the 
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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 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 U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts (Case No. 02- 
I I689 RGS). Cingular Wireless LLC is a named defendant along with several orher wireless 
companies. Plaintiffs seek to certify a class of wireless customem in the Boston metropolitan 
area. Plaintiffs allege that defendants market handsets and wireless services through tying 
arrangements and that defendants monopolize markers for handsets. Plaintiffs seek damages and 
injunctive relief under the Sherman Act. 

On or around September 20, 2002, an action styled Truong, et a1 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 Mora l s .  ct al. v. AT&T Wireless 
PCS, LLC., et ai. was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Texas (Case 
No. L-02-CV120). This cornplaint 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. 


