STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA IN CIRCUIT COURT

COUNTY OF BUFFALO FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

CIV. 11-8
IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPLAINT
FILED BY SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS
COMPANY, LP AGAINST NATIVE
AMERICAN TELECOM, LLC REGARDING AFFIDAVIT OF SCOTT KNUDSON
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN )
)S.8.
STATE OF MINNESOTA )

Scott G. Knudson, being duly sworn, states under oath as follows:

1. My name is Scott G. Knudson. I am one of the attorneys representing

Sprint Communications Company, 1.P. (“Sprint™} in its lawsuit against Native American
Telecom, LL.C (“NAT?).

2. Attached to my affidavit as Exhibit 1 is the May 4, 2011 e-mail from
Lennis Axdah! transmitting the PUC Orders dated May 4, 2011 in TC 10-026 that is
subject of Native American Telecom “NAT” in this proceeding. In this e-mail as
recipients I recognize the e-mail address of Tom Reiman_ (“tom@native
americantelecom.com), who I understand to be NAT’s registered agent. I also recognize

Scott@swierlaw.com to be the e-mail address of Scott Swicr, NAT’s counsel in this case.

3. Attached to my affidavit as Exhibit 2 is a copy of the PUC’s service list in
TC10-026, which is Sprint’s Commission Complaint against NAT. One can see Tom

Reiman and Scott Swier are on that list.
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4. Attached to my affidavit as Exhibit 3 is an e-mail dated March 21, 2011 to
Karen Cremer from Scott Swier regarding Sprint’s discovery requests.

5. Attached to my affidavit as Exhibit 4 is a selected page from the April 5,
2011 hearing transcript.

6. Attached to my affidavit as Exhibit 5 is a copy of an e-mail dated April 19,
2011 received from Scott Swier regarding NAT’s appéal of the PUC’s decision to deny
NAT’s Motion to Stay

This concludes my affidavit,

By:_ézﬁ%m

Scott G. Kn'ﬁ%ison

Subscribed and swom to before me

{5 27" day of Ma 2011,
iz Vit

otary Public

Notary Public
Minnesota
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