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ARGUMENT 

Defendant Securus Technologies, LLC (f/k/a Securus 

Technologies, Inc.) respectfully submits this Reply in 

response to Plaintiffs’ brief.  Securus joins and 

incorporates by reference the arguments set forth in the 

Reply Brief filed by Sheriff Hodgson.   

Plaintiffs have no good answer to the argument in 

Securus’s Opening Brief that the 93A claim against 

Securus underscores the fundamental unfairness of 

Plaintiffs’ attempt to effect legislative change through 

judicial fiat. See Plaintiffs’ Brief at 52-53, n. 18, 

citing Securus Brief, 5-9. Plaintiffs argue that 

Securus’s argument is “premature,” because the Court is 

not being asked to resolve the 93A claim against Securus.  

But Plaintiffs’ argument is an obvious dodge of the 

argument Securus is making.  

Securus has not asked this Court to adjudicate 

Plaintiffs’ 93A claim.  Rather, Securus argues that the 

93A claim against Securus illustrates the patent 

unfairness of Plaintiffs’ effort to rewrite the law 

through this action. See Securus Brief, 5-9.  Plaintiffs 

cited nothing, and Securus is not aware of any 

authorities which Plaintiffs could cite, to suggest that 



2 

this is not so.  To the contrary, it is patently unfair 

that Securus has had to defend against a claim that it 

engaged in an “unfair and deceptive" practice, when it 

competed to contract with the Sheriff’s office through 

a public bidding process pursuant to which the Sheriff’s 

office solicited bids for site commissions and there was 

(and still is) a Massachusetts statute that provides 

that revenues from site commissions shall remain with 

the Sheriff’s office.  Plaintiffs seek to amend this 

statute through the judicial, rather than legislative, 

process.  This unfairly causes Securus to defend against 

a 93A claim that has no valid basis.  Plaintiffs do not 

address this point for the sole reason that they have no 

response to it.   

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated above, in Securus’s Opening 

Brief, and in the briefs filed by Sheriff Hodgson 

incorporated herein by reference, the Court should 

answer the certified question in the affirmative. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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 I, Jason D. Frank, hereby certify that the 
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I further certify that the foregoing brief complies 

with the applicable length limitation in Mass. R. A. P. 
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