
Thomas J. Grills
Ripley County Sheriff

P. O. Box 686 Oiiij!l~~~~
Versailles, IN 47042 <~

sheriff@ripleycounty.com ~~~

August 24, 2009

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12tb Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Received & Inspected

AUG 24'Z009
FCC Mail Room

Re: WC Docket No. 09-144, In the Matter of Securns Petition for Declaratory Ruling

Dear Ms. Dortch:
As a Sheriff in,charge of operating a secure jail, I would like to submit this letter in support of the
Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling.

Companies that take calls away from our jail and route them to unknown destinations, which
Securus calls "call diversion," are a real security threat. These schemes can endanger lives. Our
County cannot allow this activity to go on, and as I understand it, the only way to ensure that calls
are not stolen this way is to block calls from being dialed to the local numbers that are being used
in these schemes,

As I understand it, blocking inmate calls to these local numbers is no different than blocking
access to 1-80O--COLLECT. Any service provider that allows an inmate to get outside the
security features of inmate phones presents a danger to public safety, and we have always
requested that inmates be barred from using such services. Call diversion is just another form of
circumventing the system.

Actually, call diversion is much worse. These companies operate "underground" - they do not
bid on contracts, they do not announce themselves to us as a service provider, and the local
numbers they give out are not registered. I do not understand why companies like this are
permitted to provide phone service.

The Securus Petition should be granted so that I, and other correctional authorities, can get back
control over the calls that inmates place. We have to know where inmate calls are going and
prevent inmates from calling protected persons. Schemes that try to mask call destinations mus-t­
therefore be stopped. Please allow Securus and the other inmate phone providers to prevent these
fraudulent schemes and to continue to provide the safe and secure service that we need.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, , /' .-fl//
~,,0~

Thomas J. Grills, Sheriff t~o. of Copies rec'd 0
LIS: ABCOE --"'-"---



OFFICE OF THE SHERIFF
FAIRFIELD COUNTY

Dave Phalen, Sheriff

August 17, 2009

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Conununication.s Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Received & Inspected

AUG 24'Z009
FCC Mail Room

Re: WC Docket No. 09-144, In the Matter of Secums Petition for Declaratory Ruling

Dear Ms. Dortch:

As Sheriff of Fairfield County, Ohio in charge of operating a secure jail, I would like to submit this letter in
support of the Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling.

Companies that take caHs away from our jail and route them to unknown destinations, which Securus calls "call
diversion," are a real security threat. These schemes can endanger lives. Our County cannot allow this activity
to go on, and as I understand it, the only way to ensure that calls are not stolen this way is to block calls from
being dialed to:th~ local numbers that are being used in these schemes.

As I undersiand it, blocking inmate calls to these local numbers is no different than blocking access to 1-800­
COLLECT. Any service provider that allows an inmate to get outside the security features of inmate phones
presents a danger to public safety, and we have always requested that inmates be barred from using such
services. Call di version is just another fonn of circumventing the system.

Actually, call diversion 1S much worse. These companies operate "underground" - they do not bid on contracts,
they do not announce themselves to us as a service provider, and the local numbers they give out are not
registered. I do not undt:rstand why companies like this are pennitted to provide phone service.

The Secums Petition should be granted so that I, and other correctional authorities, can get back control over the
calls that inmates place. We have to know where inmate calls are going and. prevent inmates from calling
protected persons. Schemes that try to mask call destinations must therefore be stopped. Please allow Securus
and the other inmate phone providers to prevent these fraudulent schemes and to continue to provide the safe
and secure service that we need.

Thank you for your comideration.

Sincerely,

\j~~-
Dave Phalen
Fairfield County Sheriff

TO SERVE AND PROTECT
221 East Main Street - Lancaster, Ohio 43130-3872 - 740-653-5223 - 1-800-808-5223 - Fax 740-687-6856



Franklin County Community Based Correctional Facility
1745 Alum Creek Drive
Columbus, OH 43207

614-462-4600, Fax 614-462-4606
Bud Potter
Director

August 19, 2009

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communicatiorls Commission
445 Jill Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Received & Inspected

AUG 24'2009
FCC Mail Room

Re: WC Docket No. 09-144, In the Matter of Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling-

Dear Ms. Dortch:

As the Director that is responsible for the management and operations of a community-based correctional
facility (CBCF), I would like to submit this letter in support of the Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling.

Companies that take calls away from the CBCF and route them to unknown destinations, which Securus
cnlls "call diversion," are a real security threat. These schemes can endanger lives. Our facility cannot
allow this activity to go on, and as I understand it, the only way to ensure that calls are not stolen this way
is to block calls from be:ing dialed to the local numbers that are being used in these schemes.

As I understand it, blocking resident calls to these local numbers is no different than blocking access to 1­
800-COLLECT. Any service provider that allows a resident to get outside the security features of resident
phones presents a danger to public safety, and we have always requested that residents be baned from
using such services. Call diversion is just another fonn of circumventing the syste:Tl:

Actually, call diversion is much worse. These companies operate ."underground" - they.do not announce
themselves to us as a service provider, and the local numbers they give out are not registered. I do nol
underst~nd why companies ljke this are p~rmitted to provide phone service.

The Securus Petition should be;.granted so that I, and other correctional authorities, can.main~ain control
ever the calls that resi dents place: We have ,to :know where resident 'calls are· going. Schemes·that·'try to
mask call destinations must be stopped. Please allow Securus and the other resident phone providers to
prevent these fraudul~nt schemes and 'to' continue to provide the safe 'and secure service that we need.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,

d
Granville Bud Potter, Director
Franklin County
Community Based Correctional Facility

~~o. of Copies rec'd 0
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WOOD COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE

MARl\. W ASYLYSHYN

Sheriff

August 24, 2009

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12tl1 Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 09-144, ]n the Matter of Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling

Dear Ms. Dortch:

As a Captain/Jail Administrator in charge of operating a secure jail, ] would like to submit this letter in
support of the Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling.

Companies that take calls away from our jail and route them to unknown destinations, which Secums
calls "call diversion," are a real security threat. These schemes can endanger lives. Our County cannot
allow this activity to go on, and as ] understand it, the only way to ensure that calls are not stolen this
way is to block calls fwm being dialed to the ]ocal numbers that are being used in these schemes.

I (~l .
I ••

As I understand it, blocking inmate calls to these local numbers is no different than blocking access to 1­
BOO-COLLECT. Any service provider that allows an inmate to get outside the security features of
inmate phones present:; a danger to public safety, and we have always requested that inmates be barred
from using such servic,~s. Cal! diversion is just another form of circumventing the system.

Actually, call diversion is much worse. These companies operate "underground" - they do not bid on
contracts, they do not announce themselves to us as a service provider, and the local numbers they give
out ~re not registered. I do not understand why companies like this are perm!tted_t~ pr~v~de phone
servIce.

The Securus Petition should be granted so that ], and other correctional authorities, can get back control
over the calls that inmates place. We have to know where inmate calls are going and prevent inmates
from calling protected persons. Schemes that try to mask call destinations must therefore be stopped.
Please allow Securus and the other inmate phone providers to prevent these fraudulent schemes and to
continue to provide the safe and secure service that we need.

Thank you for your consideration.

s~!e~ll-<~~.
C~ibson
Jai] Administra or

No ore" 0
L·· °Ples rec'd .'
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Received & Inspected

AUG 24'1009
FCC Mail Room

Marty V. Donini, Sheriff
Scioto County Sheriff's Office
1025 Sixteenth Street
POl1smoUlh, Ohio 45662

August 17,2009

Federal Communications Commission
Attention: Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C.20;554 '

Emergency
Law Enforcement
Corrections/Jail
Civil Division

911
(740) 354-7566
(740) 355-8277
(740) 355-8269
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As; Sl;1eriff o( S~:io,to ,CountY;~Qbi9,anpbeing, tht:! ~n~Hv~q~aJ who }~j ~t.~t\itorily(obliga,ted to
operate the .scioto County JaH·, iD:,a safe:ard secw~(lnIal1n~r,1;"You~~pi,ke tQ su~mit,~his '
letter in support of the Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling.

The Scioto Co'unty SheritI's Office currently uses the services ofSecurus for the
purposes of providing the Scioto County Jail with "secured" inmate access to telephone
services. Companies who participate in reropting calls f~om our jail and route them to
unknqwp, d~stinations, which ;Se.curu~,c~lls ';~caH;div~rsiQn,~' ar,e, a r~al ,securi,ty ,threat ~ot
QllI~, to '~~s~ii{ty, b:u~.!Upr~jrripo9aDtly!t?lthe~comm!1~ity:l;se;rv~!",Th'e~e,'scI:t~~es ca'n a~d .-,
will undoubtedly endanger lives! As an electe'd offiCial 'of my community who niprese'nts
all who ,reside in·Scioto County, I cannot allow this activity to go on, and as I understand
it, the only way to ensure that calls are not stolen this way, is to block these calls from
being dialed to the local numbers that are being used in these schemes.

As I understand it, blocking\'\I)~,a~~fqilJ!~..t9 thes\? )_o~caLI;lp1pbe!~i~S cnp qj.f(ere~t than
blockingra'Gces.s to 1-80(hCQL~! Any service provider that allows an inmate access
beyond the security features of our inmate phone system clearly presents a danger to
public safety, and we have always requested that inmates be barred from using such
services. Call diversion is just another fonn of circumventing the system.

r~o. of Copies rl'1c'd 0
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Actually, call diversion is much worse. These companies operate "underground" - they
do not bid on contracts, they do not announce themselves to us as a service provider, and
the local numbers they give out are not registered. I can't understand why companies like
this are permitted to provide phone service.

I personally and professionally feel that the Securus Petition should be granted so that I,
and other correctional authorities, can regain back the level of security and control we
once had over phone calls inmates place from our facilities. We have to know where
inmate calls are going and prev~nt inmates from calling protected persons. Schemes that
try to mask call destinations must therefore be stopped. I would respectfully request that
Securus and the other inmate phone providers be allowed to prevent these fraudulent
schemes and to continue to provide the safe and secure service that we need.

2009.SECURUS.PFTITION FOR DECLARATORY RULlNG.2009.08.17



"

Received & Inspected

THREE FORKS REGIONAL JAIL AUG 24 2009
2475 CENTER STREET FCC Mail Room

P.O. 695
BEATTYVILLE, KENTUCKY 41311

PHONE: 606.464.2598

.August 17,2009

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

FAX: 606.464.2568

Re: WC Docket No. 09-144, In the Matter of Securus Petition for Declaratory Ruling

',1 " . .

Dear Ms. Dortch: .,,';' .'<'.,,: :', ,'" '_" " '.
As~,correctional officer in charge of operatil)g a secure.jail,U~:ould like.t9 ~ubmit this
letter in support of the Securus Petition fOf Decliiratory Ruling. '

C~m~~;es that takti calis'~\y~y from ou~ j~il. and route them to unknown destinations,
~hich Securus calls "call di~ersion," are a real security threat. These schemes Cim'

endanger lives. Our County cannot allow this activity to go. on, and as I' linderstand it, the
only way to ensure that calls are not stolen this way isto block calls from being dialed to
the local numbers that are being used in theseschernes.

~ " .
As I underst~nd it, blo'cking' inmate calls to these l~caI numbers is no different than
blocking access to I-SOO-COLLECT. Any service provider that allows an inmate to get
outside the security features of inmate phones presents a danger to public safety, and we
have always requested that inmates be barred from using such services. Call diversion is
just another form of circumventing the system.

Actually, call diversion is much worse. ,These companies operate "underground" - they
do not bid on contracts, they do not ,announce themselves to us as a service provider, !lnd
the local numbers they give ,out are not legistered. I do rmt understand why companies
like this are pennitted to provide phone service.

The Securus. Petition should be granted so thad, ~d other. correctional authorities, can
g~t back co~trol'o~er the 'calls that Inmates place. We'have to kriow ~h~re'inm~ie c~lls
are going 'and prevent inmates from calling protected persons. Schemes that try to mask
call destinations must therefore be stopped. Please allow Securus and the other inmate

. • I .-
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phone providers to prevent these fraudulent schemes and to continue to provide the safe
and secure service that we need.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, .....--::
~c., , ~~

Harvey Pcl(rey, Adni.inistktor
Lee County, KY


