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6. This Court has general and specitic jurisdiction over Finnegan pursuant 1o M.G.L. c.
223A, §§2 and 3.
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gation Session of Suffolk Co
¢ Directive No. 09-1

is proper in the Business Liti
M.G.L. c: 223, § 8, and Superior Court Administrativ
S aSE: includes claims involving business torts, breaches of contract and

business enterprises against professionals.
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