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(I) 

QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1. Whether all members of the plaintiff class in this 
case suffered an Article III injury-in-fact when peti-
tioner willfully violated 15 U.S.C. 1681e(b) by producing 
consumer reports that erroneously designated the class 
members as individuals who are barred from engaging 
in transactions in the United States, without following 
reasonable procedures to ensure the accuracy of those 
designations. 

2. Whether all class members suffered an Article III 
injury-in-fact when petitioner willfully failed to disclose 
upon request all information in each of their consumer 
files, in violation of 15 U.S.C. 1681g(a)(1), and willfully 
failed to provide a summary of each class member’s 
rights with every written disclosure, in violation of 15 
U.S.C. 1681g(c)(2)(A). 

3. Whether the certification of a statutory-damages 
class under 15 U.S.C. 1681n(a) violated the typicality re-
quirement of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(a)(3) 
when the class representative incurred, and testified to 
the jury concerning, injuries that were different from 
the injuries suffered by other class members. 
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