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and Judgment should be entered in this Lawsuit: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of the Lawsuit and over all settling 

parties hereto. 

If Defendant has not already done so, then pursuant to the Class Action Fairness Act of 

2005, 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(D), 1453, and 1711-1715, within 10 days of this Order Defendant will 

cause to be served written Notice of the proposed class settlement on the United States Attorney 

General and the attorneys general for those states in which a class member resides. 

Pursuant to Rule 23(b)(3) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Lawsuit is hereby 

preliminarily certified, for settlement purposes only, as a class action on behalf of the following 

class of plaintiffs (“Class Members”) with respect to the claims asserted in the Lawsuit: 

All persons (a) with a Maryland address, (b) to whom Dugan, McKissick & 

Longmore, LLC mailed an initial debt collection communication not returned as 

undeliverable, (c) in connection with the collection of a consumer debt, (d) between 

September 10, 2018 and September 10, 2019, (e) which included the following 

language: (1) “[i]n the event that the delinquent balance is not paid within five (5) 

business days of this letter, it is Cedar Point’s policy to declare the entire loan 

balance due and file suit against you in the District Court for St. Mary’s County, 

Maryland”; or (2) “if payment is not received within five (5) business days of 

receipt of this letter, a suit may be filed in the District Court of Maryland for St. 

Mary’s County.” 

Defendant represents that there are 384 Class Members, including Plaintiff. 

Pursuant to Rule 23, the Court appoints Jeffery D. Stadtler as the Class Representative. The 

Court also appoints Jesse S. Johnson of Greenwald Davidson Radbil PLLC as Class Counsel. See 

Taylor v. TimePayment Corp., No. 18-378, ECF No. 60 (E.D. Va. Oct. 29, 2019) (appointing 

Greenwald Davidson Radbil PLLC class counsel in action under the Consumer Leasing Act, Truth 

in Lending Act, and Virginia usury law); Spencer v. #1 A LifeSafer of Ariz., LLC, No. 18-2225, 
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2019 WL 1034451 (D. Ariz. Mar. 4, 2019) (appointing Greenwald Davidson Radbil PLLC class 

counsel in Consumer Leasing Act litigation); Sheean v. Convergent Outsourcing, Inc., No. 18-

11532, ECF No. 59 (E.D. Mich. July 8, 2019) (appointing Greenwald Davidson Radbil PLLC class 

counsel for classes under the Telephone Consumer Protection Act and Fair Debt Collection 

Practices Act); Knapper v. Cox Commc’ns, Inc., 329 F.R.D. 238 (D. Ariz. 2019) (appointing 

Greenwald Davidson Radbil PLLC class counsel in Telephone Consumer Protection Act action). 

This Court preliminarily finds that the Lawsuit satisfies the applicable prerequisites for 

class action treatment under Rule 23, namely: 

A. The Class Members are so numerous that joinder of all of them in the Lawsuit is 

impracticable; 

B. There are questions of law and fact common to the Class Members, which 

predominate over any individual questions; 

C. The claims of the Plaintiff are typical of the claims of the Class Members; 

D. The Plaintiff and Class Counsel have fairly and adequately represented and 

protected the interests of all Class Members; and 

E. Class treatment of these claims will be efficient and manageable, thereby achieving 

an appreciable measure of judicial economy, and a class action is superior to other 

available methods for a fair and efficient adjudication of this controversy. 

Decohen v. Abbasi, LLC, 299 F.R.D. 469, 477-78 (D. Md. 2014) (approving class action 

settlement). 

This Court preliminarily finds that the settlement of the Lawsuit, on the terms and 

conditions set forth in the Settlement Agreement is in all respects fundamentally fair, reasonable, 
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adequate, and in the best interest of the Class Members, especially in light of (i) the benefits to the 

Class Members; (ii) the strengths and weaknesses of Plaintiff’s case; (iii) the anticipated duration 

and expense of additional litigation; (iv) the risk and delay inherent in possible appeals; (v) the 

risk of collecting any judgment obtained on behalf of the Class; (vi) the limited amount of any 

potential total recovery for the Class, given the cap on statutory damages for claims brought 

pursuant to the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1692 et seq.; and (vii) the opinion 

of Class Counsel, who are highly experienced in this area of class action litigation. See In re Jiffy 

Lube Sec. Litig., 927 F.2d 155, 159 (4th Cir. 1991). 

A third-party class administrator acceptable to the parties will administer the settlement 

and notification to Class Members. The class administrator will be responsible for mailing the 

approved class action notice and settlement checks to the Class Members. The costs of 

administration will be paid by Defendant separate and apart from the Settlement Fund, subject to 

the conditions provided in the parties’ Settlement Agreement. Upon the recommendation of the 

parties, this Court hereby appoints the following class administrator: First Class, Inc. See Hoffman 

v. Law Office of Fradkin & Weber, P.A, No. 19-163, 2019 WL 2723581, at *2 (D. Md. July 1,

2019) (appointing First Class, Inc. to administer class settlement); Veness v. Heywood, Cari & 

Anderson, S.C., No. 17-338, 2017 WL 6759382, at *5 (W.D. Wis. Dec. 29, 2017) (same); Green 

v. Dressman Benzinger Lavelle, PSC, No. 14-142, 2014 WL 4816698, at *2 (W.D. Ohio Sept. 18,

2014) (same). 

This Court approves the form and substance of the Direct Mail Notice of Class Action 

Settlement, attached to the Settlement Agreement as Exhibit C. The proposed form and method 

for notifying the Class Members of the settlement and its terms and conditions meet the 
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To be effective, an objection to the Settlement must: 

(a) Contain a heading which includes the name of the case and case number; 

(b) Provide the name, address, telephone number, and email address (if 

available) of the Class Member filing the objection; 

(c) Be filed with the Clerk of the Court no later than 60 days after the Court 

preliminarily approves the settlement; 

(d) Be sent to Class Counsel and counsel for Defendant at the addresses 

designated in the Notice by first-class mail, postmarked no later than 60 

days after the Court preliminarily approves the settlement; 

(e) Contain the name, address, bar number, and telephone number of the 

objecting Class Member’s counsel, if represented by an attorney. If the 

Class Member is represented by an attorney, he/she or it must comply with 

all applicable laws and rules for filing pleadings and documents in the U.S. 

District Court for the District of Maryland; and 

(f) Contain a statement of the specific basis for each objection. 

Any Class Member who has timely filed an objection may appear at the Final Approval 

Hearing, in person or by counsel, to be heard to the extent allowed by the Court, applying 

applicable law, in opposition to the fairness, reasonableness and adequacy of the Settlement, and 

on the application for an award of attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses.  

Upon final approval from the Court, (1) the class administrator will mail a settlement check 

to each Class Member who did not exclude himself or herself, with each participating Class 

Member receiving a pro-rata portion of the $28,000 settlement fund; (2) Defendant will pay to the 

Class Representative the sum of $1,000 as statutory damages pursuant to the Fair Debt Collection 

Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1692k(a)(2)(B)(i); and (3) Defendant will pay to the Class 

Representative an additional $1,000 in recognition of his service to the Class Members.  
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