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1 attorneys, for its Complaint alleges:
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1 rescission or reformation of contracts, restitution, the refund of monies paid,
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1 the Corporate Defendants that comprise the common enterprise. The common







1 successfully collect a debt, often using the slogan “no recovery, no fee.”

2 Defendants also claim that they will limit their charge to a single fee that
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1 28. In fact, in many cases where Defendants have claimed to have
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amounts owed, Defendants will forward the collected amount, minus a specified
contingency fee for debt collection services, to the client.
48. In truth and in fact, in numerous instances, when Defendants have
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65. Pursuant to Section 814(a) of the FDCPA, 15 U.S.C. § 1692/(a),
the acts and practices alleged in Paragraph 64 also constitute deceptive acts or
practices in violation of the FTC Act.

CONSUMER INJURY
66. Individuals and small businesses nationwide have suffered or will

suffer substantial injury as a result of Defendants’ violations of Section 5(a) of
the FTC Act and the FDCPA. In addition, Defendants have been unjustly
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