


This matter is before the Court on Plaintiff’s Motion for Class Certification pursuant to
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 77. Specifically, Plaintiff moved this Court for an order certifying
this case as a class action, appointing Plaintiff as Class Representative, and appointing Plaintiff’s
counsel as Class Counsel. For the reasons stated herein, Plaintiff’s motion is GRANTED.

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED AND DIRECTED THAT:

1. Plaintiff has shown that the Class contains thousands of accountholders. The Court
finds that Rule 77(a)(1)’s numerosity requirement is satisfied.

2. Plaintiff has established that Pioneer uses form contract documents and
standardized fee practices that are applied consistently to all members’ accounts. The Court thus
finds that Rule 77(a)(2)’s commonality element is satisfied.

3. Plaintiff was charged overdraft fees pursuant to the same standardized fee practice
as all other Class members and her account was governed by the same form contract documents
as all other Class members. The Court thus finds that Plaintiff’s claims are typical of other Class
members and Rule 77(a)(3)’s typicality element is satisfied.

4. Plaintiff has established that she and her counsel have no interests that are adverse
to the interests of the Class and that Plaintiff and her counsel are committed to vigorously litigating
this case. The Court thus finds that Rule 77(a)’s adequacy requirement is satisfied

5. Plaintiff and the Class members’ claims rest on identical questions of fact and law
such as whether Pioneer assessed overdraft fees on transactions that did not overdraw the account
and whether such fees breached Pioneer’s contract or were deceptive in violation of the ldaho
Consumer Protection Act. The Court thus finds that Rule 77(b)(3)’s predominance requirement is

satisfied.
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