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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania overruled Michael
Moorefield’s objections and adopted the magistrate judge’s report and recommendation. The court
dismissed with prejudice his claims against JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. concerning denial of a credit
card application under the Fair Credit Reporting Act, denied leave to amend as futile, and entered
judgment accordingly.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint stated a viable private claim under 15 U.S.C. § 1681m.

2. Whether the court properly denied leave to amend because proposed claims under the Equal Credit
Opportunity Act and additional Fair Credit Reporting Act provisions would be futile.

3. Whether the court properly conducted preservice screening and liberally construed the pro se complaint.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint was properly dismissed because 15 U.S.C. § 1681m does not provide a private cause of
action.

2. Leave to amend to assert an Equal Credit Opportunity Act claim was properly denied as futile because
Chase's adverse-action reasons were sufficiently specific under the applicable statutory and regulatory
standards.

3. Leave to amend to add claims under the cited Fair Credit Reporting Act provisions was properly denied
as futile.

4. The court properly liberally construed the pro se allegations and screened the in forma pauperis
complaint before service.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Moorefield applied for a Chase Freedom consumer credit card on September 8, 2025. Chase obtained and used a
credit report to evaluate the application and denied credit, citing insufficient established consumer credit history
and a lack of information about balances in his bank deposit accounts. Moorefield claimed that the stated reasons
were vague and asserted that he could amend to add claims under the Equal Credit Opportunity Act and
additional Fair Credit Reporting Act provisions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Moorefield filed a complaint alleging that JP Morgan Chase Bank violated the Fair Credit Reporting Act by
denying his credit card application. After granting in forma pauperis status, the magistrate judge recommended
dismissal with prejudice under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii) and denial of leave to amend as futile. Moorefield
timely objected, and the district court overruled the objections, adopted the report and recommendation as
supplemented, dismissed the complaint with prejudice, and denied leave to amend.
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