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II.

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether Ron Baylor pleaded sufficient facts that the deliberate installation of tracking
software on his computer by an agent of ConDevel, Inc. violated his right of privacy through

-intrusion upon seclusion?

Whether Ron Baylor pleaded sufficient facts that ConDevel, Inc. failed to notify Ron Baylor
and other ConDevel, Inc. employees that a data breach involving their personal information
occurred, as required by the Marshall Data Protection Act?
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