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COURT ORDERS ABERCROMBIE & FITCH TO PAY ATTORNEYS’ FEES 

AND COSTS IN ADA LAWSUIT ABOUT HOLLISTER CO. STORES  

Plaintiffs will receive $405,195.08   

 

 On February 26, 2014, the Court ordered Abercrombie & Fitch to pay $384,852.57 

in attorneys’ fees and to pay costs in the amount of $20,342.51. After over four-and-a-

half years of litigation, the plaintiffs in this lawsuit will be awarded payment for the time 

and expenses they have incurred in this litigation. According to the Court: 

 

The ADA, like other civil rights statutes, favors granting attorney fees to a 

prevailing party as a means to encourage attorneys to police unlawful 

conduct. The Supreme Court reiterated this policy in Christiansburg 

Garment Co. v. EEOC, 98 S.Ct. 694 (1978) when it stated that “the plaintiff is 

the chosen instrument of Congress to vindicate ‘a policy that Congress 

considered of the highest priority.’” Id. An award of attorney fees to a 

prevailing party is also an award of fees “against a violator of federal law.” 

Id.   

 

 “Civil rights lawyers represent clients whose rights have been violated, but who 

cannot afford attorneys, and they only collect fees if they win,” said Kevin Williams, 

Colorado Cross-Disability Coalition’s Legal Program Director. “Often, litigation can drag 

on for years. Civil rights lawyers do not receive attorneys’ fees until the end of the case.” 

 

 In this case, CCDC et al. v. Abercrombie & Fitch Co. et al., 19-cv-02757-WYD-KMT, 

the Court “granted summary judgment to Plaintiffs finding that 231 Hollister clothing 

stores located throughout the United States violated the Americans With Disabilities Act 

(“ADA”).” On August 20, 2013, the Court entered a permanent injunction requiring 
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Defendants to remove, ramp, or close off all of the elevated entry doors by January 1, 

2017, at a rate of at least 77 stores each year beginning on January 1, 2014. 

 

The Hollister Co. Stores at issue have steps and look like this:  

 

 
 

After Abercrombie & Fitch makes the required changes, Hollister Co. Stores could look 

like this:  

 

 
 

Even though the Court has ruled in Plaintiffs’ favor on every motion and granted 

Plaintiffs’ request for Attorneys’ fees and costs, the case continues. Abercrombie & Fitch 

has appealed the case to the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals. Abercrombie and Fitch first 

asked the District Court to stay the injunction requiring them to bring their stores into 

compliance until the appeal is over. The court denied that motion. Abercrombie and 



3 

 

Fitch also asked the Tenth Circuit to stay the injunction. The appeals court also denied 

the request. Therefore, right now, Abercrombie and Fitch should be in the process of 

remodeling their Hollister Co. stores to bring them into compliance. Because of this, 

Abercrombie and Fitch requested the appeals court expedite its decision in the case. The 

parties expect the appeals court will hold oral argument. That has not been scheduled 

yet. 

 

  It will now be up to the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals to decide if it agrees if 

Abercrombie & Fitch is a violator of federal law. 

 

 “No one can ever be certain of the outcome of an appeal; we hope the Tenth 

Circuit sees the steps that prevent customers who use wheelchairs from accessing and 

using the stores in the same way as others violates the ADA,” Williams said. “It just does 

not make sense fourteen years after the passage of the ADA that store owners would 

argue they have a right to make parts of their stores inaccessible to customers who use 

wheelchairs.”  

 

Plaintiffs in the case are represented by the Colorado Cross-Disability Coalition 

Legal Program; Civil Rights Education and Enforcement Center; Lewis, Feinberg, Lee, 

Renaker & Jackson, PC; and Campins Benham-Baker, LLP.  The United States 

Department of Justice Civil Rights Division Disability Rights Section (“DOJ”) is 

responsible for enforcement of the ADA.  The DOJ filed a statement of interest in 

support of plaintiffs’ motion for summary judgment.  The DOJ also filed a statement of 

interest in support of plaintiffs’ motion requesting the court apply its summary 

judgment ruling to all Hollister Co. stores nationwide and to order them to come into 

compliance. 

 

 For more information about this case, you can go to CCDC’s website. 

 


