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SUMMARY

The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed an award of attorney fees to Interstate Amusements under Idaho

Code section 12-121 after concluding that Doble’s Idaho Consumer Protection Act claims concerning

expiration dates on movie vouchers were frivolous, unreasonable, and without foundation. The court

also awarded Interstate attorney fees and costs on appeal, finding that Doble failed to support his

claims with evidence or a well-grounded argument for extending Idaho law.
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Doble appealed from the district court's award of attorney fees to
Interstate under Idaho Code section 12-121 after the district court
granted Interstate summary judgment on Doble's Idaho Consumer

Protection Act claim.

An award of attorney fees under Idaho Code section 12-121 is
reviewed for abuse of discretion. The reviewing court asks whether the
trial court perceived the issue as discretionary, acted within the outer
boundaries of its discretion and consistent with applicable legal

standards, and reached its decision through the exercise of reason.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court abused its discretion by awarding Interstate attorney fees under Idaho Code
section 12-121 after finding Doble's Idaho Consumer Protection Act claim frivolous, unreasonable, and
without foundation.

2. Whether Interstate was entitled to attorney fees and costs on appeal under Idaho Code section 12-121.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court did not abuse its discretion in awarding Interstate attorney fees because Doble's Idaho
Consumer Protection Act claim lacked evidentiary foundation and his proposed extension of Idaho law

was unfounded and unreasonable.

2. Interstate was entitled to attorney fees and costs on appeal because Doble's appeal was frivolous,
unreasonable, and without foundation and merely invited the Supreme Court to reweigh the evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This court has held that in deciding whether an award of attorney’s fees is proper, ‘the sole question is
whether the losing party’s position is so plainly fallacious as to be deemed frivolous, unreasonable, or without
foundation.’” (at 2)

“The legislature, and the legislature only, under our constitution, has power to legislate.” (at 4)

“Accordingly, we hold this appeal to be “frivolous, unreasonable, and without foundation” and award costs

and fees to Interstate.” (at 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Interstate sold Cinema Cash vouchers in one-dollar increments for movie tickets and concessions, and the
vouchers clearly stated expiration dates. In December 2013, Doble attempted to redeem an expired voucher at an
Interstate theater, but the voucher was rejected. Doble alleged that issuing vouchers with expiration dates was an
unconscionable or deceptive practice under the Idaho Consumer Protection Act, but he presented no evidence
that the program was fraudulent, deceptive, or misrepresented, and no competent evidence that he had purchased

the vouchers he attempted to redeem.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Doble sued Interstate, alleging that selling Cinema Cash vouchers with expiration dates violated the Idaho
Consumer Protection Act. The district court granted Interstate summary judgment and later awarded Interstate
$7,972.50 in attorney fees and $320.44 in costs under Idaho Code section 12-121, finding Doble's claims
frivolous, unreasonable, and without foundation. The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the fee award and awarded

Interstate fees and costs on appeal.
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