UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
WISCONSIN

Amelia Cazares v. Acro International Inc.

Cazares - No. 25-cv-0537-bhl - Decided January 7, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin granted Amelia Cazares’s
motion for default judgment against Acro International Inc. on her claim that the defendant’s website
violated Title IIT of the Americans with Disabilities Act. The court ordered a permanent injunction
requiring Acro International to bring its website into ADA compliance within 180 days, while denying

additional declaratory and injunctive relief.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for default judgment under Federal Rule of Civil

Procedure 55(b)(2) after Defendant failed to answer or otherwise

appear. The court granted the motion in part and denied it in part.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a motion for default judgment, the court accepts well-pleaded
factual allegations relating to liability as true but must determine
whether those allegations establish legal liability. The court separately
evaluates the appropriateness and scope of requested injunctive relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential district court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the well-pleaded allegations admitted by Defendant's default establish liability under Title III of
the Americans with Disabilities Act.

2. Whether Plaintiff is entitled to permanent injunctive relief requiring Defendant to bring its website into

compliance with the ADA.

3. Whether Plaintiff is entitled to additional specific injunctive relief, declaratory relief, or reservation of
jurisdiction over attorneys' fees and costs.

HOLDINGS

1. The admitted well-pleaded allegations establish that Acro International violated Title III of the ADA by
operating an inaccessible website that denied Cazares equal access to goods and services because of her
disability.

2. Cazares is entitled to a permanent injunction requiring Acro International to bring its website into
compliance with the ADA within 180 days.

3. The injunction must be limited to requiring Acro International to bring its website into compliance with

the ADA; the court declined to order the additional specific measures requested by Cazares.

4. Declaratory relief stating that Acro International's website violated Title III is inappropriate because
Cazares seeks a declaration concerning past discrimination.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A default judgment establishes, as a matter of law, that defendants are liable to plaintiff on each cause of

action alleged in the complaint.”

“Upon default, the well-pled allegations of the complaint relating to liability are taken as true, but those

relating to the amount of damages suffered ordinarily are not.”

“The Court is required to “tailor injunctive relief to the scope of the violation found.””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Amelia Cazares is legally blind and uses screen-reading software to navigate the internet. Acro International
operates a public retail website selling goods including traditional Indian sweets, dry fruits, clothing, and spices.
Cazares attempted to purchase spices but could not independently complete the transaction because the website

was incompatible with her accessibility tools.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Acro International accepted service on May 7, 2025, but did not answer or appear. The Clerk entered default
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55(a) on September 10, 2025. Cazares then moved for default judgment,
which the court granted as to liability and permanent injunctive relief, while denying additional declaratory and

specific injunctive relief.
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