Nintendo joins US companies seeking refunds as Supreme Court rules tariffs were unconstitutional
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Nintendo has joined a wave of companies seeking repayment from the US government after the Supreme Court in February 2026 found that former President Donald Trump exceeded his authority when he imposed wide-ranging import levies under the International Emergency Economic Powers Act. According to Nintendo’s court filing, the company is pursuing refunds of the tariffs it paid along with interest, saying it was "substantially harmed" by the measures. The lawsuit was filed on March 6, 2026. 
The court’s 6-3 decision, widely reported by major outlets, held that IEEPA does not authorise broad tariffs and left unresolved how the billions already collected should be handled. Estimates of the total sums at stake vary: some reports place the amount of challenged collections at roughly $133 billion, while others cite larger figures. Industry lawyers say more than 2,000 businesses have launched similar suits seeking refunds. 
Customs and Border Protection has asked for time to build a mechanism to process returns; according to The Hill the agency requested a 45-day window to establish procedures, and a judge granted a brief reprieve. Legal advisers and analysts warn that interest is accruing while the process unfolds, with some estimates suggesting the federal government’s liability increases by about $650 million a month in added interest. 
Even if companies recover money from Washington, experts caution consumers are unlikely to see direct refunds. Determining who ultimately bore the tariff cost is complex: some inventory imported during the tariff period may already have been sold, and businesses could argue they absorbed the expense rather than passing it to customers. Consumer-facing refunds would therefore be difficult to verify and administer. 
The ruling has not ended trade policy uncertainty. President Trump has signalled plans to pursue alternative legal routes for import restrictions and announced proposals to reintroduce global levies at higher rates. Reporting indicates the administration quickly moved to impose a temporary import tax and floated raising a global tariff rate to 15%, a move that could sustain upward pressure on prices even as earlier tariffs are judicially invalidated. 
Broader economic factors may also keep consumer prices elevated. Media and industry reports point to continued supply pressures in key technology components, the lingering memory-chip shortfall tied to AI demand, and geopolitical events that have pushed oil prices higher. Those dynamics, analysts say, make it unlikely that technology prices will fall sharply in the near term. 
Meanwhile regulators and businesses are warning the public to be wary of fraud. With complex litigation and potential future administrative refunds, scammers may try to exploit confusion by contacting individuals about supposed tariff reimbursements. Consumers are advised to treat unsolicited messages with caution and to verify any claims through official channels. 
Nintendo’s claim now sits alongside a rapidly developing legal and policy story that will shape how, and whether, the proceeds of the disputed tariffs are returned, who ultimately benefits, and how US trade policy will be framed going forward.
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